
SUBJECT: Lane County Plan Amendment
DLCD File Number 003-07

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of adoption.
Due to the size of amended material submitted, a complete copy has not been attached.  A Copy of the 
adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local government 
office.  

Appeal Procedures*

DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL:  Wednesday, October 17, 2012 

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption  pursuant to ORS 197.830(2)(b) 
only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment 
are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA). 

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals 
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government.  If 
you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline.  Copies of the 
notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received written notice
of the final decision from the local government.  The notice of intent to appeal must be served and filed in 
the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10).  Please call LUBA at 
503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures.

*NOTE:     The Acknowledgment or Appeal Deadline is based upon the date the decision was mailed by local 
        government. A decision may have been mailed to you on a different date than it was mailed to 
        DLCD. As a result, your appeal deadline may be earlier than the above date specified. NO LUBA  
       Notification to the jurisdiction of an appeal by the deadline, this Plan Amendment is acknowledged.

Cc: Jerry Kendall, Lane County
Jon Jinings, DLCD Community Services Specialist

<paa> N

NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT

10/04/2012

TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan
or Land Use Regulation Amendments

FROM: Plan Amendment Program Specialist
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Notice of Adoption 
This Form 2 must be mailed to DLCD within 5-Wor king Days after the Final 

Ordinance is signed by the public Official Designated by the jurisdiction 
and all other requirements ofORS 197.615 and OAR 660-018-000 
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Jurisdiction: Lane County Local file number: PA 06-5888 

Date of Adoption : 9/19/2012 Date Mailed: q~~jc5lOJ~ 
Was a Notice of Proposed Amendment (Form 1) mailed to DLCD? cg) Yes D No Date: 12/8/2008 

D Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment cg) Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment 

D Land Use Regulation Amendment cg) Zoning Map Amendment 

D New Land Use Regulation D Other: 

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write "See Attached". 

Plan change of 130 acres from Plan designation of "Agricultural" to "Forest" and concurrent Zone change from 
"E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-1/Nonimpacted Forest Lands" for the west 52 acre parcel; and to "F-
2/Impacted Forest Lands" for the east 78 acres. ----
Does the Adoption differ from proposal? Please select one 

Yes. Original proposal was for Plan & Zone change to "Forest" and "Nonimpacted Forest Lands", respectively, 
for the entire 130 acres. 

to: Forest 

to: F-1 & F-2 

Plan Map Changed from : Agricultural 

Zone Map Changed from: E-40 

Location: 165-01W-08 #700 Acres Involved: 130 

Specify Density: Previous: 40 ac. New: 80 ac. 

Applicable statewide planning goals: 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

~~~~ DDDDDDDDDDDDDDD 
Was an Exception Adopted? D YES cg) NO 

Did DLCD receive a Notice of Proposed Amendment... 

35-days prior to first evidentiary hearing? 

If no, do the statewide planning goals apply? 

If no, did Emergency Circumstances require immediate adoption? 

cg) Yes 

DYes 

DYes 

DNo 

DNo 

DNo 



DLCD file No. _________ _ 
Please list all affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: 

DLCD & Lane County 

Local Contact: Jerry Kendaii/Assoociate Planner 

Address: 3050 N. Delta Hwy. 

Phone: (541) 682-4057 Extension: 

Fax Number: 541-682-3947 

City: Eugene Zip: 97408- E-mail Address: jerry.kendall@co.lane.or.us 

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
This Form 2 must be received by DLCD no later than 5 working days after the ordinance has been signed by 

the public official designated by the jurisdiction to sign the approved ordinance(s) 
per ORS 197.615 and OAR Chapter 660. Division 18 

1. This Form 2 must be submitted by local jurisdictions only (not by applicant). 

2. When submitting the adopted amendment, please print a completed copy of Form 2 on light green 
paper if available. 

3. Send this Form 2 and one complete paper copy (documents and maps) of the adopted amendment to the 
address below. 

4. Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the final signed ordinance(s), all supporting finding(s), 
exhibit(s) and any other supplementary information (ORS 197.615 ). 

5. Deadline to appeals to LUBA is calculated twenty-one (21) days from the receipt (postmark date) by DLCD 
ofthe adoption (ORS 197.830 to 197.845 ). 

6. In addition to sending the Form 2 -Notice of Adoption to DLCD, please also remember to notify persons who 
participated in the local hearing and requested notice of the final decision. (ORS 197.615 ). 

7. Submit one complete paper copy via United States Postal Service, Common Carrier or Hand 
Carried to the DLCD Salem Office and stamped with the incoming date stamp. 

8. Please mail the adopted amendment packet to: 

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 

635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150 
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540 

9. Need More Copies? Please print forms on 8Yz -112xll green paper only if available. If you have any 
questions or would like assistance, please contact your DLCD regional representative or contact the DLCD 
Salem Office at (503) 373-0050 x238 or e-mail plan.amendments@state.or.us. 

http://www .oregon.gov /LCD/fo rms.shtm I Updated December 30, 2011 



DO NOT 
SEPARATE 
PACKET 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

509-PA06-05888 

RAVIN/FISH ER/ODEA 
9-26-2012 

This is to certify that I, Chris Rogers, mailed Notification of 

To the person(s) shown on the attached copy of mailing labels &lor attached 
letter, and delivered said information to the authorized agent for the us Post 
Office in Eugene, Oregon on 

DATE MAILED: ___ q~(~LJo-=:..>~o:::+/~l--"=2.,....,:.c _________ _ 

END OF COMMENT PERIOD: _______________ _ 

APPEAL DEADLINE: __________________ _ 

NOTE: Surrounding property owners listed are " the owners of record of all 
property on the most recent property tax assessment rolls " on RLID as per Lane 
Code 14.300(3)(d). If a tax lot appears on the notice list & there are no 
corresponding addresses then the tax records have not been updated; therefore , 
these property owners were not notified. 



Mailing Date: 9/c9..(e_ fc20Lc::2, 

. 
LAND MANAGEMENT DIVISION .. . 

bttp://www.t;aneCounty.orgiPW_LMDI 

To: Interested Pat1ies . 
From: Jerry Kendall/ Associate Planner (541-682-4057)}/(. ·. 
RE: ·AGENDA ITEM TITLE: ORDINANCE NO PA 1266 -- - IN THE MATTER OF 

AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO REDESIGNATE LAND FROM 
"AGRICULTURAL" TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND· FROM "E-
40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS" (western 52 
.acres} AND TO "F-2/IMPACTED FOREST LANDS" (eastern 78 acres); AND ADOPTING 
SAVINGS AND SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FILE PA 06-5888; Ravin Ventures LLC) 

On September 19,2012, via Ordinance No. PA 1266 (excerpt enclosed), the Board of 
Commissioners approved the-application referenced above. If you wish a full copy, it is 
available on the county's website, at www.lanecounty.org (Departments/Board of 
Commissioners/Orders/2012 .. . . find item on Sep~ember 19 agenda). ' 

Any appeal of this decision must be filed in a timely mmmer with the Land Use Boa.rd of 
Appeals (LUBA) in Salem. Refer to OAR 661, Division 10, for "Rules of Procedure for 
Appeals,. · 

For more information on·the ,appeal process, contact LUBA at: 

LUBA . 
550 Capitol St., NE, Suite 235 
Salem, Or. 97301-2552 

< 

Phone: 503-373-1265 

Luba's website is http://luba.state.or.us/ 

LAND MANAGEMENT DIVISION I PUBLIC WORi<S DEPARTMENT / 3050 N. DELTA HWY. I EUGENE, OREGON 97408·1636 
l::lUILlJING (54 1) 6132·46~ 1 I PLANNING ( 5~ 1) 682·3577 I COMPLIANCE (54 1) 6132·3724 I ON·SITL: SEWAGE (54 1) 6132·3754 I FAX (541 )682-39·17 

0 30% Post-Cousumer Couteut 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF LANE COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266 ) IN THE MATTER OF AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE 
) PLAN TO REDESIGNATE LAND FROM "AGRICULTURAL" 
) TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
) 40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONIMPACTED FOREST 
) LANDS11 (westem 52 nc1·es) AND TO "F-2/IMPACTED FOREST 
) LANDS" (cnstem 78 acre$); AND ADOPTING SAVINGS AND 
) SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FlLE PA 06-5888; RAVIN 
) VENTURES, LLC) 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners ofLane Cmmty, through enactment of Ordinance PA 
884, bas adopted Land Usc Designations and Zoning for lands within the plnrmingjudsdiction of the Lane County 
Rural Comprehensive Piau; and 

WHEREAS, Lane Code 16.400 sets forth procedures for amendment of the Rural Comprehensive Plan, 
and Lane Code 16.252 sets forth procedures for rezoning lands within the jurisdiction oft he Rural Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

WHEREAS, in May 2006, application no. PA 06-5888 was made for a minor amendment to redesignate 
tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, fi·om "Agriculture" to "Forest" land, with a concurrent request to rezone the properly 
from "E-40/Exclusivc Farm Usc" to "F-2/Impactcd Forest Lands;" and 

WHEREAS, in March 2009, the above application was revised to request a minor amendment to 
redesignate all of tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, from "Agriculture" to Forest, with a concurrent request to rezone the 
property from "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-1/Nonlmpacted Forest Use;" and 

WHEREAS, the Lane County Planning Commission reviewed the proposal in public hearings on Febmaty 
7, 2009, and April21, 2009, and recommended approval of the proposed amendment nnd rezoning ns requested; and 

WHEREAS, in February 2012, the application was again revised, to request a minor amendment to 
redesignate all of tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, fi·om "Agriculture" to "Forest" land, with ll concurrent rezone ofthc 
westernmost 52 !lcres of the property fi·om "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-1/Nonlmpacted Forest Use;" and to 
rezone the easternmost 78 acres from "E-40/Exclusivc Farm Usc" to "F-2/fmpaeled Forest Use;" and 

WHEREAS, the evidence in the record indicates that the latest proposal meets the requirements of Lane 
Code Chapter 16, and other requirements of state and local law; 

WHEH.EAS, the Board of County Commissioners has conducted the required public hearing and is now 
ready to take action; 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Lane Comity Ordains as foJiows : 

Section 1. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan is amended by the redesignation of tax lot 700, 
Map 16-01-08, fi·om "Agriculture" to "Forest," more particularly described in Exhibit A-1, such area being 
depleted on Official Lane County Plan Map 160 I and further identified 011 a portion of that map in Exhibit 
"A" attached and incotporated herein. 

ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266/JN THE MA'ITER OF AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE l'LAN TO 
REDESIGNATE LAND }'ROM "AGRICULTURAL" TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS" (western 52 ncres) AND TO "F-2/IMPACI'ED 
FOREST LANDS" (eastern 78 ncres); AND ADOPTING SAVJNGS AND SEVERADILITY CLAUSES (FILE PA 06-5888; 
RAVIN VENTURES, LLC) Page 1 of 2 



Section2. The west em most 52 acre portion of Tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, is rezoned from "E-
40/Exclusive Fann Use" (Lane Code 16.212), to "F-1/Nonimpaetccl Forest Usc" (Lane Code 16.210), more 
pat1icularly described in Exhibit B-1. In addition, the easternmost 78 acre pot1ion of Tax lot 700, Map 16-
01-08, .is rezoned fi·om "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use (Lane Code 16.212), to "F-2fimpacted Forest Use" 
(Lane Code 16.211), more particularly described in Exhibit B-2, both areas being depicted on Official Lane 
County Zoning Map 160 I and ftniher identified on a pm1ion of that map in Exhibit "B" attached and 
incorporated herein. 

FURTiillR, although not a part of this Ordinance, the Board of County Commissioners adopts Findings ns 
set forth in Exhibit "C" nttached, in support of this action. 

The prior designation and zone repealed by this Ordinance remain in ft1ll force and effect to authorize 
prosecution of persons in violation thereofprior to the effective date of this Ordinance. 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Ordinance is for any reason held 
invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct 
and independent provision, and such holding shall not afieet the validity ofthe remaining portions hereof. 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Date '1'-- ;?$3"' ~ )DIJ lane County 

~~c~{j~f:tEL 

ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266/IN THE MATIER OF AMENDING THE RUHAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO 
REDESIGNATE LAND FROM "AGRICULTURAL" TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS" (western 52 ncres) AND TO "F-2/JMPACTED 
FOREST LANDS" (eastern 78 acres); AND ADOPTING SAVINGS AND SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FILE l'A 06-5888; 
RAVIN VENTURES, LLC) Page 2 of2 
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509-PA06-05888 

RAVIN/FISHER/ODEA 

9-26-2012 

1601080000901/900 

ANDERSON WILLIAM H 

92980 PASCHELKE RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000500 

ARMSTRONG RICHARD J & JENICE 

93031 MARCOLA RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000804 

BOARTFIELD FAMILY LIVING TRUST 

PO BOX 999 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601070000501 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMIN 

PO BOX 3621 

PORTLAND, OR 97208 

1601080001002 

BRESNIKER SHIRLEY A 

92968 PASCHELKE RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97 454 

16010800005.00 

BROWN IRIS 

93031 MARCOLA RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000801 

CHARLOTIE HIGGINS-LEE REVOCABLE LIVING T 

PO BOX 1479 

SPRINGFIELD, OR 97477 

1601080000600 

CHRISTOFFERSEN MERINA E 

93000 MARCOLA RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080001001/1003 

CONNOLLY JOHN W & JUDITH J 

92946 PASCHELKE RD 



MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080001100/1101 

CORN EVELYN L 

92888 PASCHELKE RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601070000501 

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 

PO BOX 3621 

PORTLAND, OR 97208 

1601070000300 

DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM O&C 

PO BOX 10226 

EUGENE, OR 97440 

1601080000503 

DOUGLAS KENNETH L & ELLEN J 

93066 MARCOLA RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000200 

DOUGLAS RENEE C 

37066 CONLEY RD 

SPRINGFIELD, OR 97478 

1601080001300 

FORESTCARE LLC 

2400 CHARNEL TON ST 

EUGENE, OR 97405 

1601080000200 fV!""I,L RETURNEp 
FOX JESSIE L 

93099 MARCOLA RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000501 

HENSON WILLIAM GUY 

PO BOX 2772 

LA PINE, OR 97739 

1601080000400, 1601070000200 

HIGH MOUNTAIN INVESTMENT GRP INC 

1801 ASTER ST 

SPRINGFIELD, OR 97477 

1601080000504 



JEFFERS LEONA 
PO BOX 667 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000100 
JENSEN JERALD J & CD 
93151 PASCHELKE RD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000402 
JOHN HARPER & NANCY HARPER LIVING TRUST 
PO BOX4570 
CRESTLINE, CA 92325 

1601080001200 
JOSEPH F & PENNY L MILLER TR 
92774 PASCHELKE RD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000502 
LORETIA ANN MACAULEY TRUST 
4757 JASPER RD 
SPRINGFIELD, OR 97478 

1601080000502 
MACAULEY HAROLD & LORETIA 
4757 JASPER RD 
SPRINGFIELD, OR 97478 

1601080000107 
MILLER JOSEPH F 
92774 PASCHELKE RD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080001200 
MILLER JOSEPH F TE 
92774 PASCHELKE RD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080001200 
MILLER PENNY L TE 
92774 PASCHELKE RD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

16o1o8oooo5o2 M~:m:£{efuR~.~'o 
ORMSBEE PAULL & DONA J 
93027 MARCOLA RD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 



1601080000106 

ORTIS ERNEST E & GAYLE L 

93130 PASCHELKE RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601070000700/601/500 

RANCH & 120 LLC 

365 53RD PL 

SPRINGFIELD, OR 97478 

1601080000700 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 

37803 UPPER CAMP CREEK RD 

SPR'INGFIELD, OR 97478 

1601080000802 

RAYBOULD JAMES 

92945 MARCOLA RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000102/101 

RISEN JOHN D 

92947 PASCHELKE RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000105/103 

ROGERS CLEO J & DONALD E 

92953 PASCHELKE RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000200 

RUSSELL ROBERTS 

37066 CONLEY RD 

SPRINGFIELD, OR 97478 

1601080000803 MAIL RETURNED 

SPENCER RENE D 

92955 MARCOLA RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000200 M AIC R'['fl.JRN,ED 

STIERS HAZEL 

93099 MARCOLA RD 

MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601070000201 MAi l.:·FfETURNED 
-), / !+'-.T ' ' -. <-- '' ?:;_,• 

US GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 



834 PEARL ST 
EUGENE, OR 97401 

1601070000501 
US GOVERNMENT 
PO BOX 3621 
PORTLAND, OR 97208 

1601070000300 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM O&C 
PO BOX 10226 
EUGENE, OR 97440 

1601070000800/202/400/299 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
PO BOX 275 
SPRINGFIELD, OR 97477 

1601080000502 
WILLOUGHBY SHERRY TE 
4757 JASPER RD 
SPRINGFIELD, OR 97478 

1601080001004/1000 
WOLF JAMES J 
92932 PASCHEKE RD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

1601080000800 
ZIEBERT PHILIP D & JAIME L 
92885 MARCOLA RD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

ED FISHER 
PO BOX 751 
OAKRIDGE, OR 97463 

KIM O' DEA 
375 w 4TH ST #204 

EUGENE, OR 97401 

BOB RUSSELL 
39638 MOHAWK LP 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

GOAL ONE COALITION 
JIM JUST 
39625 ALMEN DR. 



LEBANON, OR 97355 

STATE DEPT OF FORESTRY 
EASTERN LANE DISTRICT OFFICE 
3150 MAIN STREET 
SPRINGFIELD OR 97478-5808 

OREGON DEPT OF FORESTRY 
ATIN : JASON HINKLE 
2600 STATE STREET 
SALEM, OR 97310 

OR STATE FISH & WILDLIFE . 
(EASTERN LANE) JEFF ZILLER 
3150 MAIN STREET 
SPRINGFIELD OR 97478-5808 

OR STATE FISH & WILDLIFE 
{EASTERN LANE) NANCY TAYLOR 
7118 NE VANDENBURG AVE 
CORVALLIS OR 97330 

EUGENE WATER & ELECTRIC BOARD 
ATIN : KARL MORGENSTERN 
500 E 4TH AVE 

EUGENE, OR 97401 

KRISTINA DESCHAINE 
FIRE MARSHALL 
3620 GATEWAY STREET 
SPRINGFIELD, OR 97477 

LANDWATCH LAND COUNTY 
ROBERT EMMONS 
40093 LITILE FALL CRK RD 
FALL CREEK, OR 97438 

LANDWATCH LANE COUNTY 
P.O. BOX 5347 
EUGENE, OR 97405 

ANNE DAVIES 
ATIORNEY AT LAW 
433 W 10TH 

EUGENE, OR 97401 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF LANE COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. P A 1266 ) IN THE MATTER OF AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE 
) PLAN TO REDESIGNATE LAND FROM "AGRICULTURAL" 
) TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
) 40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONIMPACTED FOREST 
) LANDS" (western 52 acres) AND TO "F-2/IMPACTED FOREST 
) LANDS" (eastern 78 acres); AND ADOPTING SAVINGS AND 
) SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FILE PA 06-5888; RAVIN 
) VENTURES, LLC) 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Conunissioners of Lane County, through enactment of Ordinance PA 
884, has adopted Land Use Designations and Zoning for lands within the planning jurisdiction of the Lane County 
Rural Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, Lane Code 16.400 sets forth procedures for amendment of the Rural Comprehensive Plan, 
and Lane Code 16.252 sets forth procedures for rezoning lands within the jurisdiction of the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan; and 

WHEREAS, in May 2006, application no. PA 06-5888 was made for a minor amendment to redesignate 
tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, from "Agriculture" to "Forest" land, with a concutTent request to rezone the property 
fi·om "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to ''F-2/Impacted Forest Lands;" and 

WHEREAS, in March 2009, the above application was revised to request a minor amendment to 
redesignate all of tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, fi·om "Agriculture" to Forest, with a concurrent request to rezone the 
property fi·om "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-1/Nonlmpacted Forest Use;" and 

WHEREAS, the Lane County Planning Commission reviewed the proposal in public hearings on Febmary 
7, 2009, and Apri121, 2009, and recommended approval of the proposed amendment and rezoning as requested; and 

WHEREAS, in Februmy 2012, the application was again revised, to request a minor amendment to 
redesignate all of tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, fi:om "Agriculture" to "Forest" land, with a concurrent rezone ofthe 
westernmost 52 acres of the property fi·om "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-1/Nonlmpacted Forest Use;" and to 
rezone the easternmost 78 acres fi·om "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-2/Impacted Forest Use;" and 

... 
WHEREAS, the evidence in the record indicates that the latest proposal meets the requirements of Lane 

Code Chapter 16, and other requirements of state and local law; 

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners has conducted the required public hearing and is now 
ready to take action; 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Lane County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan is amended by the redesignation of tax lot 700, 
Map 16-01-08, fiom "Agriculture" to "Forest," more particularly described in Exhibit A-1, such area being 
depicted on Official Lane County Plan Map 1601 and further identified on a p01tion of that map in Exhibit 
"A" attached and incorporated herein. 

ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266/IN THE MATTER OF AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO 
REDESIGNATE LAND FROM "AGRICULTURAL" TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS" (western 52 acres) AND TO "F-2/IMPACTED 
FOREST LANDS" (eastern 78 acres); AND ADOPTING SAVINGS AND SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FILE PA 06-5888; 
RA VlN VENTURES, LLC) Page 1 of 2 



Section 2. The westermnost 52 acre portion of Tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, is rezoned from "E-
40/Exclusive Farm Use" (Lane Code 16.212), to "F-1/Nonlmpacted Forest Use" (Lane Code 16.210), more 
particularly described in Exhibit B-1. In addition, the easternmost 78 acre portion of Tax lot 700, Map 16-
01-08,is rezoned from "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use (Lane Code 16.212), to "F-2/Impacted Forest Use" 
(Lane Code 16.211), more particularly described in Exhibit B-2, both areas being depicted on Official Lane 
County Zoning Map 1601 and further identified on a p01tion of that map in Exhibit "B" attached and 
incorporated herein. 

FURTHER, although not a part of this Ordinance, the Board of County Commissioners adopts Findings as 
set fotih in Exhibit "C" attached, in support of this action. 

The prior designation and zone repealed by this Ordinance remain in full force and effect to authorize 
prosecution of persons in violation thereof prior to the effective date of this Ordinance. 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or p01tion of this Ordinance is for any reason held 
invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct 
and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions hereof. 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Date 1"-J. $3: ~ )D/:> Lane County 

~~ claiftofnrtEL 

ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266/IN THE MATTER OF AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO 
REDESIGNATE LAND FROM "AGRICULTURAL" TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS" (western 52 acres) AND TO "F-2/IMPACTED 
FOREST LANDS" (eastern 78 acres); AND ADOPTING SAVINGS AND SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FILE PA 06-5888; 
RA YIN VENTURES, LLC) Page 2 of2 
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY BEING REDESIGNATED TO FOREST 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim 
No. 38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the 
Willamette Meridian, 45.07 chains (2,974.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest 
corner of said claim as depicted in County Survey File 5170 on file in the office of 
the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence continuing NORTH 
4.33 chains (285.78 feet) to the Northwest corner of said claim; thence EAST 
14.09 chains (929.94 feet) to the Southwest corner of the Thomas Gray Donation 
Land Claim No. 42, of the same Township; thence NORTH 14.66 chains (967.56 
feet); thence EAST 4656.66 feet to a point thirty foot westerly from and 
perpendicular to the centerline alignment of Marcola Road as depicted in County 
Survey File 40892 on file in the office of the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane 
County, Oregon; thence on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel 
with said centerline alignment of Marcola Road along the arc of a 1176.23 foot 
radius curve right (the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a 
distance of 449.82 feet to Station 66+61.13 PC; thence South 44°30'50" West 
1158.72 feet to Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along the arc of a 5759.58 foot 

·radius curve left (the chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a 
distance of 398.84 feet; thence leaving said line bearing North 80°45'00" West 
132.08 feet to a point 2.92 chains (192. 72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 
feet) East of the Northwest corner of the heirs of Samuel Gray Donation Land 
Claim; thence continuing North 80°45'00" West 1356.88 feet; thence WEST 
2787.95 feet to the point of beginning, all in Lane County, Oregon. 

Containing 130 acres, more or less. 
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY BEING REZONED TO F~1 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim No. 
38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the Willamette 
Meridian, 45.07 chains (2,974.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest corner of said claim 
as depicted in County Survey File 5170 on file in the office of the Lane County 
Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence continuing NORTH 4.33 chains (285.78 
feet) to the Northwest corner of said claim; thence EAST 14.09 chains (929.94 feet) to 
the Southwest corner of the Thomas Gray Donation Land Claim No. 42, of the same 
Township; thence NORTH 14.66 chains (967.56 feet); thence EAST 4656.66 feet to a 
point thirty foot westerly from and perpendicular to the centerline alignment of Marcola 
Road as depicted in County Survey File 40892 on file in the office of the Lane County 
Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence on a line running thirty feet westerly from 
and parallel with said centerline alignment of Marcola Road along the arc of a 1176.23 
foot radius curve right (the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a 
distance of 449.82 feet to Station 66+61.13 PC; thence South 44°30'50" West 1158.72 
feet to Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along the arc of a 5759.58 foot radius curve left 
(the chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a distance of 398.84 
feet; thence leaving said line bearing North 80°45'00"·West 132.08 feet to a point 2.92 
chains (192.72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 feet) East of the Northwest corner 
of the heirs of Samuel Gray Donation Land Claim; thence continuing North 80°45'00" 
West 1356.88 feet; thence WEST 2787.95 feet to the point of beginning, all in Lane 
County, Oregon. (Containing 130 acres, more or less.) 

Except therefrom: 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim No. 
38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the Willamette 
Meridian, 45.07 chains (2,974.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest corner of said claim 
as depicted in County Survey File 5170 on file in the office of the Lane County 
Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence EAST 2525.44 feet to the True Point of 
Beginning; thence NORTH 1253.34 feet; thence EAST 3061 .16 feet to a point thirty 
foot westerly from and perpendicular to the centerline alignment of Marcola Road as 
depicted in County Survey File 40892 on file in the office of the Lane County Surveyor, 
in Lane County, Oregon; thence on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel 
with said centerline alignment of Marcola Road, along the arc of a 1176.23 foot radius 
curve right (the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a distance of 
449.82 feet to Station 66+61.13 PC; thence South 44°30'50" West 1158.72 feet to 
Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along the arc of a 5759.58 foot radius curve left (the 
chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a distance of 398.84 feet; 
thence leaving said line North 80°45'00" West 132.08 feet to a point 2.92 chains 
(192.72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 feet) East of the Northwest corner of the 
heirs of Samuel Gray Donation Land Claim; thence continuing North 80°45'00" West 
1356.88 feet; thence WEST 262.51 feet to the True Point of Beginning, all in Lane 
County, Oregon. (Containing 78 acres, more or less.) 

Containing 52 acres, more or less. 



LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR LAND BEING REZONED TO F-2 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim 
No. 38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the 
Willamette Meridian, 45.07 chains (2,974.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest 
corner of said claim as depicted in County Survey File 5170 on file in the office of 
the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence EAST 2525.44 feet 
to the True Point of Beginning; thence NORTH 1253.34 feet; thence EAST 
3061.16 feet to a point thirty foot westerly from and perpendicular to the 
centerline alignment of Marcola Road as depicted in County Survey File 40892 
on file in the office of the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence 
on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel with said centerline 
alignment of Marcola Road, along the arc of a 1176.23 foot radius curve right 
(the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a distance of 
449.82 feet to Station 66+61.13 PC; thence South 44°30'50" West 1158.72 feet 
to Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along the arc of a 5759.58 foot radius curve left 
(the chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a distance of 
398.84 feet; thence leaving said line North 80°45'00" West 132.08 feet to a point 
2.92 chains (192.72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 feet) East of the 
Northwest corner of the heirs of Samuel Gray Donation Land Claim; thence 
continuing North 80°45'00" West 1356.88 feet; thence WEST 262.51 feet to the 
True Point of Beginning, all in Lane County, Oregon. 

Containing 78 acres, more or less. 



EXHIBIT C 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 
IN SUPPORT OF 
RAVIN VENTURES, LLC 
PLAN CHANGE FROM AGRICULTURE TO FOREST 
ZONE CHANGE FROM EFU-40 TO F-2 (East 78-acre parcel) and F-1 (West 52-acre 
parcel) 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. This decision approves a plan change from Agriculture to Forest, and a zone change :fi:om 
E-40 to F-2 (eastem 78-acre parcel) and F-1 (westem 52-acre parcel) for about 130 acres 
of land in the Mohawk Valley just north of the community of Marcola. The property is 
identified as Map 16-01-08, tax lot 700. The property is roughly rectangular in shape. It 
lies adjacent to the west of Marcola Road. 

2. In these fmdings the full text of the relevant standards appears in bold face font without 
quotation marks. The findings and conclusions addressing the standards appear in 
regular font. 

3. These findings make reference to supporting materials in the record. 

4. The balance ofPatt I. addresses the subject property and sunounding property in general, 
as these facts are relevant to all of the following sections. 

5. Part II. addresses the Statewide Planning Goals. These are the most general standards 
that apply to plan and zone amendments. Hence, the findings are most extensive here. 
Where possible, to reduce redundancy, the findings that address nongoal standards refer 
back to the relevant goal findings. 

6. Pmt III. addresses the Rural Comprehensive Plan Policies. 

7. PmtiV. addresses the Lane Code criteria for Plan amendments. 

' 
8. Part V. addresses the Lane Code criteria for zone changes. 

Summary of Proposal: 

9. The applicant request a plan change from Flll'm land to Forest land on the theory that the 
land has historically been and is cunently in forest use. No farming has ever taken place 
on the pal'cel. A concunent zone change is also requested from E-40 to F-1/F-2. 

10. The subject property consists of two parcels. The West 52-acre parcelis approximately 
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52 acres of the westerly pmtion of the property. The East 78-acre parcel is 
approximately 78 acres of the eastem portion of the property. The West 52-acre parcel 
is owned by Ravin Ventures, LLC. The East 78-acre parcel is owned by Ravin 
Ventures, LLC and Ramon Fisher, an individual. Pursuant to state law, the parcels are 
held in separate ownership. 

11. The East 78-acre parcel is developed with one single-family residence constructed in 
approximately the 1920's. Both parcels been used for forestry throughout their history. 

12. Requests for plan change to Forest must comply with the Statewide Planning Goals, the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan, and the county zoning code. The standards in the goals, the 
plan, and the code are diverse. They overlap somewhat. These findings address each 
relevant standard with suppmt from maps, air photos, documents, and other materials. 

13. This property qualifies for a Forest designation based on current and historic use. 

Legal Authority for Forest Designation and Related Nonlmpacted Forest Zoning. 

14. Goal 3 and the Goal 3 Rule define "Agricultural Land" and require that it be preserved 
for farm use. Goal 4 and the Goal 4 Rule define "Forest Lands," require it to be 
conserved, and allow it to be put to the limited range of uses stated in the Rule. 

15. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan Policies ("Rural Plan Policies") recognize 
that resource land should be given the same weight and that use should dete1mine 
whether the lands are Forest or Fmm. The plan provisions generally track the 
authorization in the LCDC Rules. RCP Goal4, Policy 15 says that lands that qualify for 
Forest designation shall be zoned either F-1 or F-2, based on consideration of a list of 
factors and other plan policies. 

Description of Subject Property and Adjacent and Nearby Area. 

16. This section describes the subject property in summm-y tenus and the adjacent and nearby 
land in more detail. The purpose is to provide a factual context for the balance of the 
fi1idings. Reference is made to plan and zone designations, parcelization, and land uses. 

17. In general tem1s, this area is in the foothills on the east side of the Coburg Hills near the 
rural unincorporated community ofMmcola. The site has soils that qualify it as both 
forest and fannland. 

18. "Adjacent and nearby" as used in the Comp Plan and OARs with respect to designation is 
not defined in the statute, rules or local code. The Board defines it to mean lands with a 
boundary line common to the subject property (ifthe common line is a road, then the 
lands across the road are considered adjacent) and lands within roughly 1,000 feet of the 
subject prope1ty. However, there are several prope1ties within 1,000 feet of the subject 
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prope1ty that are separated from the subject property by two county roads and the 
Marcola River. The Board believes that these properties do little to influence or represent 
the character of the surrounding area because they are separated from the subject prope1ty 
by too many baniers. These prope1ties are not included as "adjacent and nearby." 

19. With respect to F-1/F-2 zoning, Ordinance No. PA 1236 (Symbiotics) defines 
"contiguous" to mean "having at least one common boundary line greater than eight feet 
in length. Tracts o:fland under the same ownership and which are intervened by a street 
*** shall not be considered contiguous." The ordinance goes on to clarify that "generally 
contiguous" means general area, which goes beyond "contiguous" and looks to the 
"general area of the land being proposed*** The analysis is intended to venture beyond 
the only contiguous properties with common prope1ty lines. 

20. Ordinance 1236 defines "adjacent" to mean general vicinity, stating that the term 
adjacent looks "even further beyond the nearby tracts or across intervening right of way 
to acknowledge the impact of development vvithin developed and committed exception 
areas in the general vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look 
at the complete tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in the 
general area. It does not depend on contiguity for that consideration. " 

21. Based on these interpretations and definitions, the roughly 1,000 foot perimeter used for 
"adjacent and nearby" with respect to "designation" is also consistent with "adjacent" and 
"generally contiguous" with respect to zoning. 

22. The subject property is approximately 130 acres of reforested timberland. It is developed 
with a homestead (pre-land use regulation) dwelling that is located near Marcola Road. 
The property has a history of being logged. It was most recently logged by the applicant 
in 2002. It is cunently in forest regeneration. Prior to that, it was logged in 
approximately 1955-1960 (based on 2002 tree stump and site conditions). There is no 
evidence that the prope1ty has ever been in "agricultural use" as defined by the statute. 

23. The propeliy is roughly rectangular in shape. It rises from about 700 feet in elevation at 
the east to about 750 feet at the west. It is traversed by a BPA power line and an 
abandoned railroad right-of-way. There is a well and septic system on the site to serve 
the existing dwelling on the 78-acre parcel. 

24. As discussed more fully in com1ection with Goals 3 and 4, a majority of the soils on the 
site have an Agricultural Capability rating of I tlu·ough IV and therefore the property 
qualifies as Agricultural Land. The subject site also meets the county's aclmowledged 
definition of forest lands by containing soils capable of producing more than 50 cu/ft/acre 
of wood fiber. 

25. Tables A and B of the applicant's submission, incorporated herein by this reference, 
identify uses, designation, and zoning in the general area/vicinity (which includes 
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"adjacent and nearby," "generally contiguous" and "adjacent"). Table G, incorporated 
herein by this reference, include the subject property. In summary, Tables A and B 
establish that there are 40 properties that are adjacent and nearby. Of those 40 properties, 
25% are designated Forest, 11% are designated Agriculture, and 63% are designated 
Residential. Of those 40 properties, 34% are in forestry use, none are in agricultural use, 
58% are in residential use and 8% are in "other" use. The 40 adjacent and nearby 
properties include approximately 800 acres . Ofthe 800 acres, 72% are in Forest 
designation, 22% are in Agricultural designation and 9% are in Residential designation. 
Of the 800 acres, 88% are in forestry use, none are in agricultural use, 7% are in 
residential use and 5% are in "other" use. 

26. RLID shows that the subject prope1iy is in Forest Tax Defenal and in Small Tract 
Forestland Option Deferral. Both defenals require the property to be in forest use. RLID 
also describes the subject prope1ty as Timber and Timberlands. The site photographs and 
aerial photographs confirm that the property is in forest management and that there is no 
farming. The owner has confirmed that the small field is not in "frum use," as defined by 
the statute. 

II. COMPLIANCE WITH STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS. 

1. Amendments to local plans and code must comply with the Statewide Planning Goals. 
ORS 197.175(2)(A). For individual applications like this, compliance with relevant goals 
must be addressed by the County. This Prut addresses each relevant goal and explains 
why the proposal complies. This decision complies with the goals; no goal exceptions 
are taken. 

Goall: Citizen Involvement 

To develop a citizen involvement program that insures the opportunity for citizens 
to be involved in all phases of the planning process. 

2. Goal 1 is a process goal. This proposal complies with Goal I because it will be processed 
as a quasi-judicial application through the county's acknowledged public process for 
individual plan and zone changes. This process includes public hearings before the 
Platming Commission and the County Board. 

Goal2: Land Use Planning 

3. Pati I of Goal 2 requires local governments to establish processes and policies for land 
use decisions. 

To establish a land use planning process and policy framework as a basis for all 
decisions and actions related to use of land and to assure an adequate factual base 
for such decisions and actions. 
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4. Part II of Goal2 authorizes exceptions to the goals - land use decisions that are not in 
compliance with the goals under cetiain circumstances. Statutes also describe when 
exceptions are authorized. See ORS 197.732. 

5. This application complies with Goal2 because it is being processed under the county 
plan and code and because no exception to any resomce goal is proposed. The 
application is simply trading one resource designation for another because the land better 
fits one category based on use and capability. 

Goals 3 and Goal 4: The Relationship Between Goals 3 and 4. 

6. OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 
When limds satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural land and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

7. The "agricultural land" designation and the "forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weight and importance to the State of Oregon. 
Through the above Rule, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both 
Forest and Ag land. For lands that qualify as both, LCDC will suppoti either designation 
so long as the factors used to dete1mine designation are identified. Tlus issue is further 
discussed under Section III, below, where the designation polices are reviewed 
specifically. 

8. As discussed more specifically under Goals 3 and 4 below, the subject property meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Working Paper documents the factors used to select 
Farm or Forest designation on land that meets the definition of both. Each of those 
factors is discussed in detail in Section III, below. Based on those factors, the subject 
property should be designated Forest land. 

9. Because the subject prope1iy qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goal3 and Goal 
4, many of the RCP policies addressing Goal 3 are met by the subject propeliy and many 
of the Goal4 RCP policies are met by the subject propeliy. It is inherent in the 
prope1iy' s duel qualification. However, when detennining whether a prope1iy should be 
designated Forest or Ag, the key is not whether the property meets or fmihers the policies 
under the RCP, but whether the prope1iy meets the factors established in the Plan for 
being Forest or Ag. These factors are discussed in Section III, below. 

Goal 3: Agricultural Lands 

To preserve and maintain agricultural lands. Agricultural lands shall be preserved 
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and maintained for farm use, consistent with existing and future needs for 
agricultural products, forest and open space and with the State's agricultural land 
use policy expressed in ORS 215.243 and 215.700. 

10. Goal3 defines "Agricultural Land" as follows: 

Agricultural Land~- in western Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, IT, III and 
IV soils and in eastern Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, III, IV, V and VI 
soils as identified in the Soil Capability Classification System of the United States 
Soil Conservation Service, and other lands which are suitable for farm use taking 
into consideration soil fertility, suitability for grazing, climatic conditions, existing 
and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes, existing land~use 

patterns, technological and energy inputs required, or accepted farming practices. 
Lands in other classes which are necessary to permit farm practices to be 
undertaken on adjacent or nearby lands, shall be included as agricultural land in 
any event. 

More detailed soil data to define agricultural land may be utilized by local 
governments if such data permits achievement of this goal. 

11. The LCDC has elaborated on the definition of Agricultural Land in its rules. OAR 660~ 
033-0020. There are four parts to the relevant definition in the rule. Each pat1 of the 
definition is addressed separately here. 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(a): [Predominant Soil Types] 

"Agricultural Land" as defined in Goal 3 includes: 

Lands classified by the U.S. Soil Conservation Service (SCS) as predominantly Class 
I-IV soils in Western Oregon and I-VI soils in Eastern Oregon; 

12. Goal3 requires that SCS soils data be used to classify the soils, but it allows soils data in 
the published maps to be refined with more detailed onsite investigation. OAR 660-033-
0030(6). The applicant is relying on SCS soils data. 

13. The published SCS soils maps show nine types of soil on this site. The soils me included 
in Table C, below. Based on Table C, the site qualifies as Agricultural Land under this 
pat1 of the test because 99% of the soils on the site are in soil Classes I-IV. 

TABLEC 
SOILS 

AGRICULTURAL CAPABILITY CLASS 

SOILTYP~ I ACRES I PERCENT I AG. FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 
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CAPABIL. 
CLASS 

LMD 1 Dept. ofForestry:t 
By soil type/by acreage3 

By soil type By acreage 
( cu.ft./acre/ (cu.ft/yr) 

yr) 
1 02 C Panther 1.7 1.326 VI No 45 76.5 
SCL, info.4 

2% to 12% slopes 
52D Hazelair SCL, 65 51.089 IV No 40 2600 
7% to 20% slopes info. 
89E Nelda SCL, 14 11.289 IV 160 159 2226 
20% to 30% slopes 
89C Nelda SCL, 13 9.856 III 160 159 2067 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 McAlpin SCL 13 10.572 II No 169 2197 

Info. 
89D Neclcia SCL, .2 .129 III 160 159 31.8 
12% to 20% slopes 
1A Abiqua SCL, 19 14.958 I 203 161 3059 
0% to 3% slopes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 .697 II No 120 108 

Info. 
125D Steiwer L, .12 .086 IV No 30 3.6 
12% to 20% slopes Info. 

126.92 100% 99% Class Site Productivity 
(130) I-IV Approx. 97.45 

cu.ft/acre/yr 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(a): [Other Suitable Lands]: 

(B) Land in other soil classes that is suitable for farm use as defined in ORS 
215.203(2)(a), taking into consideration soil fertility; suitability for grazing; climatic 
conditions; existing and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes; 
existing land use patterns; technological and energy inputs required; and accepted 
farming practices; 

1 Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture (based on NR.CS data). 
2 Department of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings (1990 revisions). 
3 The first number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type per acre per year ( cu.ft./acre/year). The second number 
is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the number of acres of the soil (cu.ft/year). 
4 "No Info." conesponds with the "none" designation on the Lane County Soils Rating data sheets. It indicates that 
map units lack site index i.nf01mation on Douglas fir. No site index has been collected by the NR.CS due to lack of 
suitable sties or lack of time and/or funds. 
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14. This part of the test focuses on lands, which have predominantly nonagricultural soils, 
and inquires into whether they are nevertheless suitable for farm use. It is commonly 
called the "other suitable lands" test. A list of seven factors must be considered. The 
suitability for farm use must consider the potential for use in conjunction with adjacent or 
nearby land.5 The history ofthe site in farm use would be relevant to its cmrent 
suitability, 6 but not detenninative. 7 

15. It has been established that the subject prope1iy qualifies as Agricultural land under the 
"soils test," above. Therefore, it is not necessary to address this standard. 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(a)(C): [Land needed to permit farming practices ou 
adjacent/nearby agricultural lands] 

Land that is necessary to permit farm practices to be undertaken on adjacent or 
nearby agricultural lands. 

16. This part of the test focuses on adjacent and nearby agricultural lands. However, it has 
been established that the subject propeliy qualifies as Agricultural land under the "soils 
test," above. It is not necessary to address this standard. 

17. It is worth noting that the subject prope1iy is not necessary to permit farm practices to be 
unde1iaken on adjacent propeliy. First, the adjacent prope1iy to the south is largely in 
timber production. Second, even if it were to be frumed, designation of the site as forest 
lands, another resource designation, would not have any impact on the ability to frum the 
adjacent land. The two uses have been defined to be compatible. See OAR 660-006-
0015(2). 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(b): [Farm unit test]: 

Land in capability classes other thau I-IV II-VI that is adjacent to or intermingled 
with lauds in capability classes I-lVII-VI withiu a farm unit, shall be inventoried as 
agricultural lands even though this land may uot be cropped or grazed; 

18. This pali of the test focuses on lru1ds which are predominantly nonagricultural soils, and 
inquires into whether they are adjacent to or intermingled with better lands within a "frum 

5 See DLCD v Curry County. 28 Or LUBA 205, 208-09 (1994), .l!!f.\l 132 Or App 393 (1995); Kaye/DLCD y. Marion County. 
supra. 23 Or LUBA at 481-62 (interpreting identically worded previous Goal3 administrative rule OAR 660-05-005(1)(b)). 

6 Sec Clark v Jackson County. 17 Or LUBA 594, 606 (1990)(past use of the property for grazing as part of larger operation is 
relevant to its current suitability for farm use). 

1 ~ 1000 Friends of Oregon y. WASCO County Court, 80 Or App 525, 531,723 P2d 1039 (1986) (Affirming decision that fom1er 
grazing lands proposed for annexation are not su itable for farm use. "Also, there is no presumption that the land is agricultural land simply 
because of its previous agricultural use. Previous use is merely one factor for the county to consider in reaching its conclusion about the land's 
current condition."). 
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unit." It is commonly called the "farm unit" test. If the subject property is not a part of a 
"farm unit," then this test does not apply. 

19. It has already been determined that the subject property meets the definition of farm land 
under the "soils test," above. Therefore, this standard need not be addressed. 

20. It is wmih noting that the subject prope1iy is not pmi of a fmm unit because: the subject 
property is not adjacent to any other land in the same ownership; it is not jointly managed 
for fa1m use with any adjacent land; and it has not been so managed in its history. 

Goal4: Forest Lands 

To conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and to protect the 
state's forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices 
that assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the 
leading use on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and 
fish and wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and 
agriculture. 

Forest lands are those lands acknowledged as forest lands as of the date of adoption 
of this goal amendment. Where a plan is not acknowledged or a plan amendment 
involving forest lands is proposed, forest land shall include lands which are suitable 
for commercial forest uses including adjacent or nearby lands which are necessary 
to permit forest operations or practices and other forested lands that maintain soil, 
air, water and fish and wildlife resources. 

21. The second pm·agraph of Goal4 defines "Forest Lands." Because a plan amendment is 
proposed, the second sentence of paragraph two is the operable definition. There are 
three pmis to the definition: (1) Lands suitable for commercial forest uses; (2) adjacent 
and nearby lands necessary to permit forest operations or practices; and (3) other forested 
lands that maintain certain natural resources. Each pali of the definition is addressed 
below. 

[F]orest land shall include lands which are suitable for commercial forest uses. 

22. The tenn "commercial forest uses" is not defined in any statute, goal, or rule. However, 
Lane County adopted a defmition for the te1m in its plan, and the plan was acknowledged 
by the LCDC. Forest land is land that is capable of producing crops of industrial wood in 
excess of 50 cubic feet per acre of annual growth. Commercial forest types of trees 
include: Douglas fir, hemlock/cedar/spruce, other conifers, and deciduous trees.8 

8 Lane County's definition of"commercial forest uses" wns the central issue and the subject of extensive discussion in Holland v. 
Lane Countv, 16 Or LUBA 583 (1988). LUBA summarized the relevant provisions of the acknowledged county plan as follows: 

The county adopted the following definition of"commercial forest land" as part of its "Working Paper: Forest Lands; 
March, 1982" (Forest Lands Paper) and "Addendum to Working Paper: Forest Lands; November, 1983" (Forest Lands 
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23. Productivity data for wood fiber is available from a number of sources. The Lane County 
Soil Ratings, published by the Lane County Land Management Division in 1997, 
summarizes federal data on wood productivity by soil types, but only for Douglas fir. 
Productivity data for the full range of conunercial forest trees recognized by Lane County 
has been published by the Oregon Dep't of Forestry in its 1990 Forestry Dep't Ratings. 
Both sources of data are summarized in TableD, below. The data from 1990 Forestry 
Dep't Ratings is the more useful because it addresses all commercial tree species. 

24. For each soil type shown in the Soils Map in the record as being present on subject 
property, TableD displays the acreage data and the commercial tree species productivity, 
based on the 1990 Forestry Dep't Ratings and the LMD ratings. Of the nine types of soil 
present on the propeliy, six are capable of producing substantially more than 50 cubic 
feet of wood fiber per acre annually. Based on soils, the subject property is capable of 
producing 97.45 cu.ft/acre/year of timber. The subject propeliy, therefore, qualifies as 
Forest Land under this prut of the test. 

TABLED 
SOILS 

FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

SOIL TYPE ACRES PERCENT FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

LMDY Dept. ofForestlyw 
By soil type/by acreage11 

By soil type By acreage 
( cu.ft./ acre/ 

yr) 
1 02 C Panther 1.7 1.326 No 45 
SCL, info. 12 

Addendum) documents. 

'"Commercial' forest land [is] land capable of producing crops of industrial wood in excess of 50 
cubic feet per acre of annual growth." 

(cu.ft/yr) 

76.5 

Ordinance No. 889, Ex. C. The Forest Lands Paper, at 10, conta ins an inventory of "Acres of Commercial Forest Land 
by Cubic Foot Site Class, Forest Type and Ownership." This table recognizes the following commercial forest types 
"Douglas fir," "hemlock/cedar/spruce," "other conifers" and "deciduous." 

16 Or LUBA at 586 [footnotes omitted]. 

9 Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture (based on NRCS data) 
10 Depariment of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings (1990 revisions) 
11 The fu·st number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type per acre per year (cu.ft./acre/year). The second 
number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the number of acres of the soil ( cu.ft/year) 
12 "No Info." Corresponds with the "none" designation on the Lane County Soils Rating data sheets. It indicates that 
map units Jack site index information on Douglas ftr. No site index has been collected by the NRCS due to lack of 
suitable sties or lack oftime and/or funds. 
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2% to 12% slopes 
52D Hazelair SCL, 65 51.089 No 40 2600 
7% to 20% slopes info. 
89E Nelda SCL, 14 11.289 160 159 2226 
20% to 30% slopes 
89C Nelda SCL, 13 9.856 160 159 2067 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 McAlpin SCL 13 10.572 No 169 2197 

Info. 
89D Nedda SCL, .2 .129 160 159 31.8 
12% to 20% slopes 
1A Abiqua SCL, 19 14.958 203 161 3059 
0% to 3% slopes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 .697 No 120 108 

Info. 
125D Steiwer L, .12 .086 No 30 3.6 
12% to 20% slopes Info. 

126.92 100% Site Productivity 
(130) Approx. 97.45 cu.ft/acre/yr 

(2) [A]djacent or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations 
or practices. 

25. This part of the test inquires into whether the subject property must be kept in a resource 
designation in order to allow forest operations or practices to continue on adjacent or 
nearby lands. 

26. There are approximately 800 nearby and adjacent acres consisting of 40 nearby and 
adjacent parcels. Approximately 72% of those acres are designated Forestland and 88% 
ofthose acres are in forest use. See findings above. The subject property is in a sea of 
nearby land designated Forest. Thus, not only does the subject property's soils qualify 
for the Forest designation, but the subject property, though perhaps not "necessary," is 
highly desirable to enable adjacent and nearby lands to continue forest operations. 

(3) [OJther forested lands that maintain soil, air, water and fish and wildlife 
resources. 

27. The targeted resources (soil, air, water and fish and wildlife resources) are generally not 
present on the subject property. There are no perelll1ial streams or pe1manent water 
bodies. There is some relationship between the tree cover and air quality. The soil 
resources on the site have been exhaustively described. The existing tree cover (and root 
systems) are helpful in maintaining soil on site because of slope. The wildlife resomces 
are similar throughout the area in terms of range of species and occunence, without 
respect to whether the land is vacant or developed. 
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GoalS: Open spaces, scenic and historic areas, and natural resources. 

To conserve open space and protect natural and scenic resources. 

28. GoalS requires the colmty to inventory the locations, quality and quantity of cetiain 
natural resources. Where no conflicting uses are identified, the inventoried resources 
shall be preserved. Where conflicting uses are identified, the economic, social, 
enviromnental and energy consequences ofthe conflicting uses shall be determined and 
programs developed to achieve the goal. 

29. Where a cmmty is amending acknowledged plan and zoning designations, as here, the 
county must address Goal S if any of the area proposed for change encompasses lands 
included on the county's inventory of Goal S resources. 13 The county need not go 
through the Goal S conflict resolution process for alleged Goal S resources that are not on 
the aclmowledged Goal 5 inventory. 14 The initial Goal S question, therefore, is whether 
the subject propetty includes any GoalS resources inventoried in the aclmowledged 
county plan. 

GoalS Resources on the Subject Property. 

30. The paragraphs below address the aclmowledged GoalS resource inventories. 

Historic Resources: 

31. The aclmowledgedlist of historic resources is listed as "Historic Sites or Sites." The 
subject property is not on the list. 

Mineral and Aggregate Resources: 

32. Mineral and aggregate sites are listed in several appendices in the Mineral and Aggregate 
Working Paper. The subject propetiy is not listed in any of the appendices. 

Energy: 

33. The subject propetiy is not listed on any county inventory of sites to be protected for 
energy production. 

Water Resources: 

13 See Urguhartv. Lane Council of Governments, 80 Or App 176,721 P2d 870 (1986); Plotkin v. Washington County, 165 Or App 
246, 997 P2d 226 (2000); Waugh y. Coos County, 26 Or LUBA300, 310-12 (1993); 1000 Friends of Oregon v. Yamhill County, 27 Or LUDA 
508, 522 (1994). 

14 Davenport v. City of Tigard, 23 Or LUBA 565 (1992). 
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34. The Water Resources Working Paper (1982) inventories the following water resources 
which include or potentially include the subject propeliy: Watersheds (specifically the 
Mohawk River watershed, a tributary to the McKenzie River and Willamette Basin); 
Surface Waters, including the Mohawk River, which lies, at its closest point, 
approximately 150 to 200 feet to the east of the subject prope1iy's most eastem boundary 
(across Marcola Road); and Gmundwater. 

35. The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject prope1iy. As discussed above, the subject propmiy is already 
developed with a residence. Under F -1 zoning for the west 52 acres, the applicant is not 
entitled to any additional dwellings. The east 78 acres of proposed F-2 zoning does 
contain multiple legal lots with a potential for future development. However, if such 
subsequent development occurs, impacts on the watershed, surface waters or groundwater 
resources in the area will be evaluated. 

36. Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
water resources by minimizing runoff; minimizing agricultural water needs; and 
minimizing agricultural chemical migration into the watershed. 

Riparian Resources: 

37. The Flora & Fauna Working Paper (1982) and Addendum (1983) inventories Riparian 
resources. Riparian areas are inventoried to include all land within100 feet of the banks 
of a Class 1 stream. There are no Class I streams on the subject prope1iy. The Mohawk 
River, a Class I stream, is approximately 125 to 200 feet from the subject prope1ty at its 
closest point. Furthermore, Marcola Road separates the subject prope1ty fi:om the river. 
The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject prope1ty. As discussed above, the subject prope1iy is already 
developed with a residence. Under F -1 zoning, tl1e applicant is not entitled to any 
additional dwellings. Any potential for development on the F-2 zoned eastem p01iion is 
not anticipated to have any impact on the Mohawk River or its riparian resources, as 
defined. 

3 8. Keeping the area in For est use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
riparian resources by minimizing runoff; minimizing agricultural water needs; 
maintaining flora and fauna cover and habitat, and minimizing agricultural chemical 
migration into the watershed. 

Wetland Resources: 

39. National Wetlands Inventory ("NWI") map indicates the presence of three minor wetland 
areas on the subject prope1iy. Any future development proximate to these wetlands will 
require a referral and response from the Oregon Division of State Lands. 
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Sensitive Fish and Waterfowl Areas: 

40. The inventory of these sites appears in the Flora & Fauna Working Paper Addendum at 
1-4. The subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Natural Areas: 

41. The inventory of these sites appears in the Flora & Fauna Worldng Paper at 26-32. The 
subject propeliy is not included on the inventory. 

Big Game Range: 

42. The plan classifies the entire county into three categories of Big Game Range: Major, 
Peripheral, and Impacted. Flora & Fauna Working Paper at 23-25, Addendum at 14. 

This application would affect Big Game Range because the entire county is mapped as 
some form of big game habitat. In practical terms, however, no conflict from this 
proposal is apparent. The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create 
additional development on the subject property. 

43. Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
game resources by minimizing water and wetland pollution from runoff and agricultural 
water while maintaining flora and fauna cover and habitat. 

Goal 5 Program to Meet the Goal for Resources Present. 

44. As described above, the following Goal 5 resources inventoried by the county are present 
on the subject property: Water Resources, including watersheds, surface water, and 
groundwater; and Big Game Range. This application includes a Goal 5 ESEE analysis 
for each of these resources. The GoalS analysis for each i"esource tracks, as closely as 
possible, the county's aclmowledged Goal 5 analysis for each resource included in 
working papers. What is summarized here, for each resource, is the applicant's proposed 
"program to achieve the Goal," which is the end product anticipated by the goal and the 
Goal 5 Rule. See OAR Chapter 660, Division 23. 

Water Resources: 

45. The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because it is not conflicting. 
The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest maintains the property in a Resource 
designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Big Game Range: 
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46. The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because it is not conflicting. 
The proposed redesignation fi:om Ag to Forest maintains the prope1iy in a Resource 
designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Goal6: Air, Water and Land Resources Quality 

To maintain and improve the quality of the air, water and land resources of the 
State. 

All waste and process discharges from future development, when combined with 
such discharges from existing developments shall not threaten to vioiate, or violate 
applicable state or federal environmental quality statutes, rules and standards. 
With respect to the air, water and land resources of the applicable air sheds and 
river basins described or included in state environmental quality statutes, rules, 
standards and implementation plans, such discharges shall not (1) exceed the 
carrying capacity of such resources, considering long range needs; (2) degrade such 
resources; or (3) threaten the availability of such resources. 

4 7. Goal 6 protects the quality of land, air and water resources. The focus is on discharges 
fi·om future development in combination with discharges from existing development. 
State and federal environmental standards are the benchmark for protection. Where there 
are state or federal standards for quality in air sheds or river basins, then the canying 
capacity, nondegradation, and continued availability of the resources are standards. 

48. The subject prope1iy is currently developed with a single residence and managed in 
forestry. Historically it has been used for forestry, a pennitted use under the existing Ag 
designation. Because the proposed designation of Forest matches the existing and historic 
use, there will be no impacts to land, water or air quality. 

Goal 7: Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards. 

To protect life and property from natural disasters and hazards. 

Developments subject to damage or that could result in loss oflife shall not be 
planned nor located in known areas of natural disasters and hazards without 
appropriate safeguards. Plans shall be based on an inventory of known areas of 
natural disaster and hazards. 

49. The phrase "areas of natural disasters and hazards" means "areas that are subject to 
natural events that are lmown to result in death or endanger the works of man, such as 
stream flooding, ocean flooding, ground water, erosion and deposition, landslides, 
eruihquakes, weak foundation soils and other hazards unique to local or regional areas." 
OAR 660-15-000. There ru·e no such areas known on the subject prope1ty. 
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Goal8: Recreational Needs 

To satisfy the recreational needs of the citizens of the state and visitors and, where 
appropriate, to provide for the siting of necessary recreational facilities including 
destination resorts. 

50. The oveniding purpose of Goal 8 is to address all recreational needs, but its primary 
focus is on siting and developing destination resorts, defined in Goal 8 as "self-contained 
development[ s] providing visitor-oriented accommodations and developed recreational 
facilities in a setting with high natural amenities." 

51. Goal 8 is not directly applicable to this proposal. 

Goal9: Economic Development 

To provide adequate opportunities throughout the State for a variety of economic 
activities vital to the health, welfare, and prosperity of Oregon's citizens. 

52. Goal 9 is focused on commercial and industrial development. The Goal 9 Rule, OAR 
660-09, is explicitly limited to areas within urban growth boundaries. This goal is not 
directly applicable to this proposal. 

GoallO: Housing 

To provide for the housing needs of citizens of the State. 

Buildable lands for residential use shall be inventoried and plans shall encourage 
the availability of adequate numbers of needed housing units at price ranges and 
rent levels which are commensurate with the financial capabilities of Oregon 
households and allow for flexibility of housing location, type and density. 

53. GoallO, like its implementing rule, is geared primarily to housing issues inside urban 
growth boundaries. The goal's definition of"buildable lands," for example, is limited to 
lands in urban and urbanizable areas. This site is outside any UGB. This goal is not 
applicable to this proposal. 

Goalll: Public Facilities and Services 

To plan and develop a timely, orderly and efficient arrangement of public facilities 
and services to serve as a framework for urban and rural development. 

Urban and rural development shall be guided and supported by types and levels of 
urban and rural public facilities and services appropriate for, but limited to, the 
needs and requirements of the urban, urbanizable, and rural areas to be served. A 
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provision for key facilities shall be included in each plan. Cities or counties shall 
develop and adopt a public facility plan for areas within an urban growth boundary 
containing a population greater than 2,500 persons. To meet current and 
long-range needs, a provision for solid waste disposal sites, including sites for inert 
waste, shall be included in each plan. In accordance with ORS 197.180 and Goal2, 
state agencies that provide funding for transportation, water supply, sewage and 
solid waste facilities shall identify in their coordination programs how they will 
coordinate that funding with other state agencies and with the public facility plans 
of cities and counties. 

54. "Public facilities and services" is defined in the Statewide Planning Goals to include: 
"[p]rojects, activities and facilities which the planning agency detennines to be necessary 
for the public health, safety and welfare." The Goal11 Rule defines a "public facility." 
"A public facility includes water, sewer, and transportation facilities, but does not include 
buildings, structures or equipment incidental to the direct operation of those facilities." 
OAR 660-11- 005(5). 

55. Goal 11 addresses facilities and services in urban and rural areas. The subject property is 
"resource" land and will remain 1ural after this approval. The subject proposal does not 
provide for any rural or urban development. Therefore, Goalll does not apply. 

56. Resource designations have no required minimum level of services. However, Table E 
lists the services now available to the subject property. 

TableE 
Rural Public Facilities, Existing or Proposed 

Service Provider 

Fire Marcola Rural Fire Protection District 

Police Lane County Sheriff and State Police 

Schools Marcola School District 

Access Marcola Road, a County Minor Alierial 

Electric Emerald People's Utility District 

Telephone Qwest Communications 

Solid Waste Sanipac 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS, RAVIN VENTURES, LCC 
EXHIBIT C. TO ORDINANCE NO. PA-1266 Page 17 of38 



Sewer Individual Septic System for existing dwelling 

Water Well for existing dwelling 

Goal 12: Transportation 

To provide and encourage a safe, convenient and economic transportation system. 

A transportation plan shall (1) consider all modes of transportation including mass 
transit, air, water, pipeline, rail, highway, bicycle and pedestrian; (2) be based upon 
an inventory of local, regional and state transportation needs; (3) consider the 
differences in social consequences that would result from utilizing differing 
combinations of transportation modes ; (4)avoid principal reliance upon any one 
mode of transportation; (5) minimize adverse social, economic and environmental 
impacts and costs; (6) conserve energy; (7) meet the needs of the transportation 
disadvantaged by improving transportation services, (8) facilitate the flow of goods 
and services so as to strengthen the local and regional economy; and (9) conform 
with local and regional comprehensive land use plans. Each plan shall include a 
provision for transportation as a key facility. 

57. Goal 12 is implemented through the Goal 12 Rule (OAR 660-12) adopted in 1991. The 
Rule has a section that specifically addresses proposals such as this- amendments to 
aclmowledged comprehensive plans and implementing regulations. OAR 660-12-060(1) 
provides that any such amendments that "significantly affect a transpmtation facility shall 
assure that allowed land uses are consistent with the identified function, capacity, and 
level of service of the facility." 

58 . The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject property. As discussed above, the subject property is already 
developed with a residence. The applicant is not entitled to any additional dwellings 
based on the redesignation and rezoning alone. Therefore, the application will not affect 
a transpmtation facility. The rule spells out clearly what constitutes a "significant 
affect." OAR 660-12-060(2) states: 

A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a transportation 
facility if it: 

(a) Changes the functional classification of an existing or planned transportation 
facility; 

(b) Changes standards implementing a functional classification system; 

(c) Allows types or levels of land uses which would result in levels of travel or 
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access which are inconsistent with the functional classification of a 
transportation facility; or 

(d) Would reduce the level of service of the facility below the minimum 
acceptable level identified in the TSP. 

The proposed redesignation/rezone will not trigger tlus section of the rule because the 
proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional development on 
the subject property. 

Goal13: Energy Conservation 

To conserve energy. 

Land and uses developed on the land shall be managed and controlled so as to 
maximize the conservation of all forms of energy, based on sound economic 
principles. 

59. This goal is not directly applicable to individual land use decisions. Rather, its focus is 
on the adoption and the amendment ofland use regulations. 15 

Goal14: Urbanization 

To provide for an orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban land use. 

60. The subject proposal keeps the parcel in Resource designation. Therefore, there is no 
transition. Tlus goal does not apply. 

GoallS: Willamette River Greenway 
Goal16: Estuarine Resources 
Goal17: Coastal Shorelands 
Goall8: Beaches and Dunes 
Goal19: Ocean Resources 

61. These five goals are not applicable as they deal with resources that are not present on the 
subject properiy. 

III. COMPLIANCE WITH RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN POLICIES 

1. Any plan and zone change must comply with the relevant Rural Plan Policies. This 
requirement is based in statutes (ORS 197.175(2)), the Rural Plan Policies themselves (see, 
e.g. Rural Plan Policies at page 6), and the Lane Code (see, e.g., LC 16.400(6)(h)). This 

15 See Brandt v. Marion Countv, 22 Or LUBA 4 73, 484 (1991), aff'd in part rev'd in patt, 112 Or App 30 (1992). 
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section, therefore, addresses the relevant elements of the Rural Plan Policies. It is 
organized by Goal. Again, where possible to avoid duplicative discussion, reference is 
made to the findings made under the Statewide Planning Goals. 

2. Any plan and zone change must comply with the relevant Rural Plan Policies. This 
requirement is based in statutes (ORS 197.175(2)), the Rural Plan Policies themselves (see, 
e.g. Rural Plan Policies at page 6), and the Lane Code (see, e.g., LC 16.400(6)(h)). This 
section, therefore, addresses the apparently relevant elements of the Rural Plan Policies. It 
is organized by Goal. Where possible to avoid duplicative discussion, reference is made to 
the discussion under the Statewide Planning Goals. However, the following discussion 
regarding the relationship between Goals 3 and 4 bears repeating. 

3. OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 

When lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural land and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

4. The "agricultural land" designation and the "forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weight and importance to the state of Oregon. 
Through the above Rule, LCDC has aclmowledged that many lands will qualify as both 
Forest and Ag land. The proper resource designation for the "duel" lands is left up to the 
local jurisdiction so long as the factors underlying the designation choice are identified. 

5. As discussed more specifically under Goals 3 and 4 above, the subject property meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Working Paper documents the factors used to select 
Farm or Forest designation on land that meets the definition of both. Each of those factors 
is discussed in detail below. Based on those factors, the subject property should be 
designated Forest land. 

6. Because the subject property qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goal 3 and Goal4, 
many of the RCP policies addressing Goal3 are met by the subject property and many of 
the Goa14 RCP policies are met by the subject propeliy. It is inherent in the propeliy's 
duel qualification. However, when determining whether a prope1iy should be designated 
Forest or Ag, the key is not whether the property meets or furthers the policies under the 
RCP, but whether the prope1iy meets the factors established in the Plan for choosing 
between Forest or Ag. 

7. The Agricultural Land Working Paper states, 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 
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In an invent01y of agricultural lands and forest lands there will by many instances where 
land will meet Goal definition for both categories. According to [Led's] policy, farm and 
forest uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking an 
exception to the other goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be 
documented in the Plan. The policies within the Plan will support one designation over 
another depending on the situation. The county should consider the following items in 
addressing overlapping lands: 

a. Identify Agricultural and Forest Lands Goal definitions and inventories 
b. Segregate overlapping lands from single resource lands 
c. Apply evaluations of local circumstances and Goal factors to overlapping land to 

determine appropriate designation 
d Designate overlapping lands as agricultural, forest or agricultural/forest through 

Plan policies and diagrams 
e. Protect designated lands for appropriate uses through the zoning ordinance and . 

other implementing measures. 

It is intended that agricultural and forest practices be able to coexist without mutual 
interference while conserving those resource lands. 

8. Identify: The applicant has identified and addressed the proper definitions of farm and 
forest lands. In short, farm land is land consisting predominantly of Class I through IV 
soils. Forest land is land capable of producing 50 cu.ft./acre/year of timber fiber. As 
shown in Tables C and D above, the subject property meets both definitions. 

9. Segregate: By filing this application, the applicant is separating the subject property from 
single resource property for consideration. 

10. Evaluate Goal Factors: Goal3 and 4 factors are thoroughly addressed in Section II, above. 
The analysis of Goal3 factors shows that while the subject property ineets the "soils" test 
of Ag land, it does not meet the "other suitable lands," "necessary lands," or "frum unit" 
tests. The analysis of Goal4 factors shows that the subject property meets the 
"productivity" test for Forest lands and likely the "necessary lands" ru1d the "other 
resource" tests. Just viewing the Goals 3 and 4 factors alone shows that the subject 
propetiy is more appropriately designated Forest land. 

11. Evaluate Local Circumstances: There is no exact definition of "local circumstances" in the 
Lru1e County RCP. The applicant intetprets tlus provision to mean ru1 evaluation of the 
subject propetiy and smrounding designations, uses and land use patterns. Tables A and B 
and accompanying text of the applicant's nanative establish these factors for all propetiies 
in the stmounding area. That discussion is hereby incotporated. In summary, the subject 
parcel is located in a sea ofF or est land and RR exception area land. 

12. The subject property is currently and has historically been used for timber production. It is 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS, RAVIN VENTURES, LCC 
EXHTBIT C. TO ORDINANCE NO. PA-1266 Page 21 of38 



in both Forest and Small Tract Forest Land tax deferral. The prope1iy was most recently 
logged by the applicant in 2002. It is now regenerating for future harvests. Based on 2002 
tree stump and site conditions, the site was also logged between 1955 and 1960. There is no 
evidence that the subject propeliy has ever been in farm use, as defined by the statute. 

13. Designation: The predominant designation py lot/parcel in the surrounding area is 
Residential (63%) followed by Forest (25%). The predominant designation, by acreage, in 
the sunounding area is Forest (72%). The predominant designation of adjacent parcels by 
acreage is Forest (84%). Tables A and B and accompanying text of the applicant's 
nanative, hereby incm:porated, establish the facts. 

14. Use: The predominant use by lot/parcel in the sunounding area is residential (58%) 
followed by forestry (34%). The predominant use, by acreage, in the surrounding area is 
forestry (88%). The predominant use of adjacent parcels by acreage is forestry (94%). 
Tables A and Band accompanying text of the applicant's narrative, hereby incorporated, 
establish the facts. 

15. In sununary, all evidence indicates that the subject prope1ty is currently used for forestry 
and is surrounded by forestry. Evidence fmiher indicates that the subject prope1ty has 
historically been used for forestry. The property is not suited for farm use. Because the 
property is in forestry, it would be difficult and expensive to convert the property to farm 
use. Conversion would require tree removal and major cultivation. Such conversion is 
generally unfeasible. Furthermore, farm uses are not common in the sunounding area. 

Goal Three: Agricultural Lands 

Policy 8: 

Provide maximum protection to agricultural activities by minimizing activities, 
particularly residential, that conflict with such use. Whenever possible planning 
goals, policies and regulations sltould be interpreted in favor of agricultural 
activities. 

16. This policy has been interpreted by the Board of Commissioners, and the interpretation has 
been upheld on appeal. Tbis policy addresses only conflicts that will result in a significant 
change in or a significant increase in the cost of accepted fanning practices. When 
conflicts of this magnitude might result, the proposed rezoning must be conditioned to 
reduce the potential conflicts below the level that will result in a significant change or 
significant increase in the cost of accepted agricultural practices. 16 

17. No conflicts are apparent between the proposed rezoning and any adjacent or nearby 
agricultural activity. There are no fmming activities on adjacent land. Land directly south, 

16 Gutoski v. Lane County, 34 Or LUBA 219,225 n4 (l998),llfr..Q 155 Or App 369,963 P.2d 145 (1998). 
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while zoned E-40, is in forest production and in forest tax deferral. See Tables A and B of 
applicant's nanative, hereby incorporated. 

Goal Four: Forest Lands 

Policy 1: 

Conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and protect the state's 
forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices that 
assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the leading 
use on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

Forest land shall include lands which are suitable for commercial forest uses 
including adjacent or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations 
or practices and other forested lands that maintain soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife resources. 

18. This policy implements Statewide Planning Goal4 by defining "forest lands, and requiring 
they be used consistent with the goal. The subject property qualifies as Forestland. See 
discussion in connection with Statewide Planning Goal 4 above. Therefore, the proposed 
plan change/zone change from AG/E-40 to Forest/F-1 and /F-2 furthers this policy by 
adding additional land to the State's forest land base. 

Policy 2: 

Forest lands will be segregated into two categories, Non-impacted and Impacted and 
these categories shall be defined and mapped by the general characteristic specified 
in the Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest Land Zones General Characteristics 

19. . The proposal is for a designation change from AG to Forest and a zone change from E-40 
to F-1 for the west 52 acres and F-2 for the east 78 acres. The F-2 designation of the east 
78 acres is supported by the general characteristic specified in Policy 15 below. The F-1 
designation for the west 52 acres is gained by default, as F-1 is a more restrictive zone. 

Policy 3: 

Prohibit residence on Non-Impacted Forest Lands except for the maintenance, 
repair or replacement of existing dwellings. 

20. This policy is not applicable, as no dwellings exist or will be permitted on the proposed 
F -1 portion. 

Policy 15: 
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Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest land shall be 
zoned Non-impacted Forest Lands (F -1, RCP) or Impacted Forest Lands (F-2, 
RCP). A decision to apply one of the above zones or both the above zones is a split 
zone fashion shall be based upon: 

A conclusion that chancteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristic of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are specified below in subsection b and 
c. This conclusion shall be supported by a statement of reasons explaining why the 
facts support of the conclusion. 

21. The Board has determined that the characteristics of the land, not the ownership of it, 
control the analysis. (See Ord. PA 1236). Focus is on the subject property and the land 
in the immediate vicinity. Legal lot status is irrelevant. Ownership means, 'land being 
proposed for rezoning." This can be an entire prope1iy or a portion of it. Where it is a 
portion of a larger lot, analysis is limited to the portion under consideration for rezone. 
The critical focus of the analysis in on the property proposed for rezoning and the 
characteristics that propeliy has that mitigate toward consideration of applying F -1 or F-
2. 

22. The Board has detennined that the analysis under Goal Four, Policy 15 does not require a 
precise mathematical computation since the focus is on all the characteristics and 
whether, on balance, the land proposed for rezoning more closely corresponds to the F -1 
or F-2 characteristics. (See Ord. PA 1236) 

23. Based on evidence submitted, the Board finds that the entire 130 acres is more 
appropriately designated Forest. Designation and zoning must be consistent. Both F-1 
and F-2 zoning are consistent with Forest designation. Therefore, the property must be 
zone F-1 or F-2 or a combination of both. 

24. The west 52 acre parcel and the east 78 acre parcel are held in separate ownership, as . 
established in other findings. 

25. Policy 15 allows split zoning and different zoning on different parcels. 

26. F-1 zoning is stricter than F-2 zoning, allowing less non-forestry uses. 

28. Policy 15 analysis 

Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or non forest uses." 
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29. The County Board has determined that tllis provision focuses on the subject property 
itself (not sunounding property) and whether it is developed with residences or nonforest 
uses. The absence of residential development or other nonforest use is a characteristic of 
F-1 zoning. 

30. The 78-acre property is developed with a homestead dwelling constructed in 
approximately the 1920's. Therefore, the property does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

31. The 52-acre property is not developed with a dwelling. Therefore, it meets this F-1 
characteristic. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

31. The Board determined in Ordinance PA 1236 that the focus is on the subject property and 
any underlying contiguously held prope1ties. Contiguous is defmed as, 

"Having at least one common boundary line greater than eig~t feet in length. Tracts of 
land under the same ownership and which are intervened by a street*** shall not be 
considered contiguous. ***The intent of this provision is to look within the land being 
proposed for rezoning to detennine whether or not that land being proposed for rezoning 
consists of contiguous land owned by the applicant that is 80-acres or larger in sizes." 
(Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). 

32. In other words, if the property being proposed for rezoning contained within it four 
parcels all owned by the same owner, and each of tl1e parcels was 21 acres, then the land 
proposed for rezoning would contain 84 acres. But if the prope1ty proposed for rezoning 
was a 40-acre pmtion of a larger 160 acres parcel or a 40 acre lot contiguous to four 20-
acre parcels owned by the applicant, review is restricted to the 40-acre subject property. 

33. Being a large, contiguously held prope1ty is a characteristic ofF-1 zoning. 

34. The east 78 acre parcelis 78 acres of contiguous ownership. Therefore, the east 78-
acre parcel does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

35. The west 52-acre parcel is 52 acres of contiguous ownership. Therefore, it does not meet 
tins F -1 characteristic. 

"(3) Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized for commercial 
forest or commercial farm uses." 

35. The Board has detennined that this provision focuses on propetty adjacent to (contiguous 
to) the subject propeliy, and whether it is utilized for commercial forest/farm uses. While 
not conclusive, the following factors can be considered in determining whether 
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sunounding uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel size, tax defenal, and 
other factual infonnation. However, the determination of whether a property is in 
"commercial" fann or forest use is weighed against a different set of standards. 

36. The County has interpreted Policy 15 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industrial forest land from small-scale non-indush·ial forest land." Ordinance 1236, 
page 8. 

3 7. "Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership o(industrial (orest operators, were 
[zoned] as NonimpactedForest Lands (F-1)." Ordinance 1236, Page 9. Emphasis 
added. 

38. Based on the above, commercial forest use leans toward public lands and lands that are 
large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Examples of lands 
that fall squarely under the umbrella of "large scale industrial forest land" include lands 
owned by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than 2,000 acres ofland in forest 
use in Lane County); Weyerhaeuser (1668 holdings and more than a 100 thousand acres 
of land in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Industries (200 holdings and more than 
2,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (168 holdings and 
more than 1,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County); and McDougal Bros (92 
holdings and more than 1,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County). See Exhibit 
TT of applicant's submission. 

3 9 The Oregon Department of Revenue keeps a yearly list of large-scale industrial timber 
owners. That list is included in the applicant's submission, incorporated herein by this 
reference. Neither Ravin Ventures, LLC nor Ramon Fisher is on that list. 

40. The above interpretation of "c01mnercial" is supported by the Circuit Comt's holding in 
CJK v. Lane County (No. 160911508), which is incorporated herein by this reference. 

41. Having commercial farm/forest uses on property adjacent to the subject property is a 
characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

42. There are seven properties adjacent to the east 78-acre parcel. See Table Fa below. One 
of the contiguous properties is in commercial forest use. None of the adjacent parcels are 
in c01mnercial farm use. 

43. Given that one of the seven adjacent parcels (14%) are in cmmnercial forest use, the 
east 78-acre parcel does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

44. There are six propetiy adjacent to the west 52-acre parcel. See Table Fb below. Four of 
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the contiguous properties are in commercial forest use. None of the adjacent parcels are 
in commercial frum use. · 

45. Given that four of the six adj acent parcels (67%) are in commercial forest use, the 
west 52-acre parcel) meets this F-1 characteristic. 

Tax Lot Ownership 

TL200 Rosboro Lumber 
Co. sold to High 
Mountain 
Investment Group 
since filing. 

TL 700 (west Ravin Ventures, 
portion) LLC 

TL500 J. Paschelke, sold 
into Ranch & 120, 
LLC since filing. 

TL601 J. Paschelke, sold 
into Ranch & 120, 
LLC since filing. 

800(west portion) DusttUde, sold to 
Ziebert since fil ing. 

Marcola Road Lane County 
TL600 Christoffersen 

Tax Lot Ownership 

TL200 Rosboro Lumber 
Co. sold to High 

Table Fa (East 78-acre pru·cel) 
Contiguous Property and Commercial Use 

Parcel size Holdings in Lane Comments 
Coun ty 
Parcels/acres 

Ex. TT 
65 acres 292 parcels/more Given the number of holdings and amount of land in 

than 2,000 acres forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 
(Rosoboro) tllat Rosboro is included on the state's list (though High 

Mountain is not), this property could be considered part 
42 holdings/roughly of a large scale industrial operation and could be 
2500 acres (High considered to be in commercial forest use. 
Mountain) 

40 acres 4 parcels/200 acres. Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 
be considered to be in conm1ercial forest use. This 
property owner is not on the state's list. This is a small-
scale non industrial use. 

85 acres 5 parcels/217 acres Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
(Pashcelke) land owned and in forest production, this property is not 

part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 
4 parcels/220 acres be considered to be in commercial fores t use. This 
(Ranch & 120) property owner is not on the state's list.This is a small-

scale non-industrial use. 
.68 acres 5 parcels/217 acres Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 

(Pashcelke) land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 

4 parcels/220 acres be considered to be in commercial forest use. This 
(Ranch & 120) property owner is not on the state's list. Furthennore, 

this parcel is too small to be in conunercial forest use. 
8.19 (mostly on I parcel/8 acres Zoned RR5; developed with n residence. No forest use. 
other side of 
road) 

Road. No forest use. 
1.86 1 parceV1.86 acre Zoned RR5· developed with a residence. No forest use. 

TABLE Fb (west 52 acre parcel) 
Contiguous prope1t y and commercial use 

Parcel size Holdings In Lane Comments 
County 
Parcels/acres 

Ex. TT 
65 acres 292 parcels/more Given the number of holdings and amount of land in 

than 2 000 acres forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 
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Mountain (Roseboro) that Rosboro is included on the state's list (though High 
Investment Group Mountain is not), this property could be considered part 
since filing. 42 holdings/roughly of a large scale industrial operation and could be 

2500 acres (High considered to be in commercial forest use. 
Mountain) 

TL 700 (east Ravin Ventures, 78 acres I parcels/78 acres. Given the limited number of hold ings and amount of 
portion) LLC/Ramon Fisher land owned and in forest production, this property is not 

part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 
be considered to be in conunercial forest use. This 
property owner is not on the state's list. This is a small-
scale, non industrial use. 

TL500 J. Paschelke, sold 85 acres 5 parcels/217 acres Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
into Ranch & 120, (Pashcelke) land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
LLC since filing. part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 

4 parcels/220 acres be considered to be in commercial forest use. This 
(Ranch & 120) property owner is not on the state's list. This is a small-

scale, non-industrial use. 
TL299 Weyerhaeuser .36 At least 1200 parcels Given the number of holdings and amount efland in 

and more than 5,000 forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 
acres. that Weyerhaeuser is included on the state's list, this 

property could be considered part of a large scale 
industrial operation and should be considered to be in 
commercial forest use. 

TL202 Weyerhaeuser 48.53 At least 1200 parcels Given the mni1ber of holdings and amount of land in 
and more than 5,000 forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 
acres. that Weyerhaeuser is included on the state's Jist, this 

property could be considered part of a large scale 
industrial operation and should be ¥Onsidered to be in 
commercial forest use. 

TL201 US Government 50.68 At least 600 parcels Lands owned by the government (public lands) arc 
and more than 30 large industrial forest lands because ofthe number of 
million acres holdinos and amount of land. 

"(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest 
management. 

44. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject propeliy and 
the type of access to it. Ordinance No. 1236. Access by an mierialroad or forest 
management road is a characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

45. The 78-acre parcel has direct access to Marcola Road, a local collector .. The purpose of 
Marcola road is to move traffic from Hwy 228 to Springfield and to support local 
residential transpmiation. Therefore, the east 78-acre parcel does not meet this F-1 
characteristic. 

46. The 52-acre parcel has no direct access. The only "road" that access the prope1iy is a 
logging road intended for forest management. Therefore, the west 52-acre parcel meets 
this F-1 characteristic. 

"(5) Primarily under commercial forest management." 

46. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property and 
whether it is utilized for commercial forest/fam1 uses. Ordinance No. 1236. While not 
conclusive, the following factors can be considered in detennining whether sunounding 
uses m·e being utilized for fann/forest use: parcel size, tax defenal, and other factual 
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information. However, the determination of whether a property is in "commercial" farm 
or forest use is weighed against a higher set of standards. 

47. The County has interpreted Policy 15 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industrial forest land from small-scale non-industrial forest land." Ordinance 1236 

48. "Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership ofindustrial forest operators, were 
[zoned] as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1)." Ordinance 1236, Page 9. 

49. Based on the above, commercial forest management leans toward public lands and lands 
that are large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Examples of 
lands that fall squarely under the umbrella of "large scale industrial forest land" include 
lands owned by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than2,000 acres ofland in 
forest use in Lane County); Weyerhaeuser (1668 holdings and more than a 100 thousand 
acres of land in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Industries (200 holdings and more 
than 2,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (168 holdings and 
more than 1,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County); and McDougal Bros (92 
holdings and more than 1,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County). See Exhibit 
TT of applicant's submission. This is just a sample. There are hundreds of similar 
industrial forest land companies holding property in Lane County. 

50. The Oregon Department of Revenue keeps a yearly list oflarge-scale industrial timber 
owners. Neither Ravin Ventures. LLC nor Ravin Ventures/Ramon Fisher is on the list. 

51. Being on the Depmiment of Revenue's list and having large holdings is an indicator that 
a parcel is in c01mnercial forest management. 

52. The above interpretation of"commercial" is supp01ied by the Circuit Comi's holding in 
CJK v. Lane County (No. 160911508), which is incorporated herein by this reference. 

53. Having commercial fmm/forest uses on the subject property is a characteristic ofF-1 
zomng. 

54. The east prope1iy is approximately 78 acres owned by Ravin Ventures, LLC and Ramon 
Fisher. That ownership, owns no other parcels in Lane County. Ravin Venture, LLC, 
alone, only owns four parcel in Lane County totaling 200 acres. Ravin Ventures and 
Ramon Fisher does not appear on the Depaliment of Revenues list. 

55. Because Ravin Ventmes, LLC/Ramon Fisher and Ravin Ventures, LLChave limited 
holdings in Lane County and because they do not appear on the state's list, neither 
property is in commercial forestry. 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS, RAVIN VENTURES, LCC 
EXHIBIT C. TO ORDINANCE NO. PA-1266 Page 29 of38 



56. Neither 1he east 78-acre parcel nor the west 52-acre parcel meet this F-1 characteristic 

F-1 Characteristics Summary 

57. In summary, the East 78-acre parcel meets 0 ofthe 5 (0%) characteristics for being zoned 
F-1, and the west 52-acre parcel meets 3 of the 5 (60%) characteristics for being zoned F
l. 

s ummary_ a e or e ast T bl :fl th E 78 -acre parce 1 
Non-impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1, RCP) Characteristics Does the 78-acre Parcel Meet this 

Element? 
I. Predominantly Ownerships not developed by residences or No. The propetty is developed 
nonforest uses with a residence. 
2. Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in No. The prope1ty is less than 80 
size acres 
3. Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized for No. Only one contiguous 
commercial forest or commercia/farm uses. ownership out of seven are utilized 

for commercial forest or fa1m uses 
4. Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest No. Adjacent to Marcola Road, a 
management. local county road. 
5. Primarily under commercial forest management. No. The property is small-scale 

nonindustrial land and is therefore 
not in commercial forest use. 

CONCLUSION Should not be zoned F-1 because 
it none of the characteristics 
(0 of5) 

(c) Impacted Forest Zone characteristics: ***" 

"(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

58. The County Board has detennined that this provision focuses on the subject property 
itself (not surrounding property) and whether it is developed with residences or nonforest 
uses. Ordinance 1236. A property developed with residence or other nonforest use is a 
characteristic ofF -2 zoning. 

59. The east 78-acre parcel is developed with a residence constructed in approximately 1920. 
It is currently occupied. Therefore, the property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

60. The west 52-acre parcel is not developed with a residence. Therefore, the property does 
not meet this F-2 characteristic. 

u(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres of less in size. 

60. The County has dete1mined that this provision focuses on the subject propeliy itself (not 
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surrounding property) and its size. Ordinance 1236. 

61. Property containing 80 acres or less is a characteristic ofFw2 zoning. 

62. The east 78-acre parcel is 78 acres and the west 52-acre parcel is 52 acres. Each are in 
independent ownership, and smaller than the 80 acre threshold. Therefore, both 
prope1ties meet this F-2 characteristic. 

u(3) 0Jilnerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less th[a]n 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an exception has 
been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan." 

63. The County has detennined that the focus of this criterion is on contiguous prope1ties and 
properties in the "general area." (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). 

64. In Ordinance 1236, the Board interprets "generally contiguous" to mean in the general 
area. See page 1 0 of the Ordinance. The distance can be pushed in some or all directions 
and can cross roads, streams and other barriers. (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 1 0). How wide and 
how far is dete1mined on a case by case basis. (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). This provision is 
two fold: F-2 should be applied (1) where adjacent and nearby properties are less than 
80-acres and developed, or (2) where adjacent or nearby properties are within a 
developed or committed exception area. 

65. Ordinance 1236 interprets "adjacent" to mean general vicinity. The term adjacent looks, 

"evenfitrther beyond the nearby tracts or across intervening right of way to acknowledge 
the impact of development within developed and committed exception areas in the 
general vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look at the 
complete tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in the general 
area. It does not depend on contiguity for that consideration. " Ordinance 1236, Page 10. 

66. Generally Contiguous Tracts: There are 34 tracts that are "generally contiguous," as 
defined by the applicant. These tracts are included in Table A of the application nanative, 
which is hereby incorporated. Except for the flipwflop of the subject properties, the 78-acre 
parcel and the 52-acre parcel have the same "generally contiguous" tracts. 

67. Twenty four of the 34 generally contiguous tracts (71 %) are less than 80 acres and 
contain a dwelling. This suppmts a finding that both prope1iies meet this F-2 

characteristic. 

68. Developed and Committed Tracts: The east 78wacre parcel is adjacent 
to a developed and committed exception area to the no1theast, east and southeast. 

69. There are 34 tracts in the 'general vicinity' of both propeliies, as defined by the applicant. 
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Of the 34 tracts, 24 (71 %) are in developed and committed exception areas. 

70. Based on the above, both parcels meet this F-2 characteristic. 

''(4) Provided with a level ofpublicfacilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

71. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject propeliy itself 
(not surrounding propeliy) and access to services. Ord. 1236. In Lane County, rural 
services typically include: power, road access, telephone, police, ambulance, fire, and 
schools. Not typically included are public stonnwater, public water or public sewer. 

72. The 78-acre parcel has direct access onto Marcola Road, a local county road. Power and 
telephone services are already com1ected to the site to serve the existing dwelling. The site 
is served by the Mohawk Rural Fire Protection District, the Lane County Sheriff's 
Department, the State police department, Mohawk ambulance services and the Marcola 
School district. See discussion under Goalll. In summary, the 78-acre property is 
already developed with a residence which has access to power, transportation facilities, 
telephone, police, ambulance, fire and schools. Therefore, the east 78-acre parcel meets 
this F-2 characteristic. 

73 . The west 52-acre parcel has no access or frontage on a public road. It has no easement for 
public facilities. As such, it cannot be provided with a level of public facilities and services 
or access that could serve a rural residence. The propetty does not meet this F-2 
characteristic. 

F-2 Summary 

73. Based on the above, the 78-acre parcel meets four of the four (100%) characteristics for 
being zoned F-2. 

74. Based on the above, the 52-acre parcel meets two of the four (50%) characteristics for 
being zoned F-2. 

s t bl fi 78 ummary a e or -acre proper y. 
F-2 Zoning Criteria Does the 78-acre Parcel Meet tltis 

Element? 
Predom.inantly ownerships developed by residences or Yes. Property is developed with 
non forest uses. a residence 
Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. Yes. Parcel is 78 acres is size. 
Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less Yes. Ofthe 34 "generally 
then 80 acres and residences and/or adjacent to developed or contiguous" tracts, 24 are less and 80 
comm.itted areas for which an exception has been taken in the acres with a dwelling; 24 are in 
Rural Comprehensive Plan." developed and conunitted exception 

areas. 
Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and Yes. The area is highly 
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roads, intended primarily for direct services to mral developed. The property is 
residences. adjacent to Marcola Road with 

access to power, cable, DSL, 
police, frre and emergencies 
services. And is near the 
communities of Marcola and 
Mabel. 

CONCLUSION The subject property should be 
zoned F-2 because it meets four of 
the four F-2 characteristics (4 of 4) 

Summary Analysis of Policy 15 

74. Based on the above analysis, the "characteri$tics of the land correspond more closely to 
the characteristic of the proposed zoning [F-2] than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone [F-1]." The 78-acre parcel meets none of the five F-1 characteristics (0%), and 
meets four of the four F-2 characteristics (100%). Therefore, F-2 zoning is suppmied for 
the east 78-acre parcel. The 52-acre parcel meets three of the five F-1 characteristics 
(60%), and meets two of the four F-2 characteristics (50%). Therefore, F-1 zoing is 
suppmied for the west 52-acre parcel. 

Goal Five: Opens Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas and Natural Resources 

Flora and Fauna Policy 7: 

Because of incomplete County coverage by, and interpretation of, the National 
Wetlands Inventory, wetland resources are to be considered "significant" in terms 
of OAR 660-16-000/025 and placed in "1B" and "1C" categories. Major wetlands 
designated "1C" resources shall be protected per the "3C" option through a 
combination of existing County Coastal and Greenway zoning regulations, and 
federal/state ownership; where these do not occur, an appropriate wetlands zoning 
district shaJI be developed and applied. Other wetlands from the National Wetlands 
Inventory shall be evaluated per "1B" requirements within two years of the date of 
Plan adoption, and decisions made on the protection or use of the 1~esource. The 
County shall consider enlarging the list of protected per GoalS requirements if it is 
clearly demonstrated that an unprotected significant wetland(s) is likely to be 
significantly impacted by a land use action over which the County has jurisdiction. 

75. See discussion of wetlands resources under Statewide Plmming GoalS. Forest practices 
on the land are govemed by the Forest Practices Act. 

76. No other Comprehensive Plan policies apply. 

IV. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR PLAN CHANGES 
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1. LC 16.400(6)(h) sets out the criteria for amending the county plan designation. Each of 
the criteria is addressed here. Where a criterion incorporates a Statewide Plam1ing Goal, 
LCDC Rule, or Rural Plan Policy, reference is made the relevant part of the nanative 
above so as to avoid repetition. 

LC 16.400(6)(11): Method of Plan Adoption and Amendment. 

(iii) The Board may amend or supplement the Rural Comprehensive Plan upon 
malting the following findings" 

(aa) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the 
Plan component or amendment meets all the applicable requirements of local and 
state law, including Statewide Planning Goals and Oregon Administrative Rules. 

2. This criterion makes general reference to other sources of standards that apply to plan 
changes. Those other standards are addressed elsewhere in this narrative. 

(bb) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the 
Plan amendment or component is: 

(i-i) necessary to correct an identified error in the application of the Plan; OR 

(ii-ii) necessary to fulfill an identified public or community need for the intended 
result of the component or amendment; OR 

(iii-iii) necessary to comply with the mandate of local, state or federal policy or law; 
OR 

(iv-iv) necessary to provide for the implementation of adopted Plan policy or 
elements; OR 

(v-v) otherwise deemed by the Board, for reasons briefly set forth in its decision, to 
be desirable, appropriate or proper. 

3. This criterion offers a smorgasbord of policy choices from which the county may select 
to justify initiating the plan change. At least two are relevant to tllis application. Item 
(iv-iv) allows the plan change if it implements the Rural Plan Policies. Goal Four, Policy 
1 of the Rural Plan Policies anticipates the preservation of Forest lands by maintaining a 
forest land base. This proposal implements that policy because the subject property 
qualifies as forest land under the Goal 4 definition. 

4. Item (v-v) invites the county to make plan changes that are desirable, appropriate or 
proper. This proposal also meets that criterion. Where lands qualify as both farm and 
forest lands, OAR 660-006-00 15(2) states, 
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When lands satisfy the definition requirements ofboth agricultural/and and forest land, 
an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

5. Furthermore, the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Lands working 
paper, page 6, provides: 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 

"In an inventory of agricultural lands and forest lands there will by many instances 
where land will meet Goal definition for both categories. According to [LCDC's] policy, 
farm and forest uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking 
an exception to the other goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be 
documented in the Plan. The policies within the Plan will support one designation over 
another depending on the situation. The county should consider the following items in 
addressing overlapping lands: ***. " 

6. Those items and the analysis are discussed in detail under Sections II and III, above. The 
analysis shows that a plan change to Forest is desirable, appropriate and proper based on 
the review set fmth. 

(cc) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component does not conflict with adopted Policies of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, and if possible achieves policy support. 

7. Compliance with individual policies in the Rural Plan Policies is discussed in Section III 
above. 

(dd) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component is compatible with the existing structure of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, and is consistent with the unamended ·portions or elements of 
the Plan. 

8. The existing structure of the plan anticipates Resource plan designations. As discussed in 
Section III above, this designation is also consistent with relevant policies in the Rural 
Plan Policies. 

LC 16.400(8): Additional Amendment Provisions. 

(a) Amendments to the Rural Comprehensive Plan shall be classified according 
to the following criteria: 
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(i) Minor Amendment. An amendment limited to the Plan Diagram only and, if 
requiring an exception to the Statewide Planning Goals, justifies the exception 
solely on the basis that the resource land is already built upon or is irrevocably 
committed to other uses not allowed by an applicable goal. 

9. This is a minor amendment to the plan which requests a change to the Plan Diagram for 
the subject prope1iy- from Agriculi11re to Forest. No goal exceptions are requested. 
This application demonstrates that the subject prope1iy is not Agricultural land, but 
Forest land. 

(c) Minor amendment proposals initiated by au applicant shall provide adequate 
documentation to allow complete evaluation ofthe proposal to determine if the 
findings required by LC 16.400(6)(h)(iii) above can be affirmatively made. Unless 
waived in writing by the Planning Director, the applicant shall supply 
documentation concerning the following: 

(i) A complete description of the proposal and its relationship to the Plan. 

10. This description has been provided tlu·oughout this d,ecision. 

(ii) An analysis responding to each of the required findings of LC 
16.400(6)(h)(iii) above. 

11. The required analysis is provided above. 

(iii)An assessment of the probable impacts of implementing the proposed 
amendment, including the following: 

(aa) Evaluation of land use and patterns of the area of the amendment; 

12. See detailed discussion in Sections I and II, above. To sunm1arize, the subject property is 
located in a sea of Forest land. Furthermore, it is adjacent to an RR exception area. 
Some of these uses are on land plru.med and zoned for resource use, and others are on 
land that is planned and zoned for Nonresource uses. 

(bb) Availability of public and/or private facilities and services to the area 
ofthe amendment, including transportation, water supply, and sewage; 

13. The public facilities and services available or to be provided to the site are discussed in 
detail above. For a discussion of each facility and service, see the Goalll discussion 
above. For a fmiher discussion oftranspoliation facilities, see the Goal12 discussion 
above. In summary, because the site is already developed with a residence, because it is 
in a highly developed area, and because it is close to the rural communities of Marcola 
and Mable, all facilities and services are available to the site. However, because the 
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propmiy is proposed for resource zoning, the availability of public and private facilities 
does not preclude resource zoning. 

(cc) Impact of the amendment on proximate natural resources, resource 
lands or resource sites including a Statewide Planning Goal 5 "ESEE" conflict 
analysis where applicable; 

14. Tllis discussion appears in detail in other palis ofthis document. The proximate natural 
resources to consider are those that are identified as Goal 5 resources in the 
comprehensive plan. The impact on these resources is discussed as prui of the GoalS 
ru1alysis above. 

15. This proposal will have no adverse impact on proximate resource lands because the 
subject propetiy will remain in resource designation ru1d zoning. 

(dd) Natural hazards affecting or affected by the proposal; 

16. As discussed in cmmection with Goal 7, the subject propeliy neither contains nor is 
threatened by any natural hazards. 

V. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR ZONE CHANGES 

1. This proposal requests a change from E-40 zmling to F-1 zorung. LC 16.252 sets out 
standards for zone changes. The facts relevant to the zone chru1ge stru1dards ru·e largely 
redundant with the facts relevant to plan policies and the Statewide Planning Goals. The 
LC 16.252 standru·ds are stated here and addressed, with appropriate references to other 
pruis of this narrative. 

LC 16.252(2): Criteria. 

Zonings, rezonings and changes in the requirements of this Chapter shall be enacted 
to achieve the general purpose of this Chapter and shall not be contrary to the 
public interest. In addition, zonings and rezonings shall be consistent with the 
specific purposes of the zone classification proposed, applicable to Rural 
Comprehensive Plan elements and components, and Statewide Planning Goals for 
any portion of Lane County which has not been aclrnowledged by the Land 
Conservation and Development Commission. Any zoning or rezoning may be 
affected by Ordinance or Order of the Board of County Commissioners, the 
Planning Commission or the Hearings Official in accordance with the procedures of 
this section. 

General purposes of Chapter 16: 

2. LC 16.003 sets fotih 14 broadly-worded purpose statements that include a provision to 
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ensure that development is commensurate with the character and physical limitations of 
the land. Rezoning fi·om E-40 to F-1 and F-2 implements the proposed plan amendment 
to Forest land. The public interest is served by recognizing that the land is Forest land 
rather than Agricultural land. 

Purpose ofF-1 and F-2 Zone: 

3. The purpose statements ofF -1 and F-2 zones are similar in that both are meant to 
implement the Comprehensive Plan and the forest policies, and to conserve forest land 
for uses allowed by Goal 4. Tllis will remain unchanged. 

Rural Comprehensive Plan Criteria: 

4. The Rural Plan Policies provide the policy basis for comprehensive plan and 
implementing regulations, provide direction for land use decisions, and fulfill LCDC 
planning requirements. Compliance with relevant Comprehensive Plan policies is 
addressed in Section III, above. 

Lane Code Criteria: 

LC 16.004(4): 

Prior to any rezoning, that will result in the potential for additional parcelization, 
subdivision or water demands or intensification of uses beyond normal single-family 
residential water usage, all requirements to affirmatively demonstrate adequacy of 
long-term water supply must be met as described in LC 13.050(13)(a)-(d). 

5. The request is a rezone from E-40 to F-1 and F-2. No additional parcels will be created 
as a result of this proposal. No subdivision, water demands, or intensifications beyond 
normal single family dwelling useage is enabled by this proposal. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL MEMO 

DATE OF MEMO: September 12, 2012 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

Board of County Commissioners 

Jerry Kendall/Land Management Division t /<.... 

AGENDA ITEM TITLE: THIRD READING AND DELIBERATIONS/ 
Ordinance No Pa 1266/ In The Matter of Amending the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan to Redesignate Land From "Agricultural" to "Forest" and Rezoning that 
Land From "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-1/Nonimpacted Forest Lands" 
(Western 52 Acres) and to "F-2/Impacted Forest Lands" (Eastern 78 Acres); 
and Adopting Savings and Severability Clauses (File Pa 06-5888; Ravin 
Ventures LLC) (PM & NBA 8/15/12 & 8/29) 

Scheduled board date for 3rd reading and deliberation is September 19, 2012 

The Board conducted a public hearing on this item on August 29, closing the hearing and leaving 
the record open in the following manner: 

• Until September 5 for the Goal One Coalition to submit objections. 
• Until September 12 for the applicant to respond to the above. 

The Board also set September 19 for the third reading and deliberation. 

On August 30 the applicant submitted revised findings, adding per Board request an analysis 
under RCP Goal 4 policy 15 for the western 52 acre parcel. The findings conclude that this parcel 
warrants a zone designation ofF-1/Nonimpacted Forest Lands. See attachment #1. 

On the day of the hearing, the applicant submitted a letter with attachments. That submittal is 
included in this memo, as it contains tables that are referred to in the findings. See attachment #2. 

On August 30, the applicant submitted additional background data for the record. This data 
includes five pages from the Oregon State Forests website with a map showing those lands in the 
western half of the state; an RLID listing ofland within Lane County owned by the US 
Government, BLM, Weyerhaeuser, and the Weyerhaeuser Real Estate Development Company; 
and a tax map showing the subject property and the adjoining ownerships so labeled. See 
attachment #3. 



On September 5, attorney Anne Davies submitted a letter in behalf of the Goal One Coalition in 
opposition to the request. See attachment #4. 

No final rebuttal was submitted by the applicant as of 5 PM September 12. 

With the attached submittals the record is now closed in preparation for the Board's deliberation. 

Attachments: 

1. Revised findings-38 p. 
2. Applicant's letter submitted at hearing, with attachments--62 p. 
3. Applicant's ownership data submittal-79 p. 
4. Letter from Anne Davies for the Goal One Coalition-6p. 
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EXHIBIT C 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 
IN SUPPORT OF 
RAVIN VENTURES, LLC 
PLAN CHANGE FROM AGRICULTURE TO FOREST 
ZONE CHANGE FROM EFU-40 TO F-2 (East 78-acre parcel) and F-1 (West 52-acre 
parcel) 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. This decision approves a plan change from Agriculture to Forest, and a zone change fi.·om 
E-40 to F-2 (eastem 78-acre parcel) and F-1 (westem 52-acre parcel) for about 130 acres 
ofland in the Mohawk Valley just nmih of the community of Marcola. The prope1iy is 
identified as Map 16-01-08, tax lot 700. The property is roughly rectangular in shape. It 
lies adjacent to the west of Marcola Road. 

2. In these fmdings the full text of the relevant standards appears in bold face font without 
quotation marks. The findings and conclusions addressing the standards appear in 
regular font. 

3. These findings make reference to supporting materials in the record. 

4. The balance of Part I. addresses the subject prope1iy and surrounding property in general, 
as these facts are relevant to all of the following sections. 

5. Pali II. addresses the Statewide Planning Goals. These are the most general standards 
that apply to plan and zone amendments. Hence, the findings are most extensive here. 
Where possible, to reduce redundancy, the findings that address nongoal standards refer 
back to the relevant goal findings. 

6. Pmi III. addresses the Rural Comprehensive Plan Policies. 

7. Part IV. addresses the Lane Code criteria for Plan amendments. 

8. Part V. addresses the Lane Code criteria for zone changes. 

Summary of Proposal: 

9. The applicant request a plan change from Fmm land to Forest land on the theory that the 
land has historically been and is currently in forest use. No farming has ever taken place 
on the pm·cel. A concurrent zone change is also requested from E-40 to F-1/F-2. 

10. The subject prope1iy consists of two parcels. The West 52-acre parcelis approximately 
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52 acres of the westerly pmtion of the property. The East 78-acre parcel is 
approximately 78 acres of the eastern portion of the prope1ty. The West 52-acre parcel 
is owned by Ravin Ventures, LLC. The East 78-acre parcel is owned by Ravin 
Ventures, LLC and Ramon Fisher, an individual. Pursuant to state law, the parcels are 
held in separate ownership. 

11. The East 78-acre parcel is developed with one single-family residence constructed in 
approximately the 1920's . Both parcels been used for forestry throughout their history. 

12. Requests for plan change to Forest must comply with the Statewide Planning Goals, the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan, and the county zoning code. The standards in the goals, the 
plan, and the code are diverse. They overlap somewhat. These findings address each 
relevant standard with supp01t from maps, air photos, documents, and other materials. 

13. This property qualifies for a Forest designation based on current and historic use. 

Legal Authority for Forest Designation and Related Nonlmpacted Forest Zoning. 

14. Goal3 and the Goal3 Rule define "Agricultural Land" and require that it be preserved 
for farm use. Goal 4 and the Goal4 Rule define "Forest Lands," require it to be 
conserved, and allow it to be put to the limited range of uses stated in the Rule. 

15. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan Policies ("Rural Plan Policies") recognize 
that resource land should be given the same weight and that use should dete1mine 
whether the lands are Forest or Frum. The plan provisions generally track the 
authorization in the LCDC Rules. RCP Goal4, Policy 15 says that lands that qualify for 
Forest designation shall be zoned either F -1 or F -2, based on consideration of a list of 
factors and other plan policies. 

Description of Subject Property and Adjacent and Nearby Area. 

16. This section describes the subject propetiy in summary tenns and the adjacent and nearby 
land in more detail. The purpose is to provide a factual context for the balance of the 
findings. Reference is made to plan and zone designations, parcelization, and land uses. 

17. In general tern1s, this area is in the foothills on the east side of the Coburg Hills near the 
rural unincorporated conununity of Marcola. The site has soils that qualify it as both 
forest and fann land. 

18. "Adjacent and nearby" as used in the Comp Plan and OARs with respect to designation is 
not defined in the statute, rules or local code. The Board defines it to mean lands with a 
boundary line conunon to the subject propetiy (if the conunonline is a road, then the 
lands across the road are considered adjacent) and lands within roughly 1,000 feet of the 
subject propetiy. However, there ru·e several properties withinl,OOO feet of the subject 
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property that are separated from the subject property by two county roads and the 
Marcola River. The Board believes that these properties do little to influence or represent 
the character of the surrounding area because they are separated from the subject prope1iy 
by too many baniers. These prope1iies are not included as "adjacent and nearby." 

19. With respect to F-1/F-2 zoning, Ordinance No. PA 1236 (Symbiotics) defines 
"contiguous" to mean "having at least one cmrunon boundary line greater than eight feet 
in length. Tracts of land under the same ownership and which are intervened by a street 
***shall not be considered contiguous." The ordinance goes on to clarify that "generally 
contiguous" means general area, which goes beyond "contiguous" and looks to the 
"general area of the land being proposed * * * The analysis is intended to venture beyond 
the only contiguous propeliies with common prope1iy lines. 

20. Ordinance 1236 defines "adjacent" to mean general vicinity, stating that the term 
adjacent looks "even further beyond the nearby tracts or across intervening right of way 
to acknowledge the impact of development within developed and committed exception 
areas in the general vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look 
at the complete tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in the 
general area. It does not depend on contiguity for that consideration. " 

21. Based on these interpretations and definitions, the roughly 1,000 foot perimeter used for 
"adjacent and nearby" with respect to "designation" is also consistent with "adjacent" and 
"generally contiguous" with respect to zoning. 

22. The subject prope1iy is approximately 130 acres of reforested timberland. It is developed 
with a homestead (pre-land use regulation) dwelling that is located near Marcola Road. 
The propeliy has a history of being logged. It was most recently logged by the applicant 
in 2002. It is currently in forest regeneration. Prior to that, it was logged in 
approximately 1955-1960 (based on 2002 tree stump and site conditions). There is no 
evidence that the property has ever been in "agricultmal use" as defined by the statute. 

23. The property is roughly rectangular in shape. It rises from about 700 feet in elevation at 
the east to about 750 feet at the west. It is traversed by a BPA power line and an 
abandoned railroad right-of-way. There is a well and septic system on the site to serve 
the existing dwelling on the 78-acre parcel. 

24. As discussed more fully in connection with Goals 3 and 4, a majority ofthe soils on the 
site have an Agricultural Capability rating of I through IV and therefore the property 
qualifies as Agricultural Land. The subject site also meets the county's aclmowledged 
definition of forest lands by containing soils capable of producing more than 50 cu/ft/acre 
of wood fiber. 

25. Tables A and B of the applicant's submission, incorporated herein by this reference, 
identify uses, designation, and zoning in the general area/vicinity (which includes 
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"adjacent and nearby," "generally contiguous" and "adjacent"). Table G, incorporated 
herein by this reference, include the subject property. In sunm1ary, Tables A and B 
establish that there are 40 properties that are adjacent and nearby. Of those 40 properties, 
25% are designated Forest, 11% are designated Agriculture, and 63% are designated 
Residential. Of those 40 properties, 34% are in forestry use, none are in agricultural use, 
58% are in residential use and 8% are in "other" use. The 40 adjacent and nearby 
properties include approximately 800 acres. Ofthe 800 acres, 72% are in Forest 
designation, 22% are in Agricultural designation and 9% are in Residential designation. 
Of the 800 acres, 88% are in forestry use, none are in agricultural use, 7% are in 
residential use and 5% are in "other" use. 

26. RLID shows that the subject property is in Forest Tax Defenal and in Small Tract 
Forestland Option Deferral. Both defenals require the property to be in forest use. RLID 
also describes the subject propeliy as Timber and Timberlands. The site photographs and 
aerial photographs confirm that the property is in forest management and that there is no 
farming. The owner has confim1ed that the small field is not in "farm use," as defined by 
the statute. 

II. COMPLIANCE WITH STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS. 

1. Amendments to local plans and code must comply with the Statewide Planning Goals. 
ORS 197.175(2)(A). For individual applications like this, compliance with relevant goals 
must be addressed by the County. This Prut addresses each relevant goal and explains 
why the proposal complies. This decision complies with the goals; no goal exceptions 
are taken. 

Goall: Citizen Involvement 

To develop a citizen involvement program that insures the opportunity for citizens 
to be involved in all phases of the planning process. 

2. Goal 1 is a process goal. This proposal complies with Goal 1 because it will be processed 
as a quasi-judicial application through the county's acknowledged public process for 
individual plan and zone changes. This process includes public hearings before the 
Planning Commission and the County Board. 

Goal2: Land Use Planning 

3. Pali I of Goal 2 requires local govermnents to establish processes and policies for land 
use decisions. 

To establish a land use planning process and policy framework as a basis for all 
decisions and actions related to use of land and to assure an adequate factual base 
for such decisions and actions. 
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4. Part II of Goal2 authorizes exceptions to the goals - land use decisions that are not in 
compliance with the goals under cetiain circun1stances. Statutes also describe when 
exceptions are authorized. See ORS 197.732. 

5. Tlus application complies with Goal2 because it is being processed under the county 
plan and code and because no exception to any resource goal is proposed. The 
application is simply trading one resource designation for another because the land better 
fits one category based on use and capability. 

Goals 3 and Goal4: The Relationship Between Goals 3 and 4. 

6. OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 
When lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural land and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show w!ty one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural(forest, or other app1·opriate designation. 

7. The "agricultural land" designation and the "forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weight and importance to the State of Oregon. 
Through the above Rule, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both 
Forest and Ag land. For lands that qualify as both, LCDC will suppmi either designation 
so long as the factors used to determine designation are identified. Thls issue is further 
discussed under Section III, below, where the designation polices are reviewed 
specifically. 

8. As discussed more specifically tmder Goals 3 and 4 below, the subject propmiy meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Working Paper documents the factors used to select 
Farm or Forest designation on land that meets the definition of both. Each of those 
factors is discussed in detail in Section III, below. Based on those factors, the subject 
property should be designated Forest land. 

9. Because the subject propetiy qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goal3 and Goal 
4, many of the RCP policies addressing Goal3 are met by the subject prope1iy and many 
of the Goal4 RCP policies are met by the subject prope1iy. It is inherent in the 
propetiy's duel qualification. However, when detetmining whether a propetiy should be 
designated Forest or Ag, the key is not whether the property meets or fmihers the policies 
under the RCP, but whether the propetiy meets the factors established in the Plan for 
being Forest or Ag. These factors are discussed in Section III, below. 

Goal3: Agricultural Lands 

To preserve and maintain agricultural lands. Agricultural lands shall be preserved 
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and maintained for farm use, consistent with existing and future needs for 
agricultural products, forest and open space and with the State's agricultural land 
use policy expressed in ORS 215.243 and 215.700. 

10. Goal3 defines "Agricultural Land" as follows: 

Agricultural Land ~~ in western Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, III and 
IV soils and in eastern Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, III, IV, V and VI 
soils as identified in the Soil Capability Classification System of the United States 
Soil Conservation Service, and other lands which are suitable for farm use taking 
into consideration soil fertility, suitability for grazing, climatic conditions, existing 
and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes, existing land-use 
patterns, technological and energy inputs required, or accepted farming practices. 
Lands in other classes which are necessary to permit farm practices to be 
undertaken on adjacent or nearby lands, shall be included as agricultural land in 
any event. 

More detailed soil data to define agricultural land may be utilized by local 
governments if such data permits achievement of this goal. 

11. The LCDC has elaborated on the definition of Agricultural Land in its rules. OAR 660~ 
033~0020. There are four pruis to the relevant definition in the rule. Each prui of the 
definition is addressed separately here. 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(a): [Predominant Soil Types] 

"Agricultural Land" as defined in Goal3 includes: 

Lands classified by the U.S. Soil Conservation Service (SCS) as predominantly Class 
I~IV soils in Western Oregon and I~ VI soils in Eastern Oregon; 

12. Goal 3 requires that SCS soils data be used to classify the soils, but it allows soils data in 
the published maps to be refined with more detailed onsite investigation. OAR 660~033~ 
0030(6). The applicant is relying on SCS soils data. 

13. The published SCS soils maps show nine types of soil 011 this site. The soils are included 
in Table C, below. Based 011 Table C, the site qualifies as Agricultural Land under this 
pa1i of the test because 99% of the soils on the site are in soil Classes I-IV. 

TABLEC 
SOILS 

AGRICULTURAL CAPABILITY CLASS 

SOIL TYPE I ACRES I PERCENT I AG. FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 
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CAPABIL. 
CLASS 

LMD 1 Dept. ofForestry.t 
By soil type/by acreage3 

By soil type By acreage 
( cu.ft./acre/ (cu.ft/yr) 

yr) 
1 02 C Panther 1.7 1.326 VI No 45 76.5 
SCL, info.4 

2% to 12% slopes 
52D Hazelair SCL, 65 51.089 IV No 40 2600 
7% to 20% slopes info. 
89E Nelcia SCL, 14 11.289 IV 160 159 2226 
20% to 3 0% slopes 
89C Nekia SCL, 13 9.856 III 160 159 2067 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 McAlpin SCL 13 10.572 II No 169 2197 

Info. 
89D Neclda SCL, .2 .129 III 160 159 31.8 
12% to 20% slopes 
1A Abiqua SCL, 19 14.958 I 203 161 3059 
0% to 3% slopes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 .697 II No 120 108 

Info. 
125D Steiwer L, .12 .086 IV No 30 3.6 
12% to 20% slopes Info. 

126.92 100% 99% Class Site Productivity 
(130) I-IV Approx. 97.45 

cu.ft/acre/yr 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(a): [Other Suitable Lands]: 

(B) Land in other soil classes that is suitable for farm use as defined in ORS 
215.203(2)(a), taldng into consideration soil fertility; suitability for grazing; climatic 
conditions; existing and future availability of water for far·m irrigation purposes; 
existing land use patterns; technological and energy inputs required; and accepted 
farming practices; 

1 Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture (based on NRCS data). 
2 Department of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings (1990 revisions). 
3 The first number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type per acre per year ( cu.ft./acre/year). The second number 
is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the number of acres of the soil (cu.ft/year). 
4 "No Info." conesponds with the "none" designation on the Lane County Soils Rating data sheets. It indicates that 
map units lack site index infmmation on Douglas fir. No site index has been collected by the NRCS due to lack of 
suitable sties or lack oftime and/or funds. 
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14. This part of the test focuses on lands, which have predominantly nonagricultural soils, 
and inquires into whether they are nevetiheless suitable for farm use. It is commonly 
called the "other suitable lands" test. A list of seven factors must be considered. The 
suitability for farm use must consider the potential for use in conjunction with adjacent or 
nearby land.5 The history of the site in farm use would be relevant to its cmrent 
suitability,6 but not detetminative.7 

15. It has been established that the subject property qualifies as Agricultural land under the 
"soils test," above. Therefore, it is not necessary to address this standard. 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(a)(C): [Land needed to permit farming practices on 
adjacent/nearby agricultural lands] 

Land that is necessary to permit farm practices to be undertaken on adjacent or 
nearby agricultural lands. 

16. This pati of the test focuses on adjacent and nearby agricultural lands. However, it has 
been established that the subject property qualifies as Agricultural land under the "soils 
test," above. It is not necessary to address this standard. 

17. It is worth noting that the subject property is not necessary to permit fmm practices to be 
undertaken on adjacent propetiy. First, the adjacent propetty to the south is largely in 
timber production. Second, even if it were to be farmed, designation of the site as forest 
lands, another resource designation, would not have any impact on the ability to fmm the 
adjacent land. The two uses have been defined to be compatible. See OAR 660-006-
0015(2). 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(b): [Farm unit test]: 

Land in capability classes other than I-lVII-VI that is adjacent to or intermingled 
with lands in capability classes I-lVII-VI within a farm unit, shall be inventoried as 
agricultural lands even though this land may not be cropped or grazed; 

18. This part of the test focuses on lands which are predominantly nonagricultural soils, and 
inquires into whether they are adjacent to or intermingled with better lands within a "farm 

' ~ DLCD v. Curry County, 28 Or LUBA 205, 208-09 (1994), .llff.Q 132 Or App 393 (1995); Kaye/DLCD v. Marion Countv. 
supra 23 Or LUBA at 481-62 (interpreting identically worded previous Goal3 administrative mle OAR 660-05-005(1)(b)). 

6 See Clark y. Jackson County, 17 Or LUBA 594, 606 (1990)(past use of the property for grazing as part of larger operation is 
relevant to its current suitability for farm use). 

1 See 1000 Friends of Oregon y. WASCO County Court, 80 Or App 525, 531, 723 P2d 1039 (1986) (Affirming decision that fom1er 
grazing lands proposed for annexation are not suitable for farm usc. "Also, there is no presumption that the land is agricultural land simply 
because of its previous agricultural use. Previous use is merely one factor for the county to consider in reaching its conclusion about the land 's 
current condition."). 
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unit." It is commonly called the "farm unit" test. If the subject property is not a part of a 
"farm m1it," then this test does not apply. 

19. It has already been determined that the subject property meets the definition offann land 
under the "soils test," above. Therefore, this standard need not be addressed. 

20. It is worth noting that the subject property is not pmt of a fann unit because: the subject 
property is not adjacent to any other land in the same ownership; it is not jointly managed 
for farm use with any adjacent land; and it has not been so managed in its history. 

Goal4: Forest Lands 

To conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and to protect the 
state's forest economy by malting possible economically efficient fo rest practices 
that assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the 
leading use on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and 
fish and wildlife r esources and to provide for r ecreational opportunities and 
agriculture. 

Forest lands are those lands acknowledged as forest lands as of the date of adoption 
of this goal amendment. Where a plan is not acknowledged or a plan amendment 
involving forest lands is proposed, forest land shall include lands which are suitable 
for commercial forest uses including adjacent or nearby lands which are necessary 
to permit forest operations or practices and other forested lands that maintain soil, 
air, water and fish and wildlife resources. 

21 . The second paragraph of Goal4 defines "Forest Lands." Because a plan amendment is 
proposed, the second sentence of paragraph two is the operable definition. There are 
three parts to the definition: (1) Lands suitable for commercial forest uses; (2) adjacent 
and nearby lands necessary to permit forest operations or practices; and (3) other forested 
lands that maintain certain natural resources. Each patt of the definition is addressed 
below. 

[F] or est land shall include lands which are suitable for commercial for est uses. 

22. The te1m "commercial forest uses" is not defined in any statute, goal, or rule. However, 
Lane County adopted a defmition for the tenn in its plan, and the plan was acknowledged 
by the LCDC. Forest land is land that is capable of producing crops of industrial wood in 
excess of 50 cubic feet per acre of mmual growth. Commercial forest types of trees 
include: Douglas fir, hemlock/cedar/spruce, other conifers, and deciduous trees.8 

8 Lane County's definition of"commercial forest uses" was the central issue and the subject of extensive discussion in Holl and y , 
Lane Countv. 16 Or LUBA 583 (1988). LUBA summarized the relevant provisions of the acknowledged county plan as follows: 

The county adopted the following definition of"commercial forest land" as part of its "Working Paper: Forest Lands; 
March, 1982" (Forest Lands Paper) and "Addendum to Working Paper: Forest Lands; November, 1983" (Forest Lands 
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23. Productivity data for wood fiber is available from a number of sources. The Lane County 
Soil Ratings, published by the Lane County Land Management Division in 1997, 
summarizes federal data on wood productivity by soil types, but only for Douglas fir. 
Productivity data for the full range of commercial forest trees recognized by Lane County 
has been published by the Oregon Dep't ofForestJ.y in its 1990 Forest:J.y Dep't Ratings. 
Both sources of data are summarized in TableD, below. The data :fi:om 1990 Forestry 
Dep't Ratings is the more useful because it addresses all commercial t:J.·ee species. 

24. For each soil type shown in the Soils Map in the record as being present on subject 
property, TableD displays the acreage data and the commercial t:J.·ee species productivity, 
based on the 1990 Forestry Dep't Ratings and the LMD ratings. Ofthe nine types of soil 
present on the property, six are capable of producing substantially more than 50 cubic 
feet of wood fiber per acre annually. Based on soils, the subject prope1ty is capable of 
producing 97.45 cu.ft/acre/year of timber. The subject propeliy, therefore, qualifies as 
Forest Land under this prut of the test. 

TABLED 
SOILS 

FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

SOIL TYPE ACRES PERCENT FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

LMDY Dept. ofF orestryw 
B_y_ soil type/by acreage11 

By soil type By acreage 
( cu.ft./acre/ 

yr) 
102 C Panther 1.7 1.326 No 45 
SCL, info. 12 

Addendum) documents. 

" 'Commercial' forest land [is] land capable of producing crops of industri al wood in excess of 50 
cubic feet per acre of annual growth." 

(cu.ft/yr) 

76.5 

Ordinance No. 889, Ex. C. The Forest Lands Paper, at 10, contains an inventory of "Acres of Commercial Forest Land 
by Cubic Foot Site Class, Forest Type and Ownership." This table recognizes the following commercial forest types
"Douglas fir," "hemlock/cedar/spruce," "other conifers" and "deciduous." 

16 Or LUBA at 586 [footnotes omitted]. 

9 Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture (based on NRCS data) 
10 Department of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings (1990 revisions) 
11 The fu·st number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type per acre per year ( cu.ft./acre/year). The second 
number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the number of acres of the soil ( cu.ft/year) 
12 "No Info." Corresponds with the "none" designation on the Lane County Soils Rating data sheets. It indicates that 
map units lack site index information on Douglas flr. No site index has been collected by the NRCS due to lack of 
suitable sties or lack of time and/or funds. 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS, RAVIN VENTURES, LCC 
EXHJBIT C. TO ORDINANCE NO. PA-1266 Page 10 of38 



2% to 12% slopes 
52D Hazelair SCL, 65 51.089 No 40 2600 
7% to 20% slopes info. 
89E Nelda SCL, 14 11.289 160 159 2226 
20% to 30% slopes 
89C Nelda SCL, 13 9.856 160 159 2067 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 McAlpin SCL 13 10.572 No 169 2197 

Info. 
89D Neclcia SCL, .2 .129 160 159 31.8 
12% to 20% slopes 
1A Abiqua SCL, 19 14.958 203 161 3059 
0% to 3% slopes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 .697 No 120 108 

Info. 
125D Steiwer L, .12 .086 No 30 3.6 
12% to 20% slopes Info. 

126.92 100% Site Productivity 
(130) Approx. 97.45 cu.ft/acre/yr 

(2) [A)djacent or nearby lands which arc necessary to permit forest operations 
or practices. 

25. This part of the test inquires into whether the subject prope1iy must be kept in a resource 
designation in order to allow forest operations or practices to continue on adjacent or 
nearby lands. 

26. There are approximately 800 nearby and adjacent acres consisting of 40 nearby and 
adjacent parcels. Approximately 72% of those acres are designated Forestland and 88% 
of those acres are in forest use. See findings above. The subject property is in a sea of 
nearby land designated Forest. Thus, not only does the subject property's soils qualify 
for the Forest designation, but the subject property, though perhaps not "necessary," is 
highly desirable to enable adjacent and nearby lands to continue forest operations. 

(3) [O]ther forested lands that maintain soil, air, water and fish and wildlife 
resources. 

27. The targeted resources (soil, air, water and fish and wildlife resources) are generally not 
present on the subject property. There are no perennial streams or pmmanent water 
bodies. There is some relationship between the tree cover and air quality. The soil 
resources on the site have been exhaustively described. The existing tree cover (and root 
systems) are helpful in maintaining soil on site because of slope. The wildlife resources 
are similar throughout the area in terms of range of species and occunence, without 
respect to whether the land is vacant or developed. 
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Goal 5: Open spaces, scenic and historic areas, and natural resources. 

To conserve open space and protect natural and scenic resources. 

28. Goal 5 requires the county to inventory the locations, quality and quantity of certain 
natural resources. Where no conflicting uses are identified, the inventoried resources 
shall be preserved. Where conflicting uses are identified, the economic, social, 
environmental and energy consequences of the conflicting uses shall be determined and 
programs developed to achieve the goal. 

29. Where a county is amending acknowledged plan and zoning designations, as here, the 
county must address Goal 5 if any of the area proposed for change encompasses lands 
included on the county's inventory of Goal 5 resources. 13 The county need not go 
through the Goal 5 conflict resolution process for alleged Goal 5 resources that are not on 
the aclmowledged Goal 5 inventory. 14 The initial Goal 5 question, therefore, is whether 
the subject propetiy includes any Goal5 resources inventoried in the acknowledged 
county plan. 

Goal 5 Resources on the Subject Property. 

30. The paragraphs below address the acknowledged Goal5 resource inventories. 

Historic Resources: 

31. The acknowledged list of historic resources is listed as "Historic Sites or Sites." The 
subject propeliy is not on the list. 

Mineral and Aggregate Resources: 

32. Mineral and aggregate sites are listed in several appendices in the Mineral and Aggregate 
Working Paper. The subject propeliy is not listed in any of the appendices. 

Energy: 

33. The subject propeliy is not listed on any county inventory of sites to be protected for 
energy production. 

Water Resources: 

13 See Urquhart v. Lane Council of Governments, 80 Or App 176, 721 P2d 870 (1986); Plotkin v. Washington County, 165 Or App 
246, 997 P2d 226 (2000); Waugh y. Coos County, 26 Or LUBA 300, 310-12 (1993); 1000 Friends of Oregon y, Yamhill County, 27 Or LUBA 
508, 522 (1994). 

14 Davenport v. City of Tigard, 23 Or LUBA 565 (1992). 
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34. The Water Resources Working Paper (1982) inventories the following water resources 
which include or potentially include the subject propeliy: Watersheds (specifically the 
Mohawk River watershed, a tributary to the McKenzie River and Willamette Basin); 
Surface Waters, including the Mohawk River, which lies, at its closest point, 
approximately 150 to 200 feet to the east of the subject propeliy's most eastem boundary 
(across Marcola Road); and Groundwater. 

35. The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject property. As discussed above, the subject prope1ty is already 
developed with a residence. Under F -1 zoning for the west 52 acres, the applicant is not 
entitled to any additional dwellings. The east 78 acres of proposed F-2 zoning does 
contain multiple legal lots with a potential for future development. However, if such 
subsequent development occurs, impacts on the watershed, surface waters or groundwater 
resources in the area will be evaluated. 

36. Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
water resources by minimizing runoff; minimizing agricultural water needs; and 
minimizing agricultural chemical migration into the watershed. 

Riparian Resources: 

37. The Flora & Fauna Working Paper (1982) and Addendum (1983) inventories Riparian 
resources. Riparian areas are inventoried to include all land within 100 feet ofthe banks 
of a Class 1 stream. There are no Class I streams on the subject property. The Mohawk 
River, a Class I stream, is approximately 125 to 200 feet from the subject prope1ty at its 
closest point. Fmthermore, Marcola Road separates the subject property from the river. 
The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject property. As discussed above, the subject property is already 
developed with a residence. Under F -1 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any 
additional dwellings. Any potential for development on the F-2 zoned eastern pmiion is 
not anticipated to have any impact on the Mohawk River or its riparian resources, as 
defined. 

38. Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
riparian resources by minimizing runoff; minimizing agricultural water needs; 
maintaining flora and fauna cover and habitat, and minimizing agricultural chemical 
migration into the watershed. 

Wetland Resources: 

39. National Wetlands Inventory ("NWI") map indicates the presence of three minor wetland 
areas on the subject prope1ty. Any future development proximate to these wetlands will 
require a referral and response from the Oregon Division of State Lands. 
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Sensitive Fish and Waterfowl Areas: 

40. The inventory of these sites appears in the Flora & Fauna Working Paper Addendum at 
1-4. The subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Natural Areas: 

41. The inventory of these sites appears in the Flora & Fauna Working Paper at 26-32. The 
subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Big Game Range: 

42. The plan classifies the entire county into three categories of Big Game Range: Major, 
Peripheral, and Impacted. Flora & Fauna Working Paper at 23-25, Addendum at 14. 

This application would affect Big Game Range because the entire county is mapped as 
some form of big game habitat. In practical terms, however, no conflict from this 
proposal is apparent. The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create 
additional development on the subject propetiy. 

43. Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
game resources by minimizing water and wetland pollution from runoff and agricultural 
water while maintaining flora and fauna cover and habitat. 

Goal 5 Program to Meet the Goal for Resources Present. 

44. As described above, the following GoalS resources inventoried by the county are present 
on the subject propetiy: Water Resources, including watersheds, surface water, and 
groundwater; and Big Game Range. This application includes a Goal 5 ESEE analysis 
for each of these resources. The Goal 5 analysis for each tesource tracks, as closely as 
possible, the county's acknowledged Goal 5 analysis for each resource included in 
working papers. What is summarized here, for each resource, is the applicant's proposed 
"program to achieve the Goal," which is the end product anticipated by the goal and the 
Goal5 Rule. See OAR Chapter 660, Division 23. 

Water Resources: 

45. The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because it is not conflicting. 
The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest maintains the property in a Resource 
designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Big Game Range: 
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46. The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because it is not conflicting. 
The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest maintains the prope1ty in a Resource 
designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Goal6: Air, Water and Land Resources Quality 

To maintain and improve the quality of the air, water and land resources of the 
State. 

All waste and process discharges from future development, when combined with 
such discharges from existing developments shall not threaten to violate, or violate 
applicable state or federal environmental quality statutes, rules and standards. 
With respect to the air, water and land resources of the applicable air sheds and 
river basins described or included in state environmental quality statutes, rules, 
standards and implementation plans, such discharges shall not (1) exceed the 
carrying capacity of such resources, considering long range needs; (2) degrade such 
resources; or (3) threaten the availability of such resources. 

47. Goal6 protects the quality ofland, air and water resources. The focus is on discharges 
:fi:om future development in combination with discharges from existing development. 
State and federal environmental standards are the benclunark for protection. Where there 
are state or federal standards for quality in air sheds or river basins, then the canying 
capacity, nondegradation, and continued availability of the resources are standards. 

48. The subject prope1ty is cunently developed with a single residence and managed in 
forestry. Historically it has been used for forestry, a pe1mitted use under the existing Ag 
designation. Because the proposed designation of Forest matches the existing and historic 
use, there will be no impacts to land, water or air quality. 

Goal 7: Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards. 

To protect life and property from natural disasters and hazards. 

Developments subject to damage or that could result in loss of life shall not be 
planned nor located in known areas of natural disasters and hazards without 
appropriate safeguards. Plans shall be based on an inventory of known areas of 
natural disaster and hazards. 

49. The phrase "areas of natural disasters and hazards" means "areas that are subject to 
natural events that are known to result in death or endanger the works of man, such as 
stream flooding, ocean flooding, ground water, erosion and deposition, landslides, 
earthquakes, weak foundation soils and other hazards unique to local or regional areas." 
OAR 660-15-000. There are no such areas known on the subject propeliy. 
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Goal 8: Recreational Needs 

To satisfy the recreational needs of the citizens of the state and visitors and, where 
appropriate, to provide for the siting of necessary recreational facilities including 
destination resorts. 

50. The oveniding purpose of Goal 8 is to address all recreational needs, but its primary 
focus is on siting and developing destination resorts, defined in Goal8 as "self-contained 
development[s] providing visitor-oriented accommodations and developed recreational 
facilities in a setting with high natmal amenities." 

51. Goal 8 is not directly applicable to this proposal. 

Goal9: Economic Development 

To provide adequate opportunities throughout the State for a variety of economic 
activities vital to the health, welfare, and prosperity of Oregon's citizens. 

52. Goal9 is focused on commercial and industrial development. The Goal9 Rule, OAR 
660-09, is explicitly limited to areas within urban growth boundaries. This goal is not 
directly applicable to this proposal. 

GoallO: Housing 

To provide for the housing needs of citizens of the State. 

Buildable lands for residential use shall be inventoried and plans shall encourage 
the availability of adequate numbers of needed housing units at price ranges and 
rent levels which are commensurate with the financial capabilities of Oregon 
households and allow for flexibility of housing location, type and density. 

53. GoallO, like its implementing rule, is geared primarily to housing issues inside urban 
growth boundaries. The goal's definition of"buildable lands," for example, is limited to 
lands in urban and urbanizable areas. This site is outside any UGB. This goal is not 
applicable to this proposal. 

Goalll: Public Facilities and Services 

To plan and develop a timely, orderly and efficient arrangement of public facilities 
and services to serve as a framework for urban and rural development. 

Urban and rural development shall be guided and supported by types and levels of 
urban and rural public facilities and services appropriate for, but limited to, the 
needs and requirements of the urban, urbanizable, and rural areas to be served. A 
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provision for key facilities shall be included in each plan. Cities or counties shall 
develop and adopt a public facility plan for areas within an urban growth boundary 
containing a population greater than 2,500 persons. To meet current and 
long-range needs, a provision for solid waste disposal sites, including sites for inert 
waste, shall be included in each plan. In accordance with ORS 197.180 and Goal2, 
state agencies that provide funding for transportation, water supply, sewage and 
solid waste facilities shall identify in their coordination programs how they will 
coordinate that funding with other state agencies and with the public facility plans 
of cities and counties. 

54. "Public facilities and services" is defined in the Statewide Planning Goals to include: 
"[p]rojects, activities and facilities which the planning agency detennines to be necessary 
for the public health, safety and welfare." The Goal 11 Rule defines a "public facility." 
"A public facility includes water, sewer, and transportation facilities, but does not include 
buildings, structures or equipment incidental to the direct operation of those facilities." 
OAR 660-11- 005(5). 

55. Goalll addresses facilities and services in urban and rural areas. The subject property is 
"resource" land and will remain rural after this approval. The subject proposal does not 
provide for any rural or urban development. Therefore, Goal11 does not apply. 

56. Resource designations have no required minimum level of services. However, Table E 
lists the services now available to the subject property. 

TableE 
Rural Public Facilities, Existing or Proposed 

Service Provider 

Fire Marcola Rural Fire Protection District 

Police Lane County Sheriff and State Police 

Schools Marcola School District 

Access Marcola Road, a County Minor Alierial 

Electric Emerald People's Utility District 

Telephone Qwest Communications 

Solid Waste Sanipac 
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Sewer 

Water 

Individual Septic System for existing dwelling 

Well for existing dwelling 

Goal12: Transportation 

To provide and encourage a safe, convenient and economic transportation system. 

A transportation plan shall (1) consider all modes of transportation including mass 
transit, air, water, pipeline, rail, highway, bicycle and pedestrian; (2) be based upon 
an inventory of local, regional and state transportation needs; (3) consider the 
differences in social consequences that would result from utilizing differing 
combinations of transportation modes; (4) avoid principal reliance upon any one 
mode of transportation; (5) minimize adverse social, economic and environmental 
impacts and costs; (6) conserve energy; (7) meet the needs of the transportation 
disadvantaged by improving transportation sel'Vices, (8) facilitate the flow of goods 
and scl'Viccs so as to strengthen the local and regional economy; and (9) conform 
with local and regional comprehensive land use plans. Each plan shall include a 
provision for transportation as a key facility. 

57. Goal12 is implemented through the Goal12 Rule (OAR 660-12) adopted in 1991. The 
Rule has a section that specifically addresses proposals such as this - amendments to 
aclmowledged comprehensive plans and implementing regulations. OAR 660-12-060(1) 
provides that any such amendments that "significantly affect a transpmiation facility shall 
assure that allowed land uses are consistent with the identified function, capacity, and 
level of service of the facility." 

58. The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject property. As discussed above, the subject property is already 
developed with a residence. The applicant is not entitled to any additional dwellings 
based on the redesignation and rezoning alone. Therefore, the application will not affect 
a transpmiation facility. The rule spells out clearly what constitutes a "significant 
affect." OAR 660-12-060(2) states: 

A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a transportation 
facility if it: 

(a) Changes the functional classification of an existing or planned transportation 
facility; 

(b) Changes standards implementing a functional classification system; 

(c) Allows types or levels of land uses which would result in levels of travel or 
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access which are inconsistent with the functional classification of a 
transportation facility; or 

(d) Would reduce the level of service of the facility below the minimum 
acceptable level identified in the TSP. 

The proposed redesignation/rezone will not trigger this section of the rule because the 
proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional development on 
the subject property. 

Goal13: Energy Conservation 

To conserve energy. 

Land and uses developed on the land shall be managed and controlled so as to 
maximize the conservation of all forms of energy, based on sound economic 
principles. 

59. This goal is not directly applicable to individual land use decisions. Rather, its focus is 
on the adoption and the amendment of land use regulations. 15 

Goal14: Urbanization 

To provide for an orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban land use. 

60. The subject proposal keeps the parcel in Resource designation. Therefore, there is no 
transition. This goal does not apply. 

GoallS: Willamette River Greenway 
Goal16: Estuarine Resources 
Goal17: Coastal Shorelands 
Goal18: Beaches and Dunes 
Goal19: Ocean Resources 

61. These five goals are not applicable as they deal with resources that are not present on the 
subject property. 

III. COMPLIANCE WITH RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN POLICIES 

1. Any plan and zone change must comply with the relevant Rural Plan Policies. This 
requirement is based in statutes (ORS 197.175(2)), the Rural Plan Policies themselves (see, 
e.g. Rural Plan Policies at page 6), and the Lane Code (see, e.g., LC 16.400(6)(h)). This 

15 ~Brandt v. Marion County. 22 Or LUBA473, 484 (1991), affd in part rev'd in J.lart, 112 Or App 30 (1992). 
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section, therefore, addresses the relevant elements of the Rural Plan Policies. It is 
organized by Goal. Again, where possible to avoid duplicative discussion, reference is 
made to the fmdings made under the Statewide Planning Goals. 

2. Any plan and zone change must comply with the relevant Rural Plan Policies. This 
requirement is based in statutes (ORS 197 .175(2)), the Rural Plan Policies themselves (see, 
e.g. Rural Plan Policies at page 6), and the Lane Code (see, e.g., LC 16.400(6)(h)). This 
section, therefore, addresses the apparently relevant elements of the Rural Plan Policies. It 
is organized by Goal. Where possible to avoid duplicative discussion, reference is made to 
the discussion under the Statewide Planning Goals. However, the following discussion 
regarding the relationship between Goals 3 and 4 bears repeating. 

3. OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 

Wizen lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural land and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

4. The "agricultural land" designation and the "forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weight and importance to the state of Oregon. 
Tln·ough the above Rule, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both 
Forest and Ag land. The proper resource designation for the "duel" lands is left up to the 
local jurisdiction so long as the factors underlying the designation choice are identified. 

5. As discussed more specifically under Goals 3 and 4 above, the subject property meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Working Paper documents the factors used to select 
Farm or Forest designation on land that meets the definition of both. Each of those factors 
is discussed in detail below. Based on those factors, the subject property should be 
designated Forest land. 

6. Because the subject property qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goal 3 and Goal4, 
many of the RCP policies addressing Goal3 are met by the subject property and many of 
the Goal4 RCP policies are met by the subject prope1iy. It is inherent in the property's 
duel qualification. However, when determining whether a property should be designated 
Forest or Ag, the key is not whether the prope1iy meets or furthers the policies under the 
RCP, but whether the prope1iy meets the factors established in the Plan for choosing 
between Forest or Ag. 

7. The Agricultural Land Working Paper states, 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 
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In an inventmy of agricultural lands and forest lands there will by many instances where 
land will meet Goal definition for both categories. According to [Led's] policy, farm and 
forest uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking an 
exception to the other goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be 
documented in the Plan. The policies within the Plan will support one designation over 
another depending on the situation. The county should consider the following items in 
addressing overlapping lands: 

a. Identify Agricultural and Forest Lands Goal definitions and inventories 
b. Segregate overlapping lands fi·om single resource lands 
c. Apply evaluations of local circumstances and Goal factors to overlapping land to 

determine appropriate designation 
d. Designate overlapping lands as agricultural, forest or agricultural/forest through 

Plan policies and diagrams 
e. Protect designated lands for appropriate uses through the zoning ordinance and . 

other implementing measures. 

It is intended that agricultural and forest practices be able to coexist without mutual 
interference while conserving those resource lands. 

8. Identify: The applicant has identified and addressed the proper definitions of farm and 
forest lands. In short, farm land is land consisting predominantly of Class I through IV 
soils. Forest land is land capable of producing 50 cu.ft./acre/year of timber fiber. As 
shown in Tables C and D above, the subject property meets both definitions. 

9. Segregate: By filing this application, the applicant is separating the subject property from 
single resource property for consideration. 

10. Evaluate Goal Factors: Goal3 and 4 factors are thoroughly addressed in Section II, above. 
The analysis of Goal 3 factors shows that while the subject property i11eets the "soils" test 
of Ag land, it does not meet the "other suitable lands," "necessary lands," or "fann unit" 
tests. The analysis of Goal4 factors shows that the subject propeliy meets the 
"productivity" test for Forest lands and likely the "necessary lands" and the "other 
resource" tests. Just viewing the Goals 3 and 4 factors alone shows that the subject 
property is more appropriately designated Forest land. 

11. Evaluate Local Circumstances: There is no exact definition of"local circumstances" in the 
Lane County RCP. The applicant interprets this provision to mean an evaluation of the 
subject property and surrounding designations, uses and land use patterns. Tables A and B 
and accompanying text of the applicant's narrative establish these factors for all properties 
in the sunounding area. That discussion is hereby incorporated. In summary, the subject 
parcel is located in a sea of Forest land and RR exception area land. 

12. The subject property is cunently and has historically been used for timber production. It is 
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in both Forest and Small Tract Forest Land tax deferral. The prope1iy was most recently 
logged by the applicant in 2002. It is now regenerating for future harvests. Based on 2002 
tree stump and site conditions, the site was also logged between 1955 and 1960. There is no 
evidence that the subject property has ever been in farm use, as defined by the statute. 

13. Designation : The predominant designation py lot/parcel in the surrounding area is 
Residential (63%) followed by Forest (25%). The predominant designation, by acreage, in 
the surrounding area is Forest (72%). The predominant designation of adjacent parcels by 
acreage is Forest (84%). Tables A and Band accompanying text of the applicant's 
nanative, hereby incorporated, establish the facts. 

14. Use: The predominant use by lot/parcel in the sunounding area is residential (58%) 
followed by forestry (34%). The predominant use, by acreage, in the sunounding area is 
forestry (88%). The predominant use of adjacent parcels by acreage is forestry (94%). 
Tables A and Band accompanying text of the applicant's nanative, hereby incorporated, 
establish the facts. 

15. In summary, all evidence indicates that the subject prope1ty is cmrently used for forestry 
and is sunounded by forestry. Evidence further indicates that the subject property has 
historically been used for forestry. The propeliy is not suited for farm use. Because the 
property is in forestry, it would be difficult and expensive to convert the property to farm 
use. Conversion would require tree removal and major cultivation. Such conversion is 
generally unfeasible. Furthermore, farm uses are not common in the sunounding area. 

Goal Three: Agricultural Lands 

Policy 8: 

Provide maximum protection to agricultural activities by minimizing activities, 
particularly residential, that conflict with such use. Whenever possible planning 
goa1s, policies and regulations should be interpreted in favor of agricultural 
activities. 

16. This policy has been interpreted by the Board of Commissioners, and the interpretation has 
been upheld on appeal. This policy addresses only conflicts that will result in a significant 
change in or a significant increase in the cost of accepted farming practices. When 
conflicts of this magnitude might result, the proposed rezoning must be conditioned to 
reduce the potential conflicts below the level that will result in a significant change or 
significant increase in the cost of accepted agricultural practices. 16 

17. No conflicts are apparent between the proposed rezoning and any adjacent or nearby 
agricultural activity. There are no farming activities on adjacent land. Land directly south, 

16 Gutoski y Lane County. 34 Or LUBA 219,225 n4 (1998),l.lff:Q 155 Or App 369, 963 P.2d 145 (1998). 
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while zoned E-40, is in forest production and in forest tax deferral. See Tables A and B of 
applicant's narrative, hereby incorporated. 

Goal Four: Forest Lands 

Policy 1: 

Conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and protect the state's 
forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices that 
assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the leading 
use on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

Forest land shall include lands which are suitable for commercial forest uses 
including adjacent or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations 
or practices and other forested lands that maintain soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife resources. 

18. This policy implements Statewide Planning Goal4 by defining "forest lands" and requiring 
they be used consistent with the goal. The subject property qualifies as Forestland. See 
discussion in connection with Statewide Planning Goal 4 above. Therefore, the proposed 
plan change/zone change from AG/E-40 to Forest/F-1 and /F-2 furthers this policy by 
adding additional land to the State's forest land base. 

Policy 2: 

Forest lands will be segregated into two categories, Non-impacted and Impacted and 
these categories shall be defined and mapped by the general characteristic specified 
in the Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest Land Zones General Characteristics 

19. The proposal is for a designation change from AG to Forest and a zone change from E-40 
to F-1 for the west 52 acres and F-2 for the east 78 acres. The F-2 designation of the east 
78 acres is supported by the general characteristic specified in Policy 15 below. The F-1 
designation for the west 52 acres is gained by default, as F-1 is a more restrictive zone. 

Policy 3: 

Prohibit residence on Non-Impacted Forest Lands except for the maintenance, 
repair or replacement of existing dwellings. 

20. This policy is not applicable, as no dwellings exist or will be permitted on the proposed 
F-1 p01iion. 

Policy 15: 
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Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest land shall be 
zoned Non-impacted Forest Lands (F-1, RCP) or Impacted Forest Lands (F-2, 
RCP). A decision to apply one of the above zones or both the above zones is a split 
zone fashion shall be based upon: 

A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristic of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are specified below in subsection b and 
c. This conclusion shall be supported by a statement of reasons explaining why the 
facts support of the conclusion. 

21. The Board has determined that the characteristics of the land, not the ownership of it, 
control the analysis. (See Ord. PA 1236). Focus is on the subject property and the land 
in the immediate vicinity. Legal lot status is inelevant. Ownership means, 'land being 
proposed for rezoning." This can be an entire property or a portion of it. Where it is a 
portion of a larger lot, analysis is limited to the pm1ion under consideration for rezone. 
The critical focus of the analysis in on the property proposed for rezoning and the 
characteristics that propeliy has that mitigate toward consideration of applying F -1 or F-
2. 

22. The Board has determined that the analysis under Goal Four, Policy 15 does not require a 
precise mathematical computation since the focus is on all the characteristics and 
whether, on balance, the land proposed for rezoning more closely corresponds to the F -1 
or F-2 characteristics. (See Ord. PA 1236) 

23. Based on evidence submitted, the Board finds that the entire 130 acres is more 
appropriately designated Forest. Designation and zoning must be consistent. Both F-1 
and F-2 zoning are consistent with Forest designation. Therefore, the prope1ty must be 
zone F-i or F-2 or a combination of both. 

24. The west 52 acre parcel and the east 78 acre parcel are held in separate ownership, as 
established in other findings. 

25. Policy 15 allows split zoning and different zoning on different parcels. 

26. F-1 zoning is stricter than F-2 zoning, allowing less non-forestry uses. 

28. Policy 15 analysis 

Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or non forest uses." 
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29. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property 
itself (not surr-ounding propetty) and whether it is developed with residences or nonforest 
uses. The absence of residential development or other nonforest use is a characteristic of 
F-1 zoning. 

30. The 78-acre property is developed with a homestead dwelling constructed in 
approximately the 1920's. Therefore, the property does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

31. The 52-acre propetiy is not developed with a dwelling. Therefore, it meets this F-1 
characteristic. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

31. The Board detetmined in Ordinance PA 1236 that the focus is on the subject propetiy and 
any underlying contiguously held properties. Contiguous is defined as, 

"Having at least one common boundary line greater than eight feet in length. Tracts of 
land under the same ownership and which are intervened by ·a street*** shall not be 
considered contiguous. *** The intent of this provision is to look within the land being 
proposed for rezoning to detennine whether or not that land being proposed for rezoning 
consists of contiguous land owned by the applicant that is 80-acres or larger in sizes." 
(Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). 

32. In other words, if the property being proposed for rezoning contained within it four 
parcels all owned by the same owner, and each of the parcels was 21 acres, then the land 
proposed for rezoning would contain 84 acres. But if the propeliy proposed for rezoning 
was a 40-acre potiion of a larger 160 acres parcel or a 40 acre lot contiguous to four 20-
acre parcels owned by the applicant, review is restricted to the 40-acre subject property. 

33. Being a large, contiguously held propetiy is a characteristic ofF-1 zoning. 

34. The east 78 acre parcelis 78 acres of contiguous ownership. Therefore, the east 78-
acre parcel does not meet this F -1 characteristic. 

35. The west 52-acre parcel is 52 acres of contiguous ownership. Therefore, it does not meet 
tlus F -1 characteristic. 

"(3) Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized for commercial 
forest or commercial farm uses." 

35. The Board has detetmined that this provision focuses on propetiy adjacent to (contiguous 
to) the subject prope1ty, and whether it is utilized for commercial forest/farm uses. While 
not conclusive, the following factors can be considered in determining whether 
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sunounding uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel size, tax deferral, and 
other factual information. However, the determination of whether a property is in 
"commercial" farm or forest use is weighed against a different set of standards. 

36. The County has interpreted Policy 15 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industTial forest land from small-scale non-industrial forest land." Ordinance 1236, 
page 8. 

3 7. "Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership o[industrial forest operators, were 
[zoned] as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1)." Ordinance 1236, Page 9. Emphasis 
added. 

38. Based on the above, commercial forest use leans toward public lands and lands that are 
large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Examples of lands 
that fall squarely under the umbrella of "large scale industrial forest land" include lands 
owned by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than 2,000 acres ofland in forest 
use in Lane County); Weyerhaeuser (1668 holdings and more than a 100 thousand acres 
of land in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Indush'ies (200 holdings and more than 
2,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (168 holdings and 
more than 1,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); and McDougal Bros (92 
holdings and more than 1,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County). See Exhibit 
TT of applicant's submission. 

39 The Oregon Department ofRevenue keeps a yearly list of large-scale industrial timber 
owners. That list is included in the applicant's submission, incorporated herein by this 
reference. Neither Ravin Ventures, LLC nor Ramon Fisher is on that list. 

40. The above interpretation of"conunercial" is supported by the Circuit Comi' s holding in 
CJK v. Lane County (No. 160911508), which is incorporated herein by this reference. 

41. Having commercial farm/forest uses on property adjacent to the subject property is a 
characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

42. There are seven prope1iies adjacent to the east 78-acre parcel. See Table Fa below. One 
of the contiguous propeliies is in commercial forest use. None of the adjacent parcels are 
in commercial farm use. 

43. Given that one of the seven adjacent parcels (14%) are in commercial forest use, the 
east 78-acre parcel does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

44. There are six prope1iy adjacent to the west 52-acre parcel. See Table Fb below. Four of 
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the contiguous properties are in commercial forest use. None of the adjacent parcels are 
in commercial farm use. 

45. Given that four of the six adjacent parcels (67%) are in commercial forest use, the 
west 52-acre parcel) meets this F-1 characteristic. 

Tax Lot Ownership 

TL200 Rosboro Lumber 
Co. sold to High 
Mountain 
Investment Group 
since filing. 

TL 700 (west Ravin Ventures, 
portion) LLC 

TL500 J. Paschelke, sold 
into Ranch & 120, 
LLC since filing. 

TL601 J. Paschelke, sold 
into Ranch & 120, 
LLC since filing. 

800(west portion) Dustmde, sold to 
Zieber! since filing. 

Marcola Road Lane County 
TL600 Christoffersen 

Tax Lot Ownership 

TL200 Rosboro Lumber 
Co. sold to High 

Table Fa (East 78-acre parcel) 
Contiguous Property and Commercial Use 

Parcel size Holdings in Lane Comments 
County 
Parcels/acres 

Ex.TT 
65 acres 292 parcels/more Given the number of holdings and amount ofland in 

than 2, 000 acres forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 
(Rosoboro) that Rosboro is included on the state's list (though High 

Mountain is not), this property could be considered part 
42 holdings/roughly of a large scale industrial operation and could be 
2500 acres (High considered to be in commercial forest use. 
Mountain) 

40 acres 4 parcels/200 acres. Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
part of a Iorge scale industrial operation and should not 
be considered to be in conmtercial forest use. This 
property owner is not on the state's list. This is a small-
scale, non industrial use. 

85 acres 5 parcels/217 acres Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
(Pashcelke) land owned and in forest production, this property is not 

part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 
4 parcels/220 acres be considered to be in commercial forest use. This 
(Ranch & 120) property owner is not on the state's list.This is a small-

scale, non-industrial use. 
.68 acres 5 parcels/217 acres Given the limited number of hold ings and amount of 

(Pashcelke) land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 

4 parcels/220 acres be considered to be in commercial forest use. This 
(Ranch & 120) property owner is not on the state's list. Furthemwre, 

this parcel is too small to be in commercial forest use. 
8.19 (mostly on 1 parcel/8 acres Zoned RR5; developed with a residence. No forest use. 
other side of 
road) 

Road. No forest use. 
1.86 1 parcel/1.86 acre Zoned RR5· developed with a residence. No forest use. 

TABLE Fb (west 52 acre parcel) 
Contiguous propmty and commercial use 

Parcel size Holdings in Lane Comments 
County 
Parcels/acres 

Ex.TT 
65 acres 292 parcels/more Given the number of holdings and amount of land in 

than 2 000 acres forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 
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Mountain (Rosoboro) that Rosboro is included on the state's list (though High 
Investment Group Mountain is not), this property could be considered part 
since filing. 42 holdings/roughly of a large scale industrial operation and could be 

2500 acres (High considered to be in commercial forest use. 
Mountain) 

TL 700 (east Ravin Ventures, 78 acres 1 parccls/ 78 acres. Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
portion) LLC/Ramon fisher land owned and in forest production, this property is not 

part of a large scale industri al operation and should not 
be considered to be in conunercial forest use. This 
property owner is not on the state's list. This is a small-
scale, non industrial use. 

TL500 J. Paschelkc, sold 85 acres 5 parcels/217 acres Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
into Ranch & 120, (Pashcelkc) land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
LLC since filing. part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 

4 parccls/220 acres be considered to be in commercial forest use. This 
(Ranch & 120) property owner is not on the state's list. This is a small-

scale non-industrial use. 
TL299 Weyerhaeuser .36 At least 1200 parcels Given the number of holdings and amount of land in 

and more than 5,000 forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 
acres. that Weyerhaeuser is included on the state's list, this 

property could be considered part of a large scale 
industrial operation and should be considered to be in 
commercial forest usc. 

TL202 Weyerhaeuser 48.53 At least 1200 parcels Given the mni1ber of holdings and amount of land in 
and more than 5,000 forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 
acres. that Weyerhaeuser is included on the state's list, this 

property could be considered part of a large scale 
industrial operation and should be considered to be in 
commercial forest use. 

TL201 US Government 50.68 At least 600 parcels Lands owned by the government (public lands) are 
and more than30 large industrial forest lands because of the number of 
million acres holdings and amount of land. 

"( 4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest 
management. 

44. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject propetiy and 
the type of access to it. Ordinance No. 1236. Access by an mierial road or forest 
management road is a characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

45. The 78-acre parcel has direct access to Marcola Road, a local collector. The purpose of 
Marcola road is to move traffic from Hwy 228 to Springfield and to support local 
residential transpmiation. Therefore, the east 78-acre parcel does not meet this F-1 
characteristic. 

46. The 52-acre parcel has no direct access. The only "road" that access the propetty is a 
logging road intended for forest management. Therefore, the west 52-acre parcel meets 
this F-1 characteristic. 

"(5) Primarily under commercial forest management." 

46. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject propetiy and 
whether it is utilized for commercial forest/fmm uses. Ordinance No. 1236. While not 
conclusive, the following factors can be considered in dete1mining whether surrounding 
uses are being utilized for fann/forest use: parcel size, tax defenal, and other factual 
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infonnation. However, the determination of whether a property is in "commercial" farm 
or forest use is weighed against a higher set of standards. 

47. The County has interpreted Policy 15 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industrial forest land from small-scale non-industrial forest land." Ordinance 1236 

48. "Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership ofindustrial forest operators. were 
[zoned] as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1)." Ordinance 1236, Page 9. 

49. Based on the above, col11111ercial forest management leans toward public lands and lands 
that are large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Examples of 
lands that fall squarely under the umbrella of "large scale industrial forest land" include 
lands owned by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than 2,000 acres of land in 
forest use in Lane County); Weyerhaeuser (1668 holdings and more than a 100 thousand 
acres of land in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Industries (200 holdings and more 
than 2,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (168 holdings and 
more than 1,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County); and McDougal Bros (92 
holdings and more than 1,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County). See Exhibit 
TT of applicant's submission. Tins is just a sample. There are hundreds of similar 
industrial forest land companies holding property in Lane County. 

50. The Oregon Depruiment of Revenue keeps a yearly list oflarge-scale industrial timber 
owners. Neither Ravin Ventures. LLC nor Ravin Ventures/Ramon Fisher is on the list. 

51. Being on the Department of Revenue's list and having lru·ge holdings is an indicator that 
a parcel is in col11111ercial forest management. 

52. The above interpretation of "commercial" is supp01ted by the Circuit Court's holding in 
CJK v. Lane County (No. 160911508), which is incorporated herein by this reference. 

53. Having commercial fmm/forest uses on the subject property is a characteristic ofF-1 
zoning. 

54. The east property is approximately 78 acres owned by Ravin Ventures, LLC and Ramon 
Fisher. That ownership, owns no other parcels in Lane County. Ravin Venture, LLC, 
alone, only owns four parcel in Lane County totaling 200 acres. Ravin Ventures and 
Ramon Fisher does not appem· on the Depmtment of Revenues list. 

55. Because Ravin Ventmes, LLC/Ramon Fisher and Ravin Ventures, LLChave limited 
holdings in Lane County and because they do not appear on the state's list, neither 
property is in col11111ercial forestry. 
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56. Neither the east 78-acre parcel nor the west 52-acre parcel meet this F-1 characteristic 

F -1 Characteristics Summary 

57. In summary, the East 78-acre parcel meets 0 of the 5 (0%) characteristics for being zoned 
F-1, and the west 52-acre parcel meets 3 ofthe 5 (60%) characteristics for being zoned F
l. 

s ummary T bl £ th E 78 a e or e ast -acre parce 1 
Non-impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1, RCP) Characteristics Does the 78-acre Parcel Meet this 

Element? 
1. Predominantly Ownerships not developed by residences or No. The property is developed 
nonforest uses with a residence. 
2. Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of80 acres or larger in No. The property is less than 80 
size acres 
3. Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized for No. Only one contiguous 
commercia/forest or commercia/farm uses. ownership out of seven are utilized 

for commercial forest or fmm uses 
4. Accessed by arteria/roads or roads intended primarily for forest No. Adjacent to Marcola Road, a 
management. local county road. 
5. Primarily under commercial forest management. No. The property is small-scale 

nonindustrial land and is therefore 
not in commercial forest use. 

CONCLUSION Should not be zoned F-1 because 
it none of the characteristics 
(0 ofS) 

(c) Impacted Forest Zone characteristics: ***" 

"(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

58. The County Board has detennined that this provision focuses on the subject propeliy 
itself (not surrounding property) and whether it is developed with residences or nonforest 
uses. Ordinance 1236. A prope1ty developed with residence or other nonforest use is a 
characteristic ofF-2 zoning. 

59. The east 78-acre parcel is developed with a residence constructed in approximately 1920. 
It is currently occupied. Therefore, the prope1ty meets this F-2 characteristic. 

60. The west 52-acre parcel is not developed with a residence. Therefore, the propeliy does 
not meet this F-2 characteristic. 

u(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres of less in size. 

60. The County has dete1mined that this provision focuses on the subject propeliy itself (not 
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surrounding property) and its size. Ordinance 1236. 

61. Property containing 80 acres or less is a characteristic ofF-2 zoning. 

62. The east 78-acre parcel is 78 acres and the west 52-acre parcel is 52 acres. Each are in 
independent ownership, and smaller than the 80 acre tlu·eshold. Therefore, both 
prope1iies meet this F-2 characteristic. 

"(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less th[a]n 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an exception has 
been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan." 

63. The County has dete1mined that the focus of this criterion is on contiguous prope1iies and 
prope1iies in the "general area." (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). 

64. In Ordinance 1236, the Board interprets "generally contiguous" to mean in the general 
area. See page 10 ofthe Ordinance. The distance can be pushed in some or all directions 
and can cross roads, streams and other barriers. (Ord. P A 1236, pg. 1 0). How wide and 
how far is dete1mined on a case by case basis. (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 1 0). This provision is 
two fold: F-2 should be applied (1) where adjacent and nearby properties are less than 
80-acres and developed, or (2) where adjacent or nearby prope1iies are within a 
developed or committed exception area. 

65. Ordinance 1236 interprets "adjacent" to mean general vicinity. The term adjacent looks, 

"even further beyond the nearby tracts or across intervening right of way to acknowledge 
the impact of development within developed and committed exception areas in the 
general vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look at the 
complete tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in the general 
area. It does not depend on contiguity for that consideration. " Ordinance 1236, Page 10. 

66. Generally Contiguous Tracts: There are 34 tracts that are "generally contiguous," as 
defined by the applicant. These tracts are included in Table A of the application nanative, 
which is hereby incorporated. Except for the flip-flop of the subject properties, the 78-acre 
parcel and the 52-acre parcel have the same "generally contiguous" tracts. 

67. Twenty four ofthe 34 generally contiguous tracts (71%) are less than 80 acres and 
contain a dwelling. This suppmis a finding that both prope1iies meet this F-2 

characteristic. 

68. Developed and Committed Tracts: The east 78-acre parcel is adjacent 
to a developed and committed exception area to the notiheast, east and southeast. 

69. There are 34 tracts in the 'general vicinity' of both properties, as defined by the applicant. 
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Of the 34 tracts, 24 (71 %) are in developed and committed exception areas. 

70. Based on the above, both parcels meet this F-2 characteristic. 

u(4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

71. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property itself 
(not surrounding property) and access to services. Ord. 1236. In Lane County, rural 
services typically include: power, road access, telephone, police, ambulance, fire, and 
schools. Not typically included are public stonnwater, public water or public sewer. 

72. The 78-acre parcel has direct access onto Marcola Road, a local county road. Power and 
telephone services are already connected to the site to serve the existing dwelling. The site 
is served by the Mohawk Rural Fire Protection District, the Lane County Sheriffs 
Department, the State police department, Mohawk ambulance services and the Marcola 
School district. See discussion under Goal11. In summary, the 78-acre property is 
already developed with a residence which has access to power, transportation facilities, 
telephone, police, ambulance, fire and schools. Therefore, the east 78-acre parcel meets 
this F-2 characteristic. 

73. The west 52-acre parcel has no access or frontage on a public road. It has no easement for 
public facilities. As such, it cannot be provided with a level of public facilities and services 
or access that could serve a rural residence. The prope1iy does not meet this F-2 
characteristic. 

F-2 Summary 

73. Based on the above, the 78-acre parcel meets four of the four (1 00%) characteristics for 
being zoned F-2. 

74. Based on the above, the 52-acre parcel meets two of the four (50%) characteristics for 
being zoned F-2. 

ummary a e or s t bl £ 78 -acre property. 
F -2 Zoning Criteria Does the 78-acre Parcel Meet this 

Element? 
Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or Yes. Property is developed with 
nonforest uses. a residence 
Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. Yes. Parcel is 78 acres is size. 
Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less Yes. Ofthe 34 "generally 
then 80 acres and residences and/or adjacent to developed or contiguous" tracts, 24 are less and 80 
committed areas for which an exception has been taken in the acres with a dwelling; 24 are in 
Rural Comprehensive Plan." developed and conunitted exception 

areas. 
Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and Yes. The area is highly 
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roads, intended primarily for direct services to mral developed. The property is 
residences. adjacent to Marcola Road with 

access to power, cable, DSL, 
police, fire and emergencies 
services. And is near the 
communities of Marcola and 
Mabel. 

CONCLUSION The subject property should be 
zoned F-2 because it meets four of 
the four F-2 characteristics (4 of 4) 

Summary Analysis of Policy 15 

74. Based on the above analysis, the "characteristics of the land correspond more closely to 
the characteristic of the proposed zoning [F-2] than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone [F-1]. " The 78-acre parcel meets none ofthe five F-1 characteristics (0%), and 
meets four of the four F-2 characteristics (100%). Therefore, F-2 zoning is suppmted for 
the east 78-acre parcel. The 52-acre parcel meets three of the five F-1 characteristics 
(60%), and meets two ofthe four F-2 characteristics (50%). Therefore, F-1 zoing is 
supported for the west 52-acre parcel. 

Goal Five: Opens Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas and Natural Resources 

Flora and Fauna Policy 7: 

Because of incomplete County coverage by, and interpretation of, the National 
Wetlands Inventory, wetland resources are to be considered "significant" in terms 
of OAR 660-16-000/025 and placed in "1B" and "1C" categories. Major wetlands 
designated "1C" resources shall be protected per the "3C" option through a 
combination of existing County Coastal and Greenway zoning regulations, and 
federal/state ownership; wbere these do not occur, an appropriate wetlands zoning 
district shall be developed and applied. Other wetlands from the National Wetlands 
Inventory shall be evaluated per "1B" requirements within two years of the date of 
Plan adoption, and decisions made on the protection or use of tbe resource. The 
County shall consider enlarging the list of protected per GoalS requirements if it is 
clearly demonstrated that an unprotected significant wetland(s) is likely to be 
significantly impacted by a land use action over which the County has jurisdiction. 

75. See discussion of wetlands resources under Statewide Planning GoalS. Forest practices 
on the land are govemed by the Forest Practices Act. 

76. No other Comprehensive Plan policies apply. 

IV. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR PLAN CHANGES 
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1. LC 16.400(6)(h) sets out the criteria for amending the county plan designation. Each of 
the criteria is addressed here. Where a criterion incorporates a Statewide Planning Goal, 
LCDC Rule, or Rural Plan Policy, reference is made the relevant patt of the nanative 
above so as to avoid repetition. 

LC 16.400(6)(h): Method of Plan Adoption and Amendment. 

(iii) The Board may amend or supplement the Rural Comprehensive Plan upon 
making the following findings" 

(aa) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the 
Plan component or amendment meets all the applicable requirements of local and 
state law, including Statewide Planning Goals and Oregon Administrative Rules. 

2. This criterion makes general reference to other sources of standards that apply to plan 
changes. Those other standards are addressed elsewhere in this natTative. 

(bb) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the 
Plan amendment or component is: 

(i-i) necessary to correct an identified error in the application of the Plan; OR 

(ii-ii) necessary to fulfill an identified public or community need for the intended 
result of the component or amendment; OR 

(iii-iii) necessary to comply with the mandate of local, state or federal policy or law; 
OR 

(iv-iv) necessary to provide for the implementation of adopted Plan policy or 
elements; OR 

(v-v) otherwise deemed by the Board, for r easons briefly set forth in its decision, to 
be desirable, appropriate or proper. 

3. This criterion offers a smorgasbord of policy choices from which the county may select 
to justify initiating the plan change. At least two are relevant to tllis application. Item 
(iv-iv) allows the plan change if it implements the Rural Plan Policies. Goal Four, Policy 
1 of the Rural Plan Policies anticipates the preservation af Forest lands by maintaining a 
forest land base. This proposal implements that policy because the subject property 
qualifies as forest land under the Goal 4 definition. 

4. Item (v-v) invites the county to make plan changes that are desirable, appropriate or 
proper. This proposal also meets that criterion. Where lands qualify as both farm and 
forest lands, OAR 660-006-00 15(2) states, 
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When lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural land andforest land, 
an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

5. Furthermore, the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Lands working 
paper, page 6, provides: 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 

"In an inventory of agricultural lands and forest lands there will by many instances 
where land will meet Goal definition for both categories. According to [LCDC's} policy, 
farm and forest uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking 
an exception to the other goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be 
documented in the Plan. The policies within the Plan will support one designation over 
another depending on the situation. The county should consider the following items in 
addressing overlapping lands: ***." 

6. Those items and the analysis are discussed in detail under Sections II and III, above. The 
analysis shows that a plan change to Forest is desirable, appropriate and proper based on 
the review set forth. 

(cc) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component does not conflict with adopted Policies of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, and if possible achieves policy support. 

7. Compliance with individual policies in the Rural Plan Policies is discussed ih Section III 
above. 

(dd) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component is compatible with the existing structure of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, and is consistent with the unamended portions or elements of 
the Plan. 

8. The existing structure of the plan anticipates Resource plan designations. As discussed in 
Section III above, this designation is also consistent with relevant policies in the Rural 
Plan Policies. 

LC 16.400(8): Additional Amendment Provisions. 

(a) Amendments to the Rural Comprehensive Plan shall be classified according 
to the following criteria: 
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(i) Minor Amendment. An amendment limited to the Plan Diagram only and, if 
requiring an exception to the Statewide Planning Goals, justifies the exception 
solely on the basis that the resource land is already built upon or is irrevocably 
committed to other uses not allowed by an applicable goal. 

9. This is a minor amendment to the plan which requests a change to the Plan Diagram for 
the subject propetiy - from Agriculture to Forest. No goal exceptions are requested. 
This application demonstrates that the subject propetty is not Agricultural land, but 
Forest land. 

(c) Minor amendment proposals initiated by an applicant shall provide adequate 
documentation to allow complete evaluation ofthe proposal to determine ifthe 
findings required by LC 16.400(6)(h)(iii) above can be affirmatively made. Unless 
waived in writing by the Planning Director, the applicant shall supply 
documentation concerning the following: 

(i) A complete description of the proposal and its relationship to the Plan. 

1 0. This description has been provided tlu·oughout this decision. 

(ii) An analysis responding to each of the required findings of LC 
16.400(6)(h)(iii) above. 

11. The required analysis is provided above. 

(iii)An assessment of the probable impacts of implementing the proposed 
amendment, including the following: 

(aa) Evaluation of land use and patterns of the area of the amendment; 

12. See detailed discussion in Sections I and II, above. To sununarize, the subject propetiy is 
located in a sea of Forest land. Furthermore, it is adjacent to an RR exception area. 
Some of these uses are on land planned and zoned for resource use, and others are on 
land that is plmmed and zoned for Nonresource uses. 

(bb) Availability of public and/or private facilities and services to the area 
of the amendment, including transportation, water supply, and sewage; 

13. The public facilities and services available or to be provided to the site are discussed in 
detail above. For a discussion of each facility and service, see the Goal 11 discussion 
above. For a fmiher discussion oftransp01iation facilities, see the Goal12 discussion 
above. In summary, because the site is already developed with a residence, because it is 
in a highly developed area, and because it is close to the rural communities of Marcola 
and Mable, all facilities and services are available to the site. However, because the 
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property is proposed for resource zoning, the availability of public and private facilities 
does not preclude resource zoning. 

(cc) Impact of the amendment on proximate natural resources, resource 
lands or resource sites including a Statewide Planning GoalS "ESEE" conflict 
analysis where applicable; 

14. This discussion appears in detail in other palis of this document. The proximate natural 
resources to consider are those that are identified as Goal 5 resources in the 
comprehensive plan. The impact on these resources is discussed as patt of the GoalS 
analysis above. 

15. This proposal will have no adverse impact on proximate resource lands because the 
subject propelty will remain in resource designation and zoning. 

(dd) Natural hazards affecting or affected by the proposal; 

16. As discussed in connection with Goal 7, the subject property neither contains nor is 
threatened by any natural hazards. 

V. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR ZONE CHANGES 

1. This proposal requests a change from E-40 zoning to F -1 zoning. LC 16.252 sets out 
standards for zone changes. The facts relevant to the zone change standards are largely 
redundant with the facts relevant to plan policies and the Statewide Planning Goals. The 
LC 16.252 standards are stated here and addressed, with appropriate references to other 
pmts ofthis narrative. 

LC 16.252(2): Criteria. 

Zonings, rezonings and changes in the requirements of this Chapter shall be enacted 
to achieve the general purpose of this Chapter and shall not be contrary to the 
public interest. In addition, zonings and rezonings shall be consistent with the 
specific purposes of the zone classification proposed, applicable to Rural 
Comprehensive Plan elements and components, and Statewide Planning Goals for 
any portion of Lane County which has not been aclrnowledged by the Land 
Conservation and Development Commission. Any zoning or rezoning may be 
affected by Ordinance or Order of the Board of County Commissioners, the 
Planning Commission or the Hearings Official in accordance with the procedures of 
this section. 

General purposes of Chapter 16: 

2. LC 16.003 sets fo1th 14 broadly-worded purpose statements that include a provision to 
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ensure that development is commensurate with the character and physical limitations of 
the land. Rezoning from E-40 to F-1 and F-2 implements the proposed plan amendment 
to Forest land. The public interest is served by recognizing that the land is Forest land 
rather than Agricultural land. 

Purpose ofF-1 and F-2 Zone: 

3. The purpose statements ofF -1 and F -2 zones are similar in that both are meant to 
implement the Comprehensive Plan and the forest policies, and to conserve forest land 
for uses allowed by Goal4. This will remain unchanged. 

Rural Comprehensive Plan Criteria: 

4. The Rural Plan Policies provide the policy basis for comprehensive plan and 
implementing regulations, provide direction for land use decisions, and fulfill LCDC 
planning requirements. Compliance with relevant Comprehensive Plan policies is 
addressed in Section III, above. 

Lane Code Criteria: 

LC 16.004(4): 

Prior to any rezoning, that will result in the potential for additional parcelization, 
subdivision or water demands or intensification of uses beyond normal single-family 
residential water usage, all requirements to affirmatively demonstrate adequacy of 
long-term water supply must be met as described in LC 13.050(13)(a)-(d). 

5. The request is a rezone from E-40 to F-1 and F-2. No additional parcels will be created 
as a result of this proposal. No subdivision, water demands, or intensifications beyond 
normal single family dwelling useage is enabled by this proposal. 
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LAW OFFICE OF BILL KLOOS, PC 

OREGON LAND USE LAW 

Lane County Commissioners 
Lane County PSB 
125 E 81

h Ave. 
Eugene, OR 97401 

August 28, 2012 

Re: Ravin Ventures Plan Change and Zone Change Application 
Map 16-01-08, Tax lot 700; PA 06-5888 

Dear Members of the Board: 

375 W. 4th STREET, SUITE 201 
EUGENE, OR 97401 

PHONE (54 1) 954-0095 
FAX (541 ) 343-8702 

E-MAIL KIMODEA@LANDUSEOREGON.COM 

I hope this letter will summarize and clarify the mountain of paper related to this 
application. The "Attachments" referenced herein will be distributed at the hearing 
tomorrow. 

This is a requested plan change from Agriculture to Forest and a zone change from E-40 
to F-1/F-2. The proposal is to: (1) change the plan designation for two contiguous 
properties from Agriculture to Forest, (2) change the zoning for the eastern 78-acre 
parcel from E-40 to F-2, and (3) change in zoning for the western 52-acre parcel from E-
40 to F-1. 

HISTORY: 

The 2006 application originally requested a plan change from Agriculture to Forest and a 
zone change from E-40 to F-2 for the entire property (about 130 acres). In preparing that 
application we relied on existing Board and hearings official interpretations of Policy 15. 
However, while the application was pending, the Symbiotics decision (PA Ord. No. 
1236) was issued. Symbiotics reinterpreted the Policy 16 F-1/F-2 zone change criteria. 
Based on the new interpretation, we amended the application, and then put is on hold for 
a while. 

We understand Symbiotics to say that Policy 15 allows a property owner to rezone a 
portion of a property, regardless of the legal lot status. Based on that we filed a 
supplemental narrative and exhibits on September 18, 2008 (letter dated September 9, 
2008), requesting a plan change from Agriculture to Forest and a zone change from E-40 
to F-2 foronly the eastern-most 78 acres ofthe tract. For the western 52-acres, the 
proposal remained the same: F/F-1. 

Our assigned planner, Jerry Kendall, did not agree with our reading of the Symbi.otics 
decision with regard to partial rezoning (split zoning a single tract ofland). Neither did 
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some of the Planning Commission members1
• Staff also took issue with the applicant's 

definition of "commercial forest use," although no one offered a clearer definition. In a 
gesture of good faith and cooperation, the applicant acknowledged that there was room 
for interpretation and that it would not object to rezoning the entire property to F-1. The 
reason for this was to ensure that the end result of the application was at least to get 
Forest designation and zoning, rather than EFU. The County attorney confirmed that 
such a minor amendment to the proposal was allowed because additional notice would 
be provided for the Board hearing. 

Several things have happened while the application was on hold. First, the applicant 
recorded a property line adjustment that legally separated the eastern 78 acres from the 
balance. See Attachment C. Each is a discrete legal lot. In addition, each parcel was put 
in a separate ownership, with the west 51 acres owned by Ravin Ventures, LLC and the 
east 78 acres owned by Ramon Fisher and Ravin Ventures, LLC. See Attachment C. 
This resolves the conflict between staff and the applicant surrounding the Symbiotics 
case and split zoning for a single tract of land, as discussed above. The eastern 78 acres 
and west 51 acres are no longer in exactly the same ownership. 

Also, in 2011 the Circuit Court issued a decision (CJK, LLC v. Lane County, No. 16-09-
11508), which was a mandamus proceeding rezoning land from F-1 to F-2. That 
decision affirmed our meaning of the phrase "commercial forest uses" in the rezoning 
standards. The Court noted that our meaning of the phrase "commercial forest uses" is 
the same as the previous County Board interpretation in Symbiotics. The circuit court 
order said: 

"Specifically, the Court rejects the hearing officer's interpretation of the 
term 'commercial' for the simple reason that it does not provide any basis 
for distinguishing between F 1 and F2 land. Both zoning designations 
embrace the growing of trees, harvesting trees and their subsequent sale 
presumably for profit. That being the case the Court is persuaded that 
previous interpretations by the County Board that 'commercial' forest use 
distinguishes large scale industrial forest operations from small-scale 
nonindustrial forest operations is the meaning that was intended for this 
term." 

The Board carefully considered the term "commercial forest uses" in Symbiotics. See 

I Given the staff report presented at the Board' s first reading on this matter, it should be noted that the applicant fully 
briefed a split zone ofF-1/F-2 to the Planning Commission. At the planning commission hearing, the split zone was 
discussed and debated. See record. It wasn't until the applicant realized that neither the planning commission 
members nor staff would accept the applicant's interpretation of"commercial" or the "split zone" concept that the 
applicant altered the request to F-1 zoning for the entire parcel. 
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pages 8 and 9 of the Symbiotics decision (PA Ord. No. 1236), which is in the record. 
The Board held that the phrase was: 

"crafted as a means to distinguish large-scale industrial forest land from small
scale non-industrial forestland," and "larger commercially managed forest 
lands*** particularly in the ownership of industrial forest operators were 
[zoned] as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1). ***Forest lands less than 80 acres 
in size and developed with residential uses or other nonforest uses, generally 
received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested lands and larger 
commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted by 
nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership of industrial forest operators, were 
[zoned] as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1)." 

With the applicant in this proceeding, and the circuit court in CJK mandamus, and the 
County Board in Symbiotics all giving the same meaning to the phrase "commercial 
forest uses," our assigned planning staff is suggesting that you should reconsider the 
meaning of the phrase, and even send the matter back to the Planning Commission for its 
thoughts. 

It is clear to us that our assigned staff opposes this application. However, he is alone in 
his opposition. 

Our assigned planning staff suggests that our summary of the CJK litigation is not 
correct. This office litigated the CJK matter. To better document the circuit court 
decision, we are attaching a Summary Table showing the position of the parties and the 
court in CJK. We have included excerpts from the parties' briefs to the court as further 
documentation. The Summary Table and brief excerpts show that the court understood 
the issue and decided it squarely. The Hearing Official had decided that both F-1 and F-
2 land meet the "commercial use" standard. The county attorney and intervenor 
LandWatch supported the Hearing Official position in court. The court's opinion sided 
with CJK, as quoted above. In order for the "commercial use" to meaningfully 
distinguish between what should be F-1 versus F-2, "commercial use" must refer to large 
scale forest operations versus small scale nonindustrial forest operations. 

In short, the CJK decision was an affirmation of the County Board's previous 
interpretation of the term "commercial forest use," which was based on language in the 
comprehensive plan. 

The applicant has relied on the State's list of industrial forest operators, the number of 
holdings the property owner has, and the number of acres the property owner owns to 
determine whether or not the parcel is in "commercial forestry." See Attachment B. 
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This reflects the rational used in CJK and is consistent with the County Board's 
interpretation in Ordinance 1236 (Symbiotics). 

Plan Change: Everyone (the applicant, staff and the Planning Commission) agreed that 
the property (both in part and in whole) is more appropriately designated Forest than 
Agriculture. This fmding is supported by: the applicant's original narrative statement 
and exhibits submitted May 18, 2006 (dated May 16); the applicant's supplemental 
narrative statement and exhibits submitted September 18, 2008 (dated September 9); and 
the draft Board of Commissioners Findings submitted to staff May 21, 2009. The tract is 
located in a sea of forestland and has no history of being used for farming or farm related 
activities. 

Zone Change: Assuming that the Board also agrees that the property is more 
appropriately designated Forest, the only question that remains is whether the zoning 
designation should be F-1 or F-2 or both. 

The applicant has provided supplemental findings in support. However, the current 
proposal (Ag to F and EFU to F1/F2 is substantially the same as the proposal of 
September 18, 2008 (dated September 9). The only two substantive differences are: (1) 
in the current proposal, the eastern 78 acres is a discrete legal lot held in different 
ownership, and (2) the CJK case interpreted "commercial" forestry and forest use to 
mean "large scale industrial forest operations," accepting the applicant's evidence as 
sufficient proof (number of holdings, amount of acres, state industrial operators list, etc). 
See Attachments Band D. 

FINDINGS IN SUPPORT: 

East 78 acres to be zoned F-2; remainder to be zoned F-1 

The applicant prepared draft findings in support of the proposal in cooperation with Staff. 
Those findings were submitted to Staff on February 2, 2012. In the findings, Policy 16 F-1/F-
2 characteristics are addressed in light of the amended proposal. The applicant requests that 
the Board consider the draft fmdings as submitted to staff by the applicant as our statement in 
support of the proposal. 

Below is a summary table of Findings for the East F-2 portion ofthe property (East 78 acres). 
Because the 52-acre west portion of the property is proposed for the more restrictive F-1 
zoning, no summary is provided. 

F-1 Zoning Criteria Does the Subject Property Meet this F-1 
Element? 
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I . Predominantly Ownerships not developed by No. The 78-acre parel is developed with a 
residences or non[orest uses residence. 
2. Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres No. At 78 acres, is less than 80 acres. 
or larger in size 
3. Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other No. Only one contiguous ownership out of 
lands utilized for commercial forest or commercial seven is utilized for commercial forest or farm 
farm uses. uses. See Attachment B. 
4. Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended No. Adjacent to Marcola Road, a local county 
primarily.forforest management. road. 
5. Primarily under commercial forest management. No. The property is small-scale nonindustrial 

land and is therefore not in commercial forest 
use. See Attachment B. 

CONCLUSION Should not be zoned F -1 because it has 
none of the characteristics. (0 of 5) 

F-2 Zoning Criteria Does the Subject Property Meet this 
Element? 

Predominantly ownerships developed by residences Yes. The 78-acre parcel is developed 
or nonforest uses. with a residence. 
Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. Yes. The 78-acre parcel is less than 80 

acres m stze. 
Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts Yes. Of the 34 "generally contiguous" tracts, 
containing less than 80 acres and residences and/or 24 are less than 80 acres with a dwelling; 24 
adjacent to developed or committed areas for which are in developed and committed exception 
an exception has been taken in the Rural areas adjacent to the site. Because this is an 
Comprehensive Plan. " "and/or" provision, the fact that the property 

is adjacent to a developed and committed area 
is sufficient to determine that is meets this 
standard. See Attachment B. 

Provided with a level of public facilities and Yes. The area is highly developed. The 
services, and roads, intended primarily for direct property is adjacent to Marcola Road 
services to rural residences. with access to power, cable, DSL, police, 

fire and emergencies services. And is 
near the communities of Marcola and 
Mabel. 

CONCLUSION The subject property should be zoned F -2 
because it meets all four of the F-2 
characteristics. ( 4 of 4) 

(The County Board, as part of the Symbiotics decision, has already interpreted the terms 
"contiguous," "generally contiguous" and "adjacent." A summary of this interpretation is 
included as Attachment E.) 



Raven Ventures, LLC Plan Amendment Zone Change PA 06-5888 
August 28, 2012 
Page 6 of7 

It is worth noting that even if the Board disagrees with the CJK holding regarding the term 
"commercial," and finds that the property and surrounding properties are in commercial use, 
the 78-acre portion still qualifies to be zoned F-2, as it meets only 60% of the criteria for 
being zoned F -1 and 1 00% of the criteria for begin zoned F-2. 

If for some reason the Board still cannot find in favor ofF-2 zoning for the Eastern 78 acres 
and F-1 zoning for the western remaining acreage, the applicant asks that the Board approve 
F -1 zoning for the entire property so that the Designation and Zoning are consistent, as 
required by state law. 

SUPPLEMENTAL STAFF REPORT DATED AUGUST 27, 2012 

Staff makes the following statement on page 2 of the supplemental staff report: 

"The applicant relies upon the previous CJK case ***. In the writ situation, the 
court has to interpret policy 15 and the burden of proof is upon the county. In a 
Plan/Zone change situation, the Board can interpret policy 15, and the burden 
of proof is upon the applicant. In the latter case the Board has the opportunity 
to interpret policy 15 in its own manner, suited to the specifics of the subject 
property and its surroundings. The Board is not limited by the CJK ruling. The 
Circuit Court order contains no language compelling the county to follow the 
logic filed by the Plaintiffs in that case. " 

The glaring problem with staffs summary if that the "logic filed by the plaintiffs in that 
case," was rooted in and arose out of the County Board's previous interpretation of 
"commercial" in the Symbiotics case. See discussion above. That interpretation was, in turn, 
based on language in the County's comprehensive plan. As such, this Board should be very 
much guided by the CJK case. 

On page 3 and page 4, staffmischaracterizes the applicant's position and analysis. "By the 
applicant's reading, this High Mountain owned property is not to be considered commercial 
forest land, because High Mountain is not listed with the Department of Revenue ***." This 
is not the applicant's position. See Tables Band ~ached, as well as previous written 
statements. The applicant relies on the number of holdings, the number of acres in the 
holding and the state's list as indicators. All three indicators are relevant. 

Staff then reverts back to an interpretation of"commercial" that was specifically rejected by 
the judge in CJK. Staff states, "While having forest tax deferral is not a guarantee of 
commercial timber management, it is a good indicator of such ** *. Staff finds this logic, 
used in past decisions, more compelling as to what is actually occurring on the ground. " 
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This is the same position staff took in CJK. The court struck down this position, finding that 
tax deferral does not provide a basis for distinguishing between F-1 and F-2lands, as the 
growing of trees (in deferral status) is allowed and encouraged in both zones. A quick read 
of the County's forest policies, found the in the Lane County Comprehensive Plan, 
establishes this fact. 

Staff has conveniently forgotten that the task at hand is to fmd a way to differentiate between 
F-1 and F-2land. Staffs method does nothing to further that task. 

Thank you, 

. I 
\ ' 
\• 

Kimber y J.R. O'Dea 

Attachment A: Aerial photograph with comments 
Attachment B: Surrounding and adjacent land tables with supporting material 
Attachment C: Bargain and Sale Deed and Property Line Adjustment Deed 
Attachment D: CJK decision and summary table. 
Attachment E: September 9 narrative excerpts. 
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Map& Location Zoning/ 

Tax Lot In relation to Desig 

Ex. C subject property Ex. D 

Ex.EE 

16-01-07, North (adjacent) F-2/F 

TL200 

16-01-07, North and West F-1/F 

TL201 

16-01-07, North and West F-1/F 

TL202 

16-01-08, West E-40/EFU 

TL 700 (west (adjacent) 

portion) 

16-01-07, West F-1/F 

TL300 

16-01-07, West F-2/F 

TL400 

16-01-07, West F-1/F 

TL299 

16-01-07, West and South F-1/F 

TL 800 

16-01-07, South (adjacent) F-2/ 

TL500 E-40 

FlAg 

16-01-07, South E-40 

TL 501 lAG 

16-01-07, South E-40 

TL601 lAG 

16-01-07, South E-40 

TL 700 lAG 

16-01-08, Subject E-40 

TABLE A 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY LAND 

Acreage Dwelling? Use' 

Exs. C & I Exs. I & 0 

64.27 No Timberlands/ 
Forestry (F) 

51.10 No Publicly Owned 

Property/ 

Forestland (F) 

48.31 No Timberlands/ 

Forestry (F) 

48.00 No Timberlands/For 
estry (F) 

159.54 No Publicly Owned 

Property/ 

Forestland (F) 

102.80 No Timberlands/ 

Forestry (F) 

.57 No Forestry (F) 

1.08 No Forestry (F) 

87.3 1 No Forestry (F) 

(60 in F-2) 

30.46 No Brush; vacant 
idle property• 

(0) 

.68 No Brush; vacant 

idle property, 

vacated railroad 
right-of-way (0) 

12.01 No Brush; Forestry 

(F) 

(78) Yes Forestry (SP) 

Comments' Parcel/ 

Ex. I Owners 

hip 

count 

Owned by Rosboro I 

Lumber Company and in 

Forest Tax Deferral (sold 

to High Mountain 

Investment Grp ). 

TL 200 and 400 are a tract 

Owned by US 2 

Government. No special 

tax assessment. 

Owned by Weyerhaeuser 3 

Company. In Forest Tax 
Deferral. TLs 202, 400. 

299 and 800 are a tract. 

Ravin Ventures, LLC. In 4 

Forest Tax Deferral 

Owned by BLM. No 5 

special tax assessment. 

Owned by Weyerhaeuser 6 
Company. In Forest Tax 

Deferral. TLs 202 400 

299 and 800 are a tract. 

Owned by Weyerhaeuser. 7 
In Forest Tax Deferral. 

TLs 202, 400, 299 and 800 

are a tract. 

Owned by Weyerhaeuser. 8 
Part of larger tract. TLs 

202, 400, 299 and 800 are 

a tract. 

Paschelke/Ranch & 120, 9 

LLC. In Small Tract 

Forestland (STF03
) tax 

deferral. TLs 500, 601 and 

700 are a tract. 

BP A owned. No special 10 
tax assessment. 

Paschelke/Ranch & 120, 11 

LLC. No special tax 

assessment. TLs 500, 60 I 

and 700 are a tract. 

Paschelke/Ranch & 120, 12 

LLC. In STFO Forest Tax 

deferral. TLs 500, 601 and 

700 are a tract. 

In Forest Deferral and 

1 Use of the site was determined by Assessment and Taxation data (including ownership, land use category, property classification and tax 
deferral status); aerial photos and site visits (including photos). Where Assessment and Taxation showed tax deferral, the classification of the 
deferral was used to determine overall use. A summary oftax deferrals classifications is included with Exhibit I. RLID data sheets, which 
include Assessment and Taxation data, are included as Exhibit I. ( ) indicates the use category given to each property for calculation purposes; 
(F) Forestry; (A) Agriculture/farm use; (R) Residential; (0) Other. 
2 For Tax Deferral data and ownership, see Exhibit I. For explanation of the "too far removed" comment, see Table Summary below. In 
summary, these properties, despite their proximity to the subject property, are too far removed to be part of the character of the 'surrounding area ' 
and are therefore not included in calculations. 
3 Small Tract Forestland Option Deferral (a second type of forest deferral for growing timber) 
4 RLID says "pasture, cows, sheep, cattle." No special tax assessment. Aerial Photo shows parcel in some sort of natural regeneration. Site 

Tract 
count 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

insrection and photos >how the rnrce l as hni'h ~tn d trees It nrJ1C"" to l' e in fnres t regeneration. hut it is ln rrl tn tell l lnwever. there is nn 

1
. /) 
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TL 700 (east Property lAG STFO deferral. 

portion) 

16-01-08, North F-2 41.74 No Timberlands/ Rosboro Lumber Co/High 13 

TL400 IF Forestry (F) Mountain Investment Grp. 

In For est Tax Deferral. 

TLs 200 and 400 are a 

tract. 

16-01-08, North F-2 23.60 Yes Forestry with Jeffers. 14 8 

TL402 IF Residential In Forest Tax Deferral. 

development (F) 

16-0!-08, North RR5 5.95 Yes (2) Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 15 9 

TL 501 IRR 

16-01-08, North RR5 4.12 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 16 10 

TL503 IRR 

16-0!-08, North RR5 3.03 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 17 II 
TL504 IRR 

16-01-08, North (adjacent) RR5 1.96 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 18 12 

TL600 IRR 

16-01-08, Northeast RR5 1.90 Yes (2) Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 19 13 

TL200 IRR 

16-01-08, Northeast RR5 2.73 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 20 14 

TL500 IRR 

16-01-08, Northeast RR5 1.19 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 21 15 

TL502 IRR 

16-01-08, Northeast RR5 1.29 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 22 16 

TL900 IRR 

16-01-08, Northeast RR5 2.80 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 23 17 

TL 106 IRR 

16-01-08, Northeasi E -40/ RR5 168. 13 Yes (2) Agriculmre (A) Too Far Removed. Jn 
1l}/)() Ag/RR (a ll counted Farm dt?(erral. 

as EFU) 

16-01-08, East RR-5 2.56 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 24 18 

TL801 (Adjacent) IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 .81 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 25 19 

TL802 (Adjacent) IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 .88 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 26 20 
TL 803 (Adjacent) IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 1.08 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 27 21 
TL804 (Adjacent) IRR 

16-01-08, East RR-5 7.65 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 28 22 
TL 800 (Adjacent) IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 1.57 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 29 23 
TL901 IRR 

16-01-08, East RR-5 2.63 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 30 24 

TL 1000 IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 .87 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 31 25 
TL 1001 IRR 

16-01-08, East RR-5 .87 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 32 26 
TL 1002 IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 .86 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 33 27 
TL 1003 IRR 

16-01-08, East RR-5 3.20 No Vacant, idle land. No special tax assessment. 34 28 
TL 1004 IRR (0) 
16-01-08, East RR-5 2.75 Yes (2) Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 35 29 
TL IIOO IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 1.42 Yes (2) Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 36 30 
TL ll01 IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 7.25 Yes Residential (R) No special tax assessment. 37 31 
TL 1200 IRR 
16-01-08, East RR-5 3.91 res Residenti,J/ (R) Tooji1r remowd. No 
n 101 IRR special tax assessmeni. 
16-01-08, I::asi RR-5 8. 1N No timber and open Too .far 1'<'11/0 l 'ed. in 
JL 102 /1lli land (J-) Forest D~ti•rral 

16-111 -0/1, £as/ RR-5 4.70 l'es Residenlia/ (R) Too .ii:rr re moved No 
n toJ fRR special tax assessme111. 
, , •. f) ' 1)(' ~ '••: 1 r .'(! i) ~' :~ :.:,.1 ! uri •r/l;:n-' / f j T, -~ t .rr 1'·''~/:n·eif r,.! ,'7'"- , ,·,n 



n i05 :AG dt:ft'ITIJJ. 

16-01-08, Southeast RR-5 7.89 Yes (3) Forest with In Forest Deferral. 38 32 
TL 107 IRR dwelling (F) 

16-01-08, Southeast E-40 79.84 No Forest In Forest Deferral. 39 33 
TL 1300 lAG Production and 

open land (F) 

Marcola Road East (adjacent) N/A N/A N/A Road 40 34 

BPA Marion- Through N/A N/A N/A 

Alvey 
Transmission 
Line 
Easement 

BPAMain West and N/A NIA N/A 
Transmission Through 
Line 
Easement 

Mohawk East N/A N/A N/A River 
River 

Paschelke East N/A NIA N/A Road 
Road 

TABLEB 
SUMMARY OF SURROUNDING AREA BY ACRES AND PERCENTAGE 

Including all prope11ies within I ,000 Properties within I ,000 
feet. (This column in included only feet excluding those five 
to show that even if all lands ~re properties separated from 
included, the surrounding area is still the subject property by 
predominantly forest ~nd residential) two county roads and the 

Mohawk River 
fxs. C & J 

ExsC&I 

LOTS AND PARCELS 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY 

Number of adjacent and nearby properties as defined by the applicant 43 40 

Number and percentage of the adjacent and nearby properties that are in 9 '2/3 (22%) Forest r 2/3 (25%)Forest 
each Comprehensive Plan designation 61/3(15%)Ag ~ 1/3 (llo/o)Ag 

27 (63%)RR ~4 (63%)RR 
Number and percentage of the adjacent and nearby properties that are in 14 (33%) Forestry or heavily treed 13 (34%) Forestry or h.t. 
each general use category 

p (0%) Agric . 
2 (5%.) Agricultural (as defu1ed by 

stat11te) 

2 (58%) Res. 
24 (55%) Residential 

(8%) Other 
3 (7%) Other 

ACREAGE 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY 

Total number of acres in adjacent and nearby properties 965.18 acres Approx. 800.00 acres 

Number of acres in and percentage of adjacent and nearby properties that 553 .0 I (57%) Forest 553.01 (72%) F 
are in each Comprehensive Plan designation 328 .26 (34%) /\.g 180.30 (22%) Ag 

83 .91 (9%) RR 67.27 (9%) RR 

Number of acres in and percentage of adjacent and nearby properties that 688. 1 () (71 %) Fon:stry or heav ily 710.00 (88%) Forestry or 
are in each general use category treed h.t. 

-- (o ( l ~~I ~ ' l ' d....:ii<l:....d L.' PlO~o).\g. i! I "'} ·~·· 



Tax Lot Ownership 

TL200 Rosboro Lumber 

Co. sold to High 
Mountain 
Investment Group 

since filing. 

TL 700 (west Ravin Ventures, 

portion) LLC 

TL500 1. Paschelke, sold 
into Ranch & 120, 
LLC since filing. 

TL601 1. Paschelke, sold 
into Ranch & 120, 
LLC since filing. 

800(west portion) Dustrude, sold to 
Zieber! since filing. 

Marcola Road Lane County 

TL600 Christoffersen 

TL 700 (east Ravin Ventures, 

portion) LLC/Ramon 
Fisher, individual 

slaltlle) 

6-U8 (7~ o_l Residen tial 56.17 (7%) Res. 

3-U4 (.'i ~ ol Oil1e.r 4.34 (5%) Other 

TABLE,# F 
Contiguous Property and Commercial Use 

Parcel size 

65 acres 

40 acres 

85 acres 

.68 acres 

8.19 (mostly on 
other side of 
road) 

1.86 

78 acres 

Holdings in Lane 

County 
Parcels/acres 

Ex. TT 
292 parcels/more 
than 2,000 acres 
(Rosoboro) 

42 holdings/roughly 
2500 acres (High 
Mountain) 

4 parcels/200 acres. 

5 parcels/217 acres 
(Pashcelke) 

4 parcels/220 acres 
(Ranch & 120) 

5 parcels/217 acres 
(Pashcelke) 

4 parcels/220 acres 
(Ranch & 120) 

1 parcel/8 acres 

1 parcel/1.86 acre 

TABLEf'J & 
Subject Property 

1 parcels/7 8 acres. 

Comments 

Given the number of holdings and amount ofland in 
forest production in Lane County, and given the fact 

that Rosboro is included on the state's Jist (though High 
Mountain is not), this property could be considered part 
of a large scale industrial operation and could be 

considered to be in commercial forest use. 

Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 
be considered to be in·commercial forest use. This 
property owner is not on the state's list. This is a small-
scale, non industrial use. 

Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 
be considered to be in commercial forest use. This 
property owner is not on the state's list. This is a small-
scale, non-industrial use. 

Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
land owned and in forest production, this property is not 
part of a large scale industrial operation and should not 
be considered to be in commercial forest use. This 
property owner is not on the state's list. Furthermore, 
this parcel is too small to be in commercial forest use. 

Zoned RR5 ; developed with a residence. No forest use. 

Road. No forest use. 

Zoned RR5; developed with a residence. No forest use. 

Given the limited number of holdings and amount of 
land owned and in forest production and given that 

neither Raven Ventures, Ramon Fisher nor Ravin 
Ventures/Ramon Fisher is included on the state's list, 
this property is not part of a large scale industrial 

operation and should not be considered to be in 
commercial forest use. This is a small-scale, non-
industrial use. 
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OWNER COMPANY NAMES ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP 

1 AL PEIRCE CO PO BOX300 COOS BAY OR 97420 
APCO CURRY PROPERTIES LLC 
APCO COOS PROPERTIES LLC 
AL PEIRCE LUMBER CO. 

2 ATIWOOD THOMAS G PO BOX 1516 COLMA CA 94014 

3 BASCOM PACIFIC LLC 51 MAIN STREET NORTH EASTON MA 02356 

4 BOISE NE OREGON LAND & TIMBER GALLATIN NE ORE LAND & TIMBER 6500 MINERAL DR STE 101 COEUR D'ALENE ID 83815 
MERIWETHER NW OR LAND & TIMBER LLC 450 PACIFIC AVE N MONMOUTH OR 97361 
MERIWETHER SOUTHERN OREGON LAND & TIMBER LLC 450 PACIFIC AVE N MONMOUTH OR 97361 
LAM I NORA PROPERTIES INC 450 PACIFIC AVE N MONMOUTH OR 97361 
GALLATIN NE OREGON LAND & TIMBER LLC 6500 MINERAL DR STE 101 COEUR D'ALENE 10 83815 
COLTER RIDGE PROPERTIES, INC 6500 MINERAL DR STE 102 COEUR D'ALENE ID 83815 

5 CLARUTH INC WILLNA INC FRANBEA INC EA1 /3 PO BOX 127 CLATSKANIE OR 97016 
CLARUTH INC 
FRANBEA INC 
WILLNAINC 
EVENSON LOGGING CO 
SDS PROPERITES LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 

6 COLLINS TIMBER COMPANY LLC PO BOX 1340 LAKEVIEW OR 97630 
COLLINS PINE COMPANY 

7 CROOK TIMBERLANDS LLC ET AL PO BOX 1304 COOS BAY OR 97420 

8 CASCADE TIMBERLANDS OREGON LLC 19245 TENTH AVE NE POULSBO WA 98370 
CASCADE TIMBERLANDS LLC 

9 DAVIDSON INDUSTRIES INC PO BOX 7 MAPLETON OR 97453 
DAVIDSON LUMBER CO 
DAVIDSON PHILIPS 
GRANT SCHRUM PROPERTIES 
POPO PROPERTIES L TO PTRSHP 
PORTAGE PROPERTIES LIMITED PTRSHP 
RIVER RANCH LLC 
SAUSE HEIDI N 
SIUSLAW FOREST PROPERTIES INC 
SIUSLAW PROPERTIES INC 

10 0 R JOHNSON LUMBER CO PO BOX66 RIDDLE OR 97469 
0 R JOHNSON TIMBER CO 
JOHNSON LUMBER CO 
5-J LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
JOHNSON DONALD R 
PRAIRIE WOOD PRODUCTS INC 
RUDIO MTN LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
SOUTHERN OREGON PROPERTY MANAGEMENT LLC 
WALLOWA FOREST PRODUCTS LLC 
GRANT WESTERN LUMBER CO 

11 FOLLANSBEE, ROGERS V 707 SW WASHINGTON ST STE 1300 PORTLAND OR 97205 

12 FRANK TIMBER RESOURCES INC PO BOX 79 MILL CITY OR 97360 

13 FRERES TIMBER INC PO BOX276 LYONS OR 97358 
FRERES PARTNERSHIP LLC 
FRERES LUMBER CO INC 

14 FRUIT GROWERS SUPPLY CO INC PO BOX 10352 VAN NUYS CA 91409 

15 GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER CO PO BOX989 EUGENE OR 97440 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER CO LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
GIUSTINA RESOURCES LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
GIUSTINA WOODLANDS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
LOST CREEK TIMBER 
CADORE TIMBER CO PO BOX 529 EUGENE OR 97440 

16 GOOSE LAKE TIMBER CO 6000 HARVARD AVE CLEVELAND OH 44105 

17 GREEN DIAMOND RESOURCE COMPANY PO BOX9001 SHELTON WA 98584 
SIMPSON TIMBER COMPANY 
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... .. 

18 HAMPTON RESOURCES INC 9600 SW BARNES RD SUITE 200 PORTLAND OR 97225 
HAMPTON TREE FARM INC 
AGENCY CREEK MANAGEMENT CO 
MID-VALLEY RESOURCES INC 
W ILLAMINA LUMBER COMPANY 
FORT HILL LUMBER CO 

19 HARRIS FAMILY TRUST 13617 WHITIIER BLVD W HITIIER CA 90605 

20 HOOD RIVER COUNTY OF 60 1 STATE ST HOOD RIVER OR 9703 1 

21 HULL OAKES LUMBER CO PO BOX40 MONROE OR 97456 
HULL RALPH W 

22 INDIAN HILL LLC 200 CORPORATE WAY GRANTS PASS OR 97526 
PERPETUA FORESTS COMPANY PO BOX 519 CAVE JUNCTION OR 97523 
ROUGH & READY TIMBER COMPANY INC 200 CORPORATE WAY GRANTS PASS OR 97526 
BUTIE GINGER LLC 
GINGER CREEK TIMBER CO 
OAK FLAT LLC 
S & J LAND CO LLC 
QUAIL VALLEY LLC 

23 JELDWEN INC 3250 LAKEPORT BLVD KLAMATH FALLS OR 9760 1 
JELD WEN TIMBER HOLDINGS INC 401 HARBOR ISLES BLVD KLAMATH FALLS OR 9760 1 
JWTR LLC 6400 HIGHWAY 66 KLAMATH FALLS OR 9760 1 
MOEN OLIVER E & BONNIE J & 

24 JOHN HANCOCK MUTUAL LIFE INS CO 1499 SE TECH CENTER PLACE #250 VANCOUVER WA 98683 
JOHN HANCOCK LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY 
FORESTREE GM LLC 
FORESTREE WASHINGTON LTD PARTNERSHIP 

25 J SPEAR RANCH CO PO BOX257 KLAMATH FALLS OR 9760 1 
SHAW THOMAS J TRUSTEE & 

26 K & C BUCKAROO RANCH, LLC 9825 WILLOWS RO NE #STE 140 REDMOND WA 98052 

27 LONE ROCK TIMBERLAND CO PO BOX 11 27 ROSEBURG OR 97470 
COAST RANGE RESOURCES LLC 
JUNIPER PROPERTIES L TO PARTNERSHIP 
DESAH LLC PO BOX 1001 ROSEBURG OR 97470 
NARALTO LLC 

28 LONGVIEW FIBRE COMPANY PO BOX667 LONGVIEW WA 98632 
LONGVIEW TIMBERLANDS LLC PO BOX3000 LONGVIEW WA 98632 
LONGVIEW TIMBER CORP 
LONGTIMBER CO OF OREGON 

29 MENASHA FOREST PRODUCTS CORPORATION PO BOX588 NORTH BEND OR 97459 
MENASHA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

30 MIAMI CORPORATION 410 N MICHIGAN AVE #STE 590 CHICAGO IL 60611 

31 MOORE MILL & LUMBER CO PO BOX277 BANDON OR 97411 

32 NORTON FEEDLOT LLC PO BOX 728 MADRAS OR 97741 

33 NYE MARTIN N & CHERIE C 3815 NW CREEKS IDE DR VANCOUVER WA 98685 

34 OCHOCO LUMBER COMPANY POBOX668 PRIVEVILLE OR 97754 
MALHEUR LUMBER COMPANY 

35 PENDLETON RANCHES INC POBOX 1186 PENDLETON OR 97801 
CUNNINGHAM SHEEP & LAND CO 
CUNNINGHAM SHEEP CO 

36 P H TIMBER LLC 15 PIEDMONT CENTER #1250 ATLANTA GA 30305 
MATOAKA FORESTS LLC 

37 PLUM CREEK TIMBERLANDS LP 999 THIRD AVE #4300 SEA TILE WA 98104 
PLUM CREEK LAND COMPANY 
EPC HOLDINGS 745 LLC PO BOX 1990 COLUMBIA FALLS MT 59912 

38 PONDEROSA LAND & CATILE CO II-IX 2250 MCGILCHRIST ST SE SALEM OR 97302 
PONDEROSA LAND & CATILE CO. LLC 

39 PORT BLAKELY TREE FARMS 1325 FOURTH AVE 10TH FLOOR SEA TILE WA 98101 
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40 POWERS RANCH CO 5800 40TH AVENUE WEST SEA TILE WA 98199 
POWERS ALBERT H & RUTH M 

41 RFWILSON PO BOX99 LYONS OR 97358 
COASTAL FIBRE INC 
WILSON PROPERTY INVESTMENT LLC 
WILSON PROPERTIES 

42 ROCKING C RANCH LLC 21755 HIGHWAY 138 WEST ELKTON OR 97436 
WHIPPLE CAROL A 

43 ROSBORO LLC PO BOX20 SPRINGFIELD OR 97477 
ROSBORO LUMBER CO 
ROSBORO LUMBER CO LLC 
USR COMPANY LLC 

44 ROSEBURG RESOURCES CO PO BOX 1088 ROSEBURG OR 97470 
FORD ALLYN C 
FORD HALLIE E 
MOUNT SCOTI HOLDING CO LLC 
ROSEBURG FOREST PRODUCTS CO 
RIVER BEND RESOURCES CO 
WEST COAST FOREST RESOURCES 

45 SDS CO LLC PO BOX266 BINGEN WA 98605 

46 SENECA JONES TIMBER COMPANY PO BOX 10265 EUGENE OR 97440 
SENECA TIMBER COMPANY 
SENECA TIMBER COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
SENECA JONES TIMBER COMPANY L TO PTRSHP 

47 SILVER BUTIE TIMBER CO POBOX 4 RIDDLE OR 97469 

48 SMEJKAL JAMES A 42142 NW PALACE DR BANKS OR 97106 

49 SOUTH COAST LUMBER CO PO BOX670 BROOKINGS OR 97415 
SOUTH COAST TIMBER CO 
CLR TIMBER HOLDINGS INC 
FALLERT RONALD T 

50 STARKER FORESTS INC PO BOX809 CORVALLIS OR 97339 
STARKER PROPERTIES LLC 

51 STIMSON LUMBER COMPANY PO BOX68 FOREST GROVE OR 97116 
FOREST FIBER PRODUCTS CO 

52 SUPERIOR LUMBER CO INC PO BOX250 GLENDALE OR 97442 
SUPERIOR VENEER CO 
SWANSON GROUP INC 
SWANSON-SUPERIOR LLC 

53 THOMPSON TREE FARM INC 6860 SW WINDING WAY CORVALLIS OR 97333 

54 TIMBER SERVICE CO INC PO BOX 446 SWEET HOME OR 97386 

55 THREE VALLEYS RANCH 5151 CORPORATE DRIVE TROY Ml 97848 
HAMMOND RANCH # 26 
HAMMOND RANCH # 27 
HAMMOND RANCH # 28 

56 VANECK FRED M FOR FND ORE LLC 2380 NW KINGS BLVD #103 CORVALLIS OR 97330 

57 WASSER & WINTERS COMPANY PO BOX 396 LONGVIEW WA 98632 

58 WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY PO BOX9777 FEDERAL WAY WA 98063 
WEYERHAEUSER REAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT CO 
OREGON TIMBER COMPANY 

59 WOODWARD STUCKART LLC PO BOX663 PRINEVILLE OR 97754 
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After Recording Return To: 
Ravin Ventures, LLC 
9570 SW Barber Blvd. Ste. 3 rs Do 6t:K 1 S"l 
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Send Tax Statements To: 
No change. 

Lane Counly Clerk 
Lane Counly Deeds and Records 
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08/14/2012 10·38·44 AM 
RPR-DEED Cnl:1 Sln:9 CRSHIER 11 ' ' 
$45.00 $20.00 $11.00 $16.00 $10.00 

PROPERTY LINE ADJUSTMENT DEED 

The parties to this property line adjustment deed are: Ravin Ventures, LLC DO (!;{))( 15'1 , 
01\k.R.lOt£ OR CJl~io3 I 

WHEREAS: 

A. The true consideration for this conveyance and adjustment is $0.00. This 
consideration statement is located on the first page of this document. 

B. Ravin Ventures, LLC is the owner of two contiguous parcels located in Section 8 of 
Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the Willamette Meridian, hereafter referred to as Parcel A 
and Parcel B. 

C. The owner referenced in Recital B intends to reconfigure the boundary between 
Parcels A and B using a property line adjustment. 

D. To accomplish the desired reconfiguration, one property line adjustment deed will be 
recorded. 

E. The purpose of the subject deed is to adjust the boundary between Parcel A and Parcel 
B. 

F. Parcel A is shown on Assessor's Map 16-01-08 as the portion of Tax Lot 700 
lying west of the abandoned railroad. The legal description for Parcel A prior to the 
property line adjustment is included as Exhibit B, attached hereto. 

G. Parcel B is shown on Assessor's Map 16-01-08 as the portion of Tax Lot 700 
lying within the abandoned railroad right-of-way. The legal descriptionfor Parcel B prior 
to this adjustment is included as Exhibit C, attached hereto. 

H. The owner referenced in Recitals B intends to decrease the size of Parcel A by 
roughly 55 acres. The result will be to increase the size of Parcel B by roughly 55 acres. 

I. As a result of this property line adjustment deed, the boundary described in Exhibit A, 

attached hereto, will be adjusted. 

J. Lane County detem1ined that Parcel A is a legal lot by County Planning Action No. 
P A00-6512. Lane County determined that Parcel B is a legal lot by County Planning Action No. 

PA00-6511 . 

K. The proposed property line adjustment will be accomplish in accordance with ORS 
92.010(7)(b); ORS 92.010(11); ORS 92.060(7) through (10); ORS 92.190(4); and all other 

applicable statutes. 

NOW, THEREFORE: 

1. Ravin Ventures, LLC, owner of Parcels A and B, declares, conveys, and executes the 

following prope1ty line adjustment: 

a. The legal description for Parcel A prior to this adjustment is included as 
Exhibit B to this deed. 
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b. The legal desc1iption for Parcel B prior to this adjustment is included as Exhibit C 
to this deed. 

c. A legal description of Parcel A after this property line adjustment is included as 
Exhibit D to this deed. 

d. A legal description of Parcel B after this property line adjustment is included as 
Exhibit E to this deed. 

e. A description ofthe newly adjusted line between Parcel A and Parcel B is : 

(i) Underlined in Exhibi~ "A". 

f. The diagram representing the configuration of the subject properties, after the 
property line adjustment, is attached hereto as Exhibit F. 

2. Disclosure required by ORS 93.040(1) and (2) 

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. 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." ***"THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS 
INSTRUMENT MAY NOT BE WITHIN A FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT PROTECTING 
STRUCTURES. THE PROPERTY IS SUBJECT TO LAND USE LAWS AND 
REGULATIONS THAT, IN FARM OR FOREST ZONES, MAY NOT AUTHORIZE 
CONSTRUCTION OR SITING OF A RESIDENCE AND THAT LIMIT LAWSUITS 
AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES, AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930, IN ALL 
ZONES. 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. 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 VERIFY THE EXISTENCE OF 
FIRE PROTECTION FOR STRUCTURES 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." 

Dated this q}- l .day of~, 2009. 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
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County of Lane 
) ss. 
) 

On this .3_ day of ..lun_<:.-2009, personally appeared the above-named Ramon Fisher, member of 
Ravin Ventures, LLC, before me and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be his voluntary 

act and deed. / / ...---"" 

BEFOREME: ~~ ~------
oFFICIAL SEAL . . . 

NOTARY PUBUC.OREGON - q 
KIMBERLY J .R. O'DEA ~UbiiCf()f Oregon ,;;· ~ 
COM~i\SSION NO. 393814 My Commission Expires 5f;~Y J) 1 

MY COMMISSION [,'<PIRES AUG. 14, 2009 
::-..-..;. .. 

Attachments: Exhibits A through F 

Exhibit A: 
Exhibit B: 
Exhibit C: 
Exhibit D: 
Exhibit E: 
ExhibitF: 

Description of property line being adjusted 
Description of Parcel A prior to property line adjustment 
Description of Parcel B prior to property line adjustment 
Description of Parcel A after property line adjustment 
Description of Parcel B after property line adjustment 
Diagram showing configuration after property line adjustment 
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EXHIBIT A 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE LINE BEING ADJUSTED 

The underlined portion of the following description : 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim 
No. 38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the 
Willamette Meridian, 45.07 chains (2,97 4.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest 
corner of said claim as depicted in County SuJVey File 5170 on file in the office of 
the Lane County SuJVeyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence EAST 2525.44 feet 
to the True Point of Beginning; thence NORTH 1253.34 feet; thence EAST 
3061.16 feet to a point thirty foot westerly from and perpendicular to the 
centerline alignment of Marcola Road as depicted in County Survey File 40892 
on file in the office of the Lane County SuJVeyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence 
on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel with said centerline 
alignment of Marcola Road, along the arc of a 1176.23 foot radius cuJVe right 
(the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a distance of 
449.82 feet to Station 66+61.13 PC; thence South 44°30'50" West 1158.72 feet 
to Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along the arc of a 5759.58 foot radius cuJVe left 
(the chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a distance of 
398.84 feet; thence leaving said line North 80°45'00" West 132.08 feet to a point 
2.92 chains (192.72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 feet) East of the 
Northwest corner of the heirs of Samuel Gray Donation Land Claim; thence 
continuing North 80°45'00" West"1356.88 feet; thence WEST 262.51 feet to the 
True Point of Beginning, all in Lane County, Oregon. 

Containing 78 acres, more or less. 



EXHIBIT B 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PARCEL A PRIOR TO PROPERTY LINE ADJUSTMENT 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim 
No. 38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the 
Willamette Meridian, 45.07 chains (2,974.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest 
corner of said claim as depicted in County"Survey File 5170 on file in the office of 
the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence continuing NORTH 
4.33 chains (285.78 feet) to the Northwest corner of said claim; thence EAST 
14.09 chains (929.94 feet) to the Southwest corner pf the Thomas Gray Donation 
Land Claim No. 42, of the same Township; thence NORTH 14.66 chains (967.56 
feet); thence EAST 4656.66 feet to a point thirty foot westerly from and 
perpendicular to the centerline alignment of Marcola Road as depicted in County 
Survey File 40892 on file in the office of the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane 
County, Oregon; thence on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel 
with said centerline alignment of Marcola Road along the arc of a 1176.23 foot 
radius curve right (the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a 
distance of 449.82 feet to Station 66+61 .13 PC; thence South 44 °30'50" West 
1158.72 feet to Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along the arc of a 5759.58 foot 
radius curve left (the chord of which bears South 42°31 '51" West 398.76 feet) a 
distance of 398.84 feet; thence leaving said line bearing North 80°45'00" West 
132.08 feet to a point 2.92 chains (192 .72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 
feet) East of the Northwest corner of the heirs of Samuel Gray Oonation Land 
Claim; th.ence continuing North 80° 45'00" West 1356.88 feet; thence WEST 
2787.95 feet to the point of beginning, all in Lane County, Oregon. 

Containing 130 acres, more or less. 

EXCEPT: 

PARCEL B described as follows: 

That portion of Thomas Gray Donation Land Claim No. 42 and of Joseph E. Gray Donation Land Claim 

No. 38, both being in Township Sixteen {16) South, Range One (1) West, W.M., described as follows: 

The Easterly Five (5) feet of even width of said DLC No. 42 and of said DLC No. 38 lying Westerly of and 

abutting the Westerly margin of that certain Sixty {60) foot strip of land heretofore conveyed by Deed 

dated May 19, 1960, on Reell53 '60D under File NO. 228, Lane County Official Records, containing 

approximately 0.18 acres, of which 0.12 acres are in said DLC No. 42 and 0.06 acres are in said DLC No. 
38. 

f.Hso 
~EXCEPT: 

all that land lying East of Parcel B (as Parcel B is described above) 



EXHIBIT C 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PARCEL B PRIOR TO PROPERTY LINE ADJUSTMENT 

That portion of Thomas Gray Donation Land Claim No. 42 and of Joseph E. Gray Donation Land Claim 

No. 38, both being in Township Sixteen (16) South, Range One (1) West, W.M., described as follows: 

The Easterly Five (5) feet of even width of said DLC No. 42 and of said DLC No. 38 lying Westerly of and 

abutting the Westerly margin of that certain Sixty (60) foot strip of land heretofore conveyed by Deed 

dated May 19, 1960, on Reel153 '60D under File NO. 228, Lane County Official Recor.ds, containing 

approximately 0.18 acres, of which 0.12 acres are in said DLC No. 42 and 0.06 acres are in said DLC No. 

38. 



. .. ~ . 

EXHIBIT D 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PARCEL A AFTER ADJUSTMENT 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim 
No. 38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South , Range 1 West of the 
Willamette Meridian, 45 .07 chains (2,974 .62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest 
corner of said claim as depicted in County Survey File 5170 on file in the office of 
the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence continuing NORTH 
4.33 chains (285.78 feet) to the Northwest corner of said claim; thence EAST 
14.09 chains (929.94 feet) to the Southwest corner, of the Thomas Gray Donation 
Land Claim No. 42, of the same Township; thence NORTH 14.66 chains (967.56 
feet); thence EAST 4656.66 feet to a point thirty foot westerly from and 
perpendicular to the centerline alignment of Marcola Road as ,depicted in County 
Survey File 40892 on file in the office of the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane 
County, Oregon; thence on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel 
with said centerline alignment of Marcola Road along the arc of a 1176.23 foot 
radius curve right (the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a 
distance of 449.82 feet to Station 66+61 .13 PC; thence South 44°30'50" West 
1158.72 feet to Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along t~e arc of a 5759.58 foot 
radius curve left (the chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a 
distance of 398.84 feet; thence leaving said line bearing North 80°45'00" West 
132.08 feet to a point 2.92 chains (192.72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 
feet) East of the Northwest corner of the heirs of Samuel Gray Oonation Land 
Claim; thence continuing North 80°45'00" West 1356.88 feet; thence WEST 
2787.95 feet to the point of beginning, all in Lane County, Oregon. 

Containing 130 acres, more or less. 

EXCEPT: 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim 
No. 38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the 
Willamette Meridian, 45.07 chains (2,97 4.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest 
corner of said claim as depicted in County Survey File 5170 on file in the office of 
the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence EAST 2525.44 feet 
to the True Point of Seginning; thence NORTH 1253.34 feet; thence EAST 
3061 .16 feet to a point thirty foot westerly from and .perpendicular to the 
centerline alignment of Marcola Road as depicted in County Survey F'ile 40892 
on file in the office of the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence 
on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel with said centerline 
alignment of Marcola Road, along the arc of a 1176.23 foot radius curve right 
(the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a distance of 
449.82 feet to Station 66+61.13 PC; thence South 44°30'50" West 1158.72 feet 
to Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along the arc of a 5759.58 foot radius curve left 
(the chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a distance of 
398.84 feet; thence leaving said line North 80°45'00" West 132.08 feet to a point 
2.92 chains (192.72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 feet) East of the 
Northwest corner of the heirs of Samuel Gray Donation Land Claim; thence 
continuing North 80°45'00" West 1356.88 feet; thence WEST 262.51 feet to the 
True Point of Beginning, all in Lane County, Oregon. 

Containing 78 acres, more or less. 



EXHIBIT E 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PARCEL B AFTER ADJUSTMENT 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim 
No. 38 , Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South , Range 1 West of the 
Willamette Meridian, 45 .07 chains (2, 97 4.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest 
corner of said claim as depicted in County Survey File 5170 on file in the office of 
the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence EAST 2525.44 feet 
to the True Point of Beginning; thence NORTH 1253.34 feet; thence EAST 
3061 .16 feet to a point thirty foot westerly from and perpendicular to the 
centerline alignment of Marcola Road as depicted in County Survey File 40892 
on file in the office of the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence 
on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel with said centerline 
alignment of Marcola Road, along the arc bf a 1176.23 foot radius curve right 
(the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a distance of 
449.82 feet to Station 66+61 .13 PC; thence South 44 °30'50" West 1158.72 feet 
to Station 595+02.41 PT; thence along tbe arc of a 5759.58 foot radius curve left 
(the chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a distance of 
398.84 feet; thence leaving said line North 80°45'00" West 132.08 feet to a point 
2.92 chains (192.72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 feet) East of the 
Northwest corner of the heirs of Samuel Gray Donation Land Claim; thence 
continuing North 80°45'00" West 1356.88 feet; thence WEST 262.51 feet to the 
True Point of Beginning, all in Lane County, Oregon. 

Containing 78 acres, more or less. 

EXCEPT: 

All t hat land lying east of the fo llowing described tract of land: 

That portion of Thomas Gray Donation Land Claim No. 42.and of Joseph E. Gray Donation Land Claim 

No. 38, both being in Township Sixteen (16) South, Range One (1) West, W.M., described as follows: 

The Easterly Five (5) feet of even width of said DLC No. 42 ~nd of said DLC No. 38 lying Westerly of and 

abutting the Westerly margin of that certain Sixty (60) foot strip of land heretofore conveyed by Deed 

dated May 19, 1960, on Reel153 '600 under File NO. 228, Lane County Official Records, containing 

approximately 0.18 acres, of which 0.12 acres are in said DLC No. 42 and 0.06 acres are in said DLC No. 

38. 
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Send Tax Statements to: 
Same as previous 

After recording retum to: 
Ramon Fisher 
c/o Law Office of Bill Kloos, PC 
375 W. 4'h Ave, Ste. 204 
Eugene, OR 97401 

Lane County Clerk 
Lane County Deeds and Records 2~J2·0~098J 
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BARGAIN AND SALE DEED 
, ( 1b {)ox IS'l o::l k e.i OGE DR cn.Ho3 J 

Rav~n Ventures, LLC, Grantor,Adoes hereby grant, bargain, sell, and convey to Ramon 
Fisher, an individual,@rantee, a one 12_ercent interest in the following property : 

( qs70 ~ 'Ocu-be~ ()\vct. &\-e.. 315 ' \-b e.-\ \Ard oe. <lfzf'() 
See Attached Exhibit A 

True consideration for this conveyance is none. Disclosure required by ORS 93.040(1): 

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 I95.305 
TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO 11, CHAPTER424, OREGON LAWS 2007. 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 92.01 0 
OR 215.0 I 0, 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 I I, CHAPTER424, OREGON LAWS 2007." 
***"THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS INSTRUMENT MAY NOT BE WITHIN A FIRE PROTECTION 
DISTRICT PROTECTING STRUCTURES. THE PROPERTY IS SUBJECT TO LAND USE LAWS AND 
REGULATIONS THAT, IN FARM OR FOREST ZONES, MAY NOT AUTHORIZE CONSTRUCTION OR 
SITING OF A RESIDENCE AND THAT LIMIT LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES, 
AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930, IN ALL ZONES. 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 II, CHAPTER424, OREGON 
LAWS 2007 . 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 92.0 I 0 OR 215 .010, TO VERIFY THE APPROVED 
USES OF THE LOT OR PARCEL, TO VERIFY THE EXISTENCE OF FIRE PROTECTION FOR 
STRUCTURES AND TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS, IF 
ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.30 1 AND 195.305 TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO II , CHAPTER 424, 
OREGON LAWS 2007." 

STATE OF OREGON 

County of Lane 

) 
) 
) 

ss. 

Personally appeared Ramon Fisher this 5 day of October, 2011 , who, being first duly 
sworn, acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be his voluntary act and deed. Before me: 

Signed and sworn to before me this s- day of Octob 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
KIMBERLY J.R. O'DEA 

NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON 
COMMISSION NO 442627 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES SEPTEMBER 15,2013 

BARGAIN AND SALE DEED, Rav in Ventures, LLC to Fisher, Page I of2 



EXHIBIT A 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation Land Claim 
No. 38, Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range 1 West of the 
Willamette Meridian, 45.07 chains. (2,974.62 feet) NORTH of the Southwest 
corner of said claim as depicted in County Survey File 5170 on file in the office of 
the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence EAST 2525.44 feet 
to the True Point of Beginning; thence NORTH 1253.34 feet; thence EAST 
3061.16 feet to a point thirty foot westerly from and perpendicular to the 
centerline alignment of Marcola Road as depicted in County Survey FHe 40892 
on file in the office of the Lane County Surveyor, in Lane County, Oregon; thence 
on a line running thirty feet westerly from and parallel with said centerline 
alignment of Marcola Road, along the arc bf a 1176.23 foot radius curve right 
(the chord of which bears South 33°33'30" West 447.08 feet) a distance of 
449.82 feet to Station 66+61.13 PC; thence South 44°30'50" West 1158.72 feet 
to Station 595+0?.41 PT; thence along the arc of a 5759.58 foot radius curve left 
(the chord of which bears South 42°31'51" West 398.76 feet) a distance of 
398.84 feet; thence leaving said line N orth 80°45'00" West 132.08 feet to a point 
2.92 chains (192.72 feet) North and 2.66 chains (175.56 feet) East of the 
Northwest corner of the heirs of Sami.Jel Gray Donation Land Claim; thence 
continuing North 80°45'00" West 1356.88 feet; thence WEST 262.51 feet to the 
True Point of Beginning, all in Lane County, Oregon. 

Containing 78 acres, more or less. 



Summary of positions taken in CJK LLC v. Lane County, No. 16-09-11508 
Re: "Commercial Forest or Commercial Farm Uses" standard: 

Plan Policy 15(b): "Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: * * * * (3) predominantly 
ownership contiguous to other land utilized for commercial forest or commercial farm uses." 

Hearing Official Decision Page 9 "I believe that the term ' commercial ' means 

managing the land primarily for purposes of 
making a profit." 

CJK Opening Mem Pages 13-15 Explanation above is not a basis for 
distinguishing btwn F-1 and F-2, as both try to 

make a profit. 

"Commercial forest use leans toward public 
lands and lands that are large scale and in 
industrial forest operator control and 
ownership," as distinguished by the Or Dept 
Revenue "list of large-scale industrial timber 
land owners." 

Intervenors Pages 9-12 Hearing Official got it right. 

Brown/LandWatch 

Responding Mem 

County Responding Mem Pages 4-5 Hearing Official got it right. 

Court Order (3/16/2011) Page 2 "Specifically, the Court rejects the hearing 

officer's interpretation of the term ' commercial' 

for the simple reason that it does not provide 

any basis for distinguishing between F 1 and F2 

land. Both zoning designations embrace the 
growing of trees, harvesting trees and their 
subsequent sale presumably for profit. That 

being the case the Court is persuaded that 

previous interpretations by the County Board 

that 'commercial' forest use distinguishes large 

scale industrial forest operations from small-

scale nonindustrial forest operations is the 

meaning that was intended for this term." 



BEFORE THE HEARINGS OFFICIAL OF LANE COUNTY, OREGON 

Final Order in P A 08-5928 
Denying a Rezoning of Property Zoned F-1 and F-2 

The Lane County Hearings Official finds as follows: 

1. The following application for a change of zone was accepted by the Lane County Land 
Management Division on June 30,2008: 

CJK, LLC (PA 08-5928) 
Tax lot 4200, Assessor's Map 19-01-08 and Tax Lot 1800, Assessor's Map 19-
01-17 . 
Request for F-1 to F-2 zoning 

2. The application was initiated and submitted in accordance with Lane Code 14.050. 
Timely and sufficient notice of the zone change hearings under Chapter 14 of the L&ne 
Code has beet1 provided. 

3. On December 18,2008 a public hearing on the zone change request was held. The 
planning department staff notes and recommendation together with the testimony and 
submittals of persons testifying at the hearing have been considered and are a part of the 
record of this proceeding. 

4 . . Further consideration has been given to and administrative notice taken of the provisions 
of the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan and all applicable special 
purpose/functional plans, planning related policies and refinement plans. 

5. On the basis of this record, the requested zone change was found not to be consistent with 
the ap!)licable criteria set forth · in the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan and 
Section 16.252 of the Lane Code. This general finqing is supported by the specific 
findings of fact and the conclusions of law set out in Exhibit A, adopted May 15,2009, to 
this order. 

NOW, THEREFORE, based upon the above findings and the record in this proceeding, IT IS 
HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

The application for rezoning is denied on this date, the 15th day of May, 2009. 

This action will become final and effective on the lOth day following the approval date above. 

Gary . arnielle 
Lan CoUJlty Hearings Official 
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EXHIBIT A 

LANE COUNTY HEARINGS OFFICIAL .,. 
REQUEST FOR A REZONJNG FROM NONIMPACTED FOREST 

LAND (F-1) TO IMPACTED FOREST LAND (F-2) 

Application Summary 

CJK, LLC, 81428 Gilham Road, Eugene, Or. 97401. Tax lot 4200, Assessor's Map 19-
01-08 and tax lot 1800, Assessor's Map 19-01-17. Request to change the zoning of 50 
acres of Jand from Non-Impacted Forest Lands (F-1/RCP) to Impacted Forest Lands (F-
2/RCP). 

Pa1·ties ofRecord 

CJK,LLC 
Gweyn Farnsworth 

Application History 

Hearing Date: 

Jim Just, Goal 1 
Merle Brown 

December 18, 2008 

Kim O'Dea 

(Record Held Open Until December 19, ~008) 

Decision Date: May 15,2009 

Appeal Dead1ine 

An appeal must be fLied within 10 days of the issuance of a final order on this rezoning 
request, using the form provided by the Lane County Land Management Division. The 
appeal will be considered by the Lane County Board of Commissioners. 

Statement of Criteria 

LC 15.010 
LC 16.211 
LC 16.252 
Rural Comprehensive Plan (RCP) 

Findings ofFact 

1. The property subject to this application, hereinafter referred to as the "subject 
property," can be identified as tax lot 4200, assessor's map 19-01-08 and tax lot 
1800, assessor's map 19-01-17. The subject property is zoned F-1 Non-impacted 
Forest Lands, is 50 acres in size, and is comprised of sloping topograyhy ranging 
from 2% to over 30%. It is undeveloped and is located about 1.4 mile south of 
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Highway 58, between the communities of Trent and Dexter. Timber on the 
property was harvested between 1993 and 2000. The property has been reforested. 

No designated Class I streams are located on or adjacent to the subject property. 
No wetlands or flood hazard areas are identified on the subject property by the 
National Wetlands Inventory and the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) 
respectively. 

2. Properties to the north and south are zoned F-1, Non-Impacted Forest Lands. 
Property to the northwest is zoned E-40, Exclusive Farm Use. Property to the 
southwest, southeast, and northeast are zoned F-2, Impacted Forest Land. 
Property to the west is. zoned Impacted Forest Lands (F--.,.2). Property east of the 
centerline of the Southern Pacific Raih'oad right-of-way is zoned RI, Rural 
Industrial. 

3. The subject property receives police protection from the Lane County Sheriff and 
Oregon State Police. It lies within the Pleasant Hill School District, Emerald 
People's Utility District and Dexter Rural Fire Protection District service 
boundaries and can be provided telephone service by U.S. West.1 An on-site well 
and septic tank are proposed. 

4. The average forest productivity for the entire property to be 77.3 cu.ft./ac./yr. 

TABLE 1 
RLID%'s acres cufl/ac/yrt cuJVyr 

Tax Lot4200 24 

43E DIXONVILLE-PHILOMA TII-HAZELAIR 43.0% 10.32 63 650.16 COMPLEX, 12 TO 35 PERCENT SLOPES 

43C DIXONVILLE-PHILOMATII-HAZELAIR 
30.0%. 7.2 54 388.8 CONIPLEX 3 TO 12 PERCENT SLOPES 

ll3C 
RITNER COBBL Y SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 12 

23.0% 5.52 H9 822.48 PERCENT SLOPES 

41F DIXONVILLE SJL TY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 4.0% 0.96 !52 145.92 PERCENT SLOPES 
total ·100.0% 24 2007.36 

Tax Lo.t 1800 26 

43C DIXONV1LLE-PHILOMA TII-HAZELAIR 47.0% 12.22 54 659.&8 . COMPLEX 3 TO 12 PERCENT SLOPES 

43E DJXONVILLE-PHILOMA TII-HAZELAIR 
27.0% 7.02 63 442.26 COMPLEX 12 TO 35 PERCENT SLOPES 

41F DIXONVILLE SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 16.0% 4.16 152 632.32 PERCENT SLOPES 

102C 
PANTHER SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 12 · 

9.0% 2.34 45 105.3 PERCENT SLOPES 
total 99.0% 25.74 1839.76 

Combined total for both parcels 49.74 m 3847.12 

* From Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture document (LCOG, August I 997) 

1 Information obtained from Land Use Application PA 00-6495, contained in the applicant's submission. 
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5. The subject property was zoned in 1984. At that ti~e, it was part of Tax Lot 400, 
a 400-acre tract that Jay on both sides of the Southem Pacific Railroad right-of
way. A series of land sales and prope1iy line adjustments in 2002 resulted in the 
cunent configuration of four tax lots: 4100,4200, 1800, and 461. In deeds dated 
July 28,2004 and recorded March 14,2005, Mr. DmTen Kronberger conveyed 
three of the four subject tax lots to MLK LLC; CJK LLC; and AJK Ventures. No 
monetary consideration was listed in these transfers. The owner of tax lots 4100 
and 401- is AJK Ventures LLC and tax lots 4200 and 1800 are 'owned by CJK 
LLC. Combined, these three parcels consist of 83.58 acres. The Secretmy of State 
Corporation Division Business Registry identifies Darren Kronberger as principle 
agent with Darren and Ali sa Kronberger listed as members of both AJK Ventures, 
LLC and CJK, LLC. 

The four parcels described above were the subject of a previous rezoning 
application (PA 04-5276) that resulted in the Lane County Board of 
Commissioners approving a rezoning from F-1 to F-2 through Ordinance P A 

. 1212, enacted June 15,2005. This rezoning decision was subsequently remanded 
· by LUBA in Brown v. Lane County, 51 Or LUBA 689 (2006). 

6. The subject property is bordered on the north by tax lot 4100, assessor's map 19-
01-08. This parcel is zoned F-1, is va~ant, is owned by AJK. Ventmes LLC and is 
15.69 acres in size. It was commercially harvested in 1993 and has been 
reforested. Fmiher north is tax lot 2202, a 16.9 acre parcel F-2 zoned parcel 
occupied with a residence. This property was presumed to be a small woodland 
operation by the Board of Commissioners in its findings supp01iing Ordinance P A 
1236 because it was on forest tax defenal and appeared to be growing trees .. 
Ftnther n01ih is tax lot 2100, a 9-acre tax lot zoned F-2 and developed with a 
residence. 

Adjacent to the east of the subject property are tax lots 2600, assessor's map 19-
01-07 and tax lot 101, assessor's map 19-01-18. Tax lot 2600 is zoned E-40 and 
is about 97 acres in size. It is primarily in farm use, consisting of raising purebred 
sheep, but it is under both fmm and forest tax defenal. Tax lot 101 has been 
logged in the past and is cunently growing a new crop of trees. It is 127 acres in 
size, is vacant and is zoned F-2. The owners, Merle Brown f!nd Gwendolyn 
Farnswmih have testified that the property is part of a 250-acre tract devoted to 
commercial forest management. Adjacent and to the SOllth of tax lot 1400-is tax 
lot 1500, a 197 acre parcel zoned F-1. 

To the south, the subject property is bordered by tax lot 40 1, assessor's map 19-
0 1-17. This tax lot is owned by AJK Ventures LLC and is zoned F-1. It is 18.4 8 
acres in size, is vacant and was commercially harvested in 1993 and has been 
since reforested. Fmiher south is tax lot 1400, assessor's map 19-01-17. This 
vacant tax lot is zoned F-1 and is about 138 acres in size. It was also logged in 
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1993 and has since been replanted. Located further south is tax lot 1500, an F- 1 
zoned parcel that is almost 200 acres in size. 

The subj ect property is bordered on the east by the Southem Paclfic Railroad 
right-of-way. Across the Southem Pacific Railroad right-of-way and Lost Creek, 
is the Community of Dexter. This community is comprised of several "developed 
and cominitted" areas that contain residential, commercial and industrial uses. In 
general, these uses are 300 feet or more from the subject property and most are 
located on the east side ofLost Creek. 

The subject property abuts 1,386 feet ofconunercial farm use and about 60 feet of 
F-2 property (tax lot 101) on the east It borders a total of3,060 feet ofF- I 
prope1ty on its northern and southem perimeter. The subject prope1ty borders 

. about 1,930 feet of the Southem Pacific Railroad right-of-way on its eastern 
perimeter. Thus, 4,506lineal feet or 70 percent of the subject property's 6A36 
foot perimeter is adjacent to either commercial farm or forest land. 

Decision 

THE MJK, LLC REQUEST (PA 08-5928) FOR THE REZONING OF TAX LOT 4200, 
ASSESSOR'S MAP 19- 01- 08 AND TAX LOT 1800, ASSESSOR'S MAP 19-01- 17 
FROM F-1 TO F-2 IS DENlED. 

Justification for the Decision (Conclusion) 

Lane Code 16.252(2) This section of the Code establish.es the basic requirements for the 
proposed rezoning. Section 16.252(2) requires that rezoning be consistent with the 
general purposes of Chapter 16, not be contrary to the public interest, and be consistent 
with the purposes of the proposed zoning classifications and the Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan elements. 

A. Consistency with the general purposes of Chapter 16 of the Lane Code. 

Lane Code 16.003 sets out 14 purposes of Chapter 16. Arguably, the only relevant 
purpose statements found in Lane Code 16.003(4) are as follows: 

(4) Conserve farm andforest lands for the production of crops, livestock and 
timber products. 

The subject property is zoned F- 1 and its timber stock was largely 
harvested in 1993. It has since been restocked. It is bordered on the no1ih 
and south by parcels zoned F-1 and its rezoning will increase the 
likelihood that these two adjacent parcels will impacted by residential 
development on the subject property, precipitati11g their rezoning to F-2. 
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I cannot conclude that the proposed rezoning is consistent with applicable 
purposes of Chapter 16 of the Lane Code. 

B. Not be contrary to the public interest. 

·The public interest is best expressed by a showing of consistency with the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan (RCP). The overall intent of the Forest Land policies of the 
RCP is to encourage the preservation of forestland, to properly characterize F-1 
lands and to protect those lands through accurate zoning and through the 
consolidation of ownerships. The best determinate of the public interest is 
therefore a showing of consistency with Forest Lands Policy #15 of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, addressed below in "D." 

C. Consistent with Sections 16.210 and 16.211 of the Lane Code. 

The joint purpose oftheF-2 and F-1 Districts is to implement the forest land 
policies of the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan and to conserve forest 
land for forest uses consistent with Statewide PlalUling Goal #4, OAR 660-006 
and ORS 215.700 through .755. Consistency with the Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan is addressed in "D," below. 

OAR 660-006-0000( 1) states that the purpose of the Forest Lands Goal is to 
conserve forestlands and to cany out the legislative policy of ORS 215.700. ORS 
215.700 states a policy to provide ce1i.ain owners ofJess productive land an 
opportunity to build a dwelling on their land and to limit the future division of and 
the siting of dwellings upon the state's more productive resource land. 

Twenty percent of the soils on the subject property can be considered to have a 
high forest productivity (in the range of 150 cu. ft./ac./yr.) but less than five 
percent qualify for the lowest productivity standard in OAR 660-006-
0027(1)(f)(A) for a template forest dwelHng. The average forest productivity level 
for the tract is 77.3 cu. ft./ac./yr. and, when applied to the overall acreage of the 
subject property' does not equal the minimum amount of productive soil to 
qualify for a lot of record as authorized by OAR 660-00(H)027(1)(a) & (c)(A).Jn 
summary, the soils on the subject property can be considered to be "average" and 
certainiy not so productive as to support a conclusion, based solely on soil 
productivity, that they can be categorized as being the state's more productive 
resource land. · 

For the above-described reasons, the proposed rezoning is consistent with 
Sections 16.210 and 16.211 ofthe Lane Code. 
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The subject property is designated "Forest Lands" by the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan. Goal #4 Policies #15(b) and (c) describe the characteristics ofF-1 and F-2 
properties, respectively. Policy #l5(a) implies that the zoning should reflect a 
conclusion that the characteristics of the land conespond more closely to the 
characteristics of the proposed zoning (F~2) than the characteristics of the other 
forest zone (F-2). 

The ~ane County Rural Comprehensive Plan contains several policies in the Goal 
Four element that apply to the proposed rezoning. 

Policy 1 Conserve forest land by maintaining the forest limd base and 
protect the state's forest economy by making possible economically efficient 
forest practices that assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest 
tree species as the leading use on forest Janel consistent with sound 
management of soil, air, water, and fish and wild1ife resources and to provide 
for recreationai opportunities aild agriculture. 

This policy appears to be advisory in nature and not directly applicable to the 
rezoning at hand. 

Policy 2 Forest l;mds will be segregated into two categories, Non-Impacted 
and Impacted and these categories shall be defined and mapped by t11e 
general characteristics specified in the Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest 
Land Zones General Characteristics. 

This policy refers to the policies set forth in Policy 15. 

Policy 15 Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest 
land shall be zoned Non~Impacted (F-1/RCP) or Impacted Forest Land (F-
2/RCP). A decision to apply one of the above zones or both in a split zone 
fashion shall be based upon: 

a. A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely 
to the characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics 
of tl1e other forest zone. The zoning characteristics referi·ed to ar.e 
specified below in subsections b and c. This conclusion shall be 
supported by a statement of reasons explaining why the facts support 
the conclusion. 

b. . Non~impacted ForestLand Zone characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or 
non-forest uses. 
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In its application ofRCP Goa14 Policy 15 in Ordinance No. PA 
1236, the Board of County Commissioners interpreted the use the 
term "ownerships" to apply only to the property subject to the 
rezoning. In the present case, the subject property is the only tract 
owned by CJK, LLC th<tt is zoned F-1. The applicants' concede 
that the subject property is not developed with a residence or other 
non-forest use. The application is consistent with this 
characteristic of non~ impacted forestlands. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in 
size. 

The property subject to this rezoning request is about 50 acres in 
size .. The_appellants suggest, however, that RCP Goa14, Policy 
15(b) requires that the decision-maker look beyond the fiction of 
corporate title to the identity of those who actually control the 
contiguous property. In this case, the appellants point out that tax 
lot 4100, located adjacent to and north of tax lot 4200, and tax lot 
401, located adjacent to and south of tax lot 1800, are owned by 

. AJK Ventures, LLC and that the principle agent for both the 
applicant MJK., LLC and AJK Ventures, LLC is DmTen 
Kronberger and that Darren and Alisa Kronberger are the listed 
members of both corporations. Coinbined, the four tax lots exceed 
83 acres in size .and therefore comprise a tract that is consistent 
with this size-related characteris tic of non- impacted forestlands. 
Additionally, the appellants point out that the above-identified 
four tax lots were the subject of a previous application (P A 04-
5276) for a rezoning from F- 1 to F-2 that was approved by the 
Board of Commissioners but remanded by LUBA in the above-
cited Brown decision. · 

Whether this rezoning request is consistent with this criterion is, in 
part, determined by the definition of the term "ownerships." This 
issue was the subject of a previous remand from LUBA on a 
similar rezoning requese where the petitioner interpreted the term 
to mean "tract" and Lane County apparently used the tem1 to mean 
"legal lot or parcel.', The applicants in that matter and in the case 
involving the subject property chose not to pursue further 
processing of these rezoning requests and no resolution of this 
RCP Goal4, Policy 15(b) issue has occun·ed. 

2 Jus t v. Lane County, 50 Or LUBA 399 (2005) 
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The position of Lane County regarding the definition of the term 
"ownerships" as it applies to RCP Goal 4, Policy 15(b) appears to 
be that it relates to legal lot status. Thus, the criterion can be read 
as "Predominantly contiguous, legal lots of 80 acres or larger in 
size." This reading is consistent with a philosophy that larger 
acreages of forestland lend itself more easily to efficient forest 
management and that multiple ownerships of adjacent forestlands 
make this goal more difficult. A corollary to this premise is that if 
a person or entity owns adjacent legal lots of forestland, there is 
nothing that· prevents that person or ·entity from selling those lots, 
thus making it more difficult to manage that land, collectively, for 
commercial or industrial forest purposes. The interpretation of the 
tenn "ownerships" as being synonymous with legal lot status is a 
practical recognition of this fact and is consistent with a 
characteristic that more accurately represents impacted forestlands 
than non-impacted forestlands. This interpretation does not give 
any traction to the appellant's argument, which is based upon an a 
definition of"ownerships" that is synonymous with a "tract." 

The County's interpretation of the term "ownerships" in RCP Goal 
4, Policy 15(b)(2) is awkward and contrary to the common usage 
and understanding of that term. I personally find that it makes 
more sense to equate that tem1 with "tract," which has a definition. 
in the Lane Code, statute, and common usage. But as pointed out 
by LUBA in its decision, the County could have used this term but 
choose not to. Because I cannot say definitively that the use of the 
tenn "ownerships" is incorrect I must therefore defer to what I 
believe was the policy interpretation of the Board of 
Commissioners. 

The subject propetty does not meet this characteristic of Non
Impacted Forest Lands. 

(3) Predominantly ownerships contiguous to other land utilized 
for commercial forest or commercial farm uses. 

The applicant argues that "commercial forest uses" be considered 
to be synonymous with industrial forest operations. I must · 
categorically reject this interpretation. Nowhere in the policies of 
RCP Goal 4 is the te1m "industrial forest land" mentioned let alone 
discussed in a manner to suggest that the plain meaning of the term 
"commercial" is somehow intended to morph into the term 
"industrial" when the zoning of forestland is being considered. If 
the Board of Commissioners, in the policy guidance provided by 
Policy 15, had intended to change the plain meaning of 
"commercial" or to preclude·F- 1 zoning of parcels subject to 
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Small Tract Forest tax deferral it would have been a vety easy 
thing to do. There were a lot of factors that went into the zoning of 
forest land in Lane County and historical happenstance as well as 
the tax status and ownership size were just some of the factors. The 
applicant overemphasizes the reference to industrial forest 
operators that appears in Ordinance 1236. 

The mere presence of commercial tree species does not make 
P.roperty subject to a commercial forest use and by the same token 
a parcel less than 80 acres in size does not eliminate that property 
from consideration as being a commercial operation. The test of 
whether a parcel is under commercial forest use is best detetmined 
by the actual use of the property not just a paper analysis of its 
size, defenal status and the size of its owner's timber holdings. 

As used in the context of this criterion, I believe that the term 
"commercial" means managing the land primarily for pmposes of 
n1aking a profit. That is, there must be a primmy intent to harvest 
and sell trees or to fann and that intent must be divined from the 
actions of the landowner as well as the characteristics of the 
forestland. RCP Goal 4, Policy 1 emphasizes the protection of the 
state's forest economy by making possible economically efficient 
forest practices that assure the continuous growing and harvesting 
of forest tree species. Surely this policy is not limited by practice 
or intent to lm·ge "industrial" forest ownerships but is also intended 
to encourage commercial operations that do not rise to this scale. 

In Ordinance No. PA 1212; the Board ofConunissioners explicitly 
found that cpmmercial farm or forest uses predominate on parcels 
adjacent to the subject pi:operty".3 Specifically, the Bom·d found that 
tax lots 2600 and 101, adjacentto the east, and tax lot 1400, 
adjacent to the south, were in commercial farm or forest use. 
Further, the Board found that tax lot 2202 adjacent to the north, 
contained a forest-related dwelling and was a small woodland 
operation. Tax lot 4100, adjacent to the north, is zoned F- 1 and has 

. been conunercially harvested and replanted. The same is true of 
tax lot 40.1, adjacent to the south. 

The Board considered properties to the iast, across the railroad 
right-of-way and Lost Creek and also considered a larger area that 
included two unincorporated communities, 65 dwellings outside of 
these communities, and a mixture of commercial industrial and 
public uses. However, there was no discussion as to why these 
uses, which are located one-quarter mile or more from the subject 

3 Exhibit B, Findings ofFact and Conclusions of Law, to Ordinance No. PA 1212 pg. 9. 
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property and are not directly accessible to the subject property, 
would make commercial forest management impractical. That is, 
the subject property does not have access to properties to the east 
because of the creek and railroad -right-of-way and is otherwise 
sunounded by F-1 zoned land and commercial farin and forestry 
'operations. Therefore, I must conclude that the subject property is 
well insulated from rural residential development and the 
proximity of a major road, two factors that historically can exert 
negative pressure on the management of forestland. 

The subject property meets this characteristic ofNon-Impacted 
Forest Lands. 

(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for 
forest management. 

Primary transportation access to properties in the area adjacent to 
and nearby the subject prope1ty is via Rattlesnake Road, a local 
collector. The subject property does not abut Rattlesnake Road but 
initially takes access through a half-mile long, private 30-foot 
wide road.( easement) that enters tax lot 2100, several tax lots away 
from the subject property. This road was created in 1993 for timber 
management purposes. The applicant then has a one-third mile 
long, 60:--foot wide easement through tax lots 2100 and 2202 and 
ultimately through the center of tax lot 4100 to access the subject 
property. 

The applicant argues that, for purposes of this criterion, that 
Rattlesnake Road is the road that must be considered, pointing out 
that "a single- use logging access is not a road." However, Lane 
Code 15.010(18)(e) defines a "local road or street" as a road 
intended solely for the purpose of providing access to adjacent 
properties. This provision explicitly provides that a road need not 
be County-maintained or even accepted by the Board of 
Commissioners as a local access road or a county road. Indeed, 
Lane Code Section 15.0 1 0(3 5)( e)( vi) uses the terms "easements" 
and ''private roads" interchangeably and m.akes it clear that they 
are considered as "roads" under Chapter 15 of the Code. 

Clearly, the access easement utilized by the applicant was initially 
intended to provide forest management access to the subject 
property and other properties in the immediate area. Subsequently, 
a limited amount of development has occurred along this easement 
and it now provides primruy access to residential development on 
tax lot 2100 and forest management access to tax lots 2202, 4100, 
4200, 1800 and 401. With the exception of the residential use on 
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tax lot 2100, I must conclude that this access primarily serves 
forest-related uses. 

Because the road (easement) that provides access to the subject 
property primarily serves forest management uses this 
characteristic ofNon-Impacted Forest Lands has been met. 

(5) Primarily under commercial forest management. 

The subject property was mostly logged in 1993 and has been 
replanted at a stocking rate of200 trees per acre. The subject 
property has been used primruily for commercial forest 
management. 

In summary, the subject property exhibits at least four of the five 
characteristics of property that characterize land that should properly be 
zoned non-impacted fore·st land. · 

c. Impacted ForestLand Zone (F-2, RCP) Characteristics 

(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by J'esidences or 
nonforest uses. 

The applicants' concede that the subject property is not developed 
with a residence or other non-forest use. The application is 
therefore inconsistent with this characteristic of impacted 
forestlands. 

(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres o1·Iess in size. 

As explained above, the ownership of the subject property is 
consistent with this characteristic as well as Policy .15. b.(2), above. 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less than 
80 acres and residences and/or adjacent to developed or 
committed areas for which an exception h;ts been taken in the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

The subject prope1iy abuts four tracts; tax lot 401, a 18 .7 acre tract 
owned by AJK, LLC; tax lot 2600, a 98 acre tract owned by the 
Stoteras; tax lots 1 0 1 and 30 1, a 13 9-acre tract owned by 
Brown/Farnsworth; and the Southem Pacific Railroad right-of
way. The latter tract borders the subject property on the east and 
has a minimum width of200 feet in the area near the subject 
property. An "eyeball" estimate of the length of the west em 
perimeter ofthat right-of-way, from the southern edge of tax lot 
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1800 to the north em edge of tax lqt 2 1 00 is about 4,500 feet. This 
would make the area of the right-of-way in this area at about 
900,000 square feet or over 20.5 acres. As the right-of-way 
extends for an unknown·number of miles, it can be assumed that 
this tract represents an excess of 80 acres in area. 

An area "generally contiguous, to . the subject property can be 
defined by an area bounded on the no11h by the curve of the 
Southern Pacific Railroad right-of-way, on the east by Highway 
58, on the west by Rattlesnake Road and on the south by the 
southem boundary of Section 17, Township 19, Range 01. The 
area that is characterized as being "generally contiguous" to the 
subject property, excluding those tracts that are adjacent, varies 
greatly in character. Within this area to the south of the subject 
property is tax lot 1500, assessor's map 19- 01-17. This parcel is 
198 acres in size and is zoned F-1. Also to the south and 
southeast, is a tract comprised of tax lot 1400, assessor's map 19-
01-17 and tax lot 1400, assessor's map 19- 01-18 owned by Merle 
Brown. The former tax lot is 139 acres in size and is zoned F-1 
and the latter is 171 acres in size and is zoned F-2. To the west, 
along Rattlesnake Road, are tax lots 1302, 1200,200, 100, and 
102, assessor's map 19- 01-18. These tax Jots are 20 acres in size 
or less and are zoned F-2. 

To the northwest are tax Jots 2500, 2400, 2300,2301,2302,2303, 
2304 and 2305, assessor's map 19- 01-07. Tax lots 2500 and 2400 
are 99 and 65 acres in size respeCtively, and are zoned E-40. The 
remaining tax lots are less than 6 acres in size and are zoned RR-5. 
North of the subject property are tax lots ·2202 and 2100. These tax 
lots are less than 20 acres in size and are zoned F-2 . 

.To the east ofthesubject property, across the Southern Pacific 
Railroad right-of-way m1d Lost Creek, is the Cornmw:tity of 
Dexter. This communit)' is comprised of several "developed and 
committed" areas that contain residential, commercial and 
industrial uses. In general, these uses are 300 feet or more from the 

. subject property and most are located on the east side of Lost 
Creek. · 

After applying the "generally contiguous" standard, I must 
conclude that the subject property meets this characteristic of 
Impacted Forest Lands. 
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(4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and 
roads, intended primarily for direct services to rural 
residences. 

The question of whether the subject property is provided with a 
level of public facilities, services and roads that are intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences was addressed in a 
prior hearings official decision of mine that was affirmed by the 
Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals.4 In this decision, I opined that 
the tem1 "provided" meant that the services and facilities were 
reasonably accessible. I also found that in that decision that the 
character of the area and the County's classification of the road in 
question that the road was intended to primarily provide facilities 
and services to mral residences. 

Policy #6 of the RCP's Goal Eleven: Public Facilities and Services 
chapter describes minimum service levels for various land · 
designations but no description is provided for Impacted Forest 
Land.• A reading of descriptions for other designations reveals that 
the phrase "public facilities and services" includes schools, 
electrical service, telephone service, a rural level of fire and police 
protection, and reasonable access to a solid waste facility . . 

The question then is whether the public facilities, services and the 
private road/easement are intended pdmarily for direct ·services to 
rural residences. The subject property lies within the Pleasant Hill 
School District, Emerald People's Utility District and Dexter Rural 
Fire Protection District service bolmdaries. The property is also 
can be provided telephone service by U.S. West. 

The subject prope1iy, as well as the other properties in the area that 
have access to a full range of services normally available to a mra1 
residence, including police and fire coverage, school, electricity, 
telephone, and solid waste disposal. These facilities and services, 
however, are only available if extended through the private 
road/easement that provides access to the subject property and 
adjacent parcels. At the present, the road only serves one 
residential use, one forest-management dwelling, and four parcels 
that have been used for commercial forest management operations. 
For this reason, I believe that the subject property does not meet 
this characteristic oflmpacted Forest Lands. 

4 Application ofTom Liningerli'vferle JYeiner, Lane County Hearings Official Decision in PA 06-6170 (July 
16, 2007 (rev.)); Hermanson v. Lane County, 56 Or LUBA 433 (2008) 
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The subject prope1ty has two of the four characteristics that the RCP has 
ascribed to Impacted Forest Lands. 

Policy 15 requires a conclusion that the characteristics of the land 
correspond more closely to the characteristics of the proposed zoning than 
the characteristics of the other forest zone. In the present case, the subject 
prope1iy exhibits four of the five characteristics ofNon- Impacted Forest 
Land-and two of the four characteristics that would denote Impacted 
Forest Land. On this basis of this analysis, the request for the rezoning of 
the subject property to F-2 Impacted Forest Land is inconsistent with RCP 
Forest Land Policy 15 and must be denied. 

The proposed rezoning is not consistent with applicable criteria of the Laile Code and the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

~~ 
Lane County Hearings Official 
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1 ub. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: * * * * (2) Predominantly 
2 contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size." 
3 
4 Under this characteristic the property should be F-2, not F-1. The application 

5 materials show that the subject properties consist of two tax lots owned by CJK, LLC 

6 totaling about 50 acres. There is no adjacent land in the same ownership. ExhibitS, 

7 Bates 350-351. The Hearing Official concurred in his decision. Exhibit AA, Bates 614-

8 615. 

9 ub. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: * * * * (3) Predominantly 
10 ownership contiguous to other land utilized for commercial forest or commercial farm 
11 uses. " 
12 
13 Under this characteristic the property should be F-2, not F -1. The application 

14 materials document in great detail each piece of property that is contiguous to the subject 

15 property, explaining why none of the contiguous properties is in "commercial" use. 

16 ExhibitS, Bates 351-354. Information is summarized in Table F, Bates 353-354. 

17 Information provided includes Tax Lot Number, Owner, Parcel Size, Other Holding by 

18 the same owner elsewhere in Lane County, and tax deferral status. 

19 The critical issue in applying this standard tums on the meaning of the term 

20 "commercial." The term is not explicitly defined in the zoning code or the plan. A 

· 21 meaning is needed that allows the decision maker to distinguish between "commercial" 

22 types of forest use and "noncommercial" types of forest use. 

23 The Plaintiff suggested a distinction between "commercial" and 

24 "noncommercial." ExhibitS, Bates 351-354. The distinction drawn by the Plaintiff was 

25 reflected the County Board's previous interpretation of Policy 15 as being "crafted as a 

26 means to distinguish large-scale industrial forest land from small-scale non-industrial 

27 forest land." ExhibitS, Bates 351, quoting Ordinance No. 1236 page 8. Similarly, the 

C-s\<-
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County Board' s 2005 rezoning decision for the subject property included language 

indicating that the F -1 IF-2 dichotomy as attempting to distinguish between "large-acreage 

industrial forestry" and "smaller-scale woodland operation." ExhibitS, Bates 137. 

Plaintiff, therefore, suggested that "commercial forest use leans toward public 

lands and lands that are large scale and in industrial forest operator control and 

ownership." Exhibit S, Bates 3 51. Plaintiff explained that the Oregon Department of 

Revenue (ODR) maintains a list oflarge-scale industrial timber land owners, and 

provided a copy of that list. ExhibitS, Bates 352. These large-scale owners do not 

qualify for the Small Tract Forest (STFO) tax deferral. Jd. In summary, Plaintiff 

suggested that "commercial" forest uses are those conducted by the large-scale, industrial 

forest operators, as listed by the ODR. None of the forest land contiguous to the subject 

property is owned by one of the listed large-scale owners. Therefore, although the 

subject property is in forest use, it is not in "commercial forest use" in the meaning of this 

standard. 

The Hearing Official applied a different meaning to the term "commercial." He 

said: [Exhibit AA, Bates 616 para 3] 

"As used in the context of this criterion, I believe that the term 
"commercial" means managing the land primarily for purposes of making 
a profit. That is, there must be a primary intent to harvest and sell trees or 
farm and that intent must be divined from the actions of the landowner as 
well as the characteristics of the forestland." 

The fundamental shortcoming of this definition is that it does not provide a basis 

for distinguishing between F -1 and F-2 land. BJh F -1 and F-2 lands are Forest lands, 

and they both allow for the harvesting of ti~er. The zoning code establishes an 

identical purpose for each zone. 

C::s-K 
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"The purposes of the *** [zone] are: (a) To implement the forest land 
2 policies of the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan and the forest land 
3 policies of the Eugene/Springfield Metro Area General Plan; and (b) To 
4 conserve forest land for uses consistent with Statewide Planning Goal #4 
5 * * * *" 
6 In each zone, some owners will be managing their property with the intent to make a 

7 profit, while other owners will not. Furthermore, an owner in the F-1 zone might manage 

8 his property to make a profit one year, but not in the next. The same could be true for an 

9 owner in F-2 zone. 

10 Picking a zoning classification based on the intent of the owners of adjacent lands 

11 about whether they want to make a profit from their own uses is not a workable way to 

12 distinguish between F-1 and F-2 zones. 

13 This standard is troublesome one, in view of the fact that forest land owners 

14 zoned F-1 and owners zoned F-2 are the same in terms of growing trees, harvesting trees, 

15 and selling the product for money, presumably to make a profit. So, how is one to sort 

16 out "commercial" operators from non-commercial? Plaintiff has relied on county plan 

17 documents to suggest separating the industrial scale operators from the others. Under that 

18 typology, there are no contiguous commercial forest ownerships. 

19 "b. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: * * * * "(4) Accessed by arterial 
20 roads or roads intended primarily for forest management. 
21 
22 Under this characteristic the zoning should be F-2, not F-1. The property is not 

23 accessed by an arterial road. The closest public road is Rattlesnake Road. It is shown on 

24 Exhibit Z, Bates 604, attached to this memorandum. The Hearing Official confirmed 

25 what the Lane County Transportation Plan shows: Rattlesnake Road is a "collector" road, 

26 not an arterial. In its 2005 decision rezoning this property to F-2, the County Board 

27 applied this standard to Rattlesnake Road, noted its status as a collector, noted its status 

c:s-'(_ 
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3. Policy 15(b)(2), (c)(2) (predominantly contiguous ownerships 80 
acres or larger); 

The hearings official concluded that this characteristic weighed in favor of zoning the 

prope1iy F-2. Relator concurs with the hearings official. Intervenors rely on the argument 

presented in their Opening Memorandum. 

4. Policy 15(b)(3) (predominantly ownerships contiguous to other 
land utilized for commercial forest or commercial farm uses) . 

This characteristic calls upon the decision maker to determine the uses on contiguous 

lands and to determine whether commercial farm or forest uses exist on those contiguous 

properties. In its application, Relator asse1ied that the term "commercial forest use" should be 

interpreted to be synonymous with industrial forest operations. In other words, Relator contends 

that unless there is a large, industrial-sized forestry operation occurring on most of the 

contiguous properties, this characteristic weighs in favor of an F-2 zoning. The hearings official 

decidedly rejected that assertion. The hearings officer's analysis is succinct and reasonable and 

is therefore recited here verbatim: 

"The applicant argues that "commercial forest uses" be considered to be synonymous 
with industrial forest operations. I must categorically reject this interpretation. Nowhere 
in the policies ofRCP Goal 4 is the term "industrial forest land" mentioned let alone 
discussed in a manner to suggest that the plain meaning of the term "commercial" is 
somehow intended to morph into the term "industrial" when the zoning of forestland is 
being considered. If the Board of Commissioners, in the policy guidance provided by 
Policy 15, had intended to change the plain meaning of "commercial" or to preclude F-1 
zoning of parcels subject to Small Tract Forest tax deferral it would have been a very 
easy thing to do. There were a lot of factors that went into the zoning of forest land in 
Lane County and historical happenstance as well as the tax status and ownership size 
were just some of the factors. The applicant overemphasizes the reference to industrial 
forest operators that appears in Ordinance 1236. 

"The mere presence of commercial tree species does not make property subject to a 
commercial forest use and by the same token a parcel less than 80 acres in size does not 
eliminate that property from consideration as being a commercial operation. The test of 
whether a parcel is under commercial forest use is best determined by the actual use of 
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the property not just a paper analysis of its size, deferral status and the size of its owner's 
timber holdings . 

"As used in the context of this criterion, I believe that the tenn "commercial" means 
managing the land primarily for purposes of making a profit. That is, there must be a 
primary intent to harvest and sell trees or to fann and that intent must be divined from 
the actions ofthe landowner as well as the characteristics ofthe forestland . RCP Goal 4, 
Policy 1 emphasizes the protection of the state's forest economy by making possible 
economically efficient forest practices that assure the continuous growing and harvesting 
of forest tree species. Surely this policy is not limited by practice or intent to large 
"industrial" forest ownerships but is also intended to encourage commercial operations 
that do not rise to this scale. 

"In Ordinance No. PA 1212, the Board of Commissioners explicitly found that 
commercial farm or forest uses predominate on parcels adjacent to the subject property. 
Specifically, the Board found that tax lots 2600 and 101, adjacent to the east, and tax lot 
1400, adjacent to the south, were in commercial fann or forest use. Further, the Board 
found that tax lot 2202 adjacent to the north, contained a forest-related dwelling and was 
a small woodland operation. Tax lot 4100, adjacent to the north, is zoned F-1 and has 
been commercially harvested and replanted. The same is true of tax lot 401, adjacent to 
the south. 

"The Board considered properties to the east, across the railroad right-of-way and Lost 
Creek and also considered a larger area that included two unincorporated communities, 
65 dwellings outside of these communities, and a mixture of commercial industrial and 
public uses. However, there was no discussion as to why these uses, which are located 
one-quarter mile or more from the subject property and are not directly accessible to the 
subject property, would make commercial forest management impractical. That is, the 
subject property does not have access to properties to the east because of the creek and 
railroad -right-of-way and is otherwise surrounded by F-1 zoned land and commercial 
farm and forestry operations. Therefore, I must conclude that the subject property is well 
insulated from rural residential development and the proximity of a major road, two 
factors that historically can exert negative pressure on the management of forestland. 

"The subject property meets this characteristic of Non-Impacted Forest Lands." 
Record 615-17 (footnote omitted). 

Relator reasserts its narrow interpretation of the term "commercial forest use" to refer 

only to large industrial-scale forest operations. It rejects the hearings official's interpretation that 

"commercial" means managing the land primarily for purposes of making a profit. It argues that the 

hearings official's interpretation fails to distinguish between F-1 and F-2 lands. Plaintiffs Opening 

Memorandum at 14. Relator appears to misunderstand the purpose of the characteristic. The 
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1 characteristic seeks to determine what types of uses are occurring on lands contiguous to the land 

2 proposed to be rezoned. It does not matter whether that contiguous land is zoned F -1, F-2, EFU or 

3 rural residential. If the surrounding uses are predominantly non-resource uses or mere hobby farms, 

4 then the F-2 zoning could be appropriate. However, ifthe uses on contiguous properties are 

5 
"commercial" farm or forest uses, then the F-1 zone is appropriate. 

6 
The dictionary definition of the term "commercial" includes: "of, pertaining to, or 

7 
characteristic of commerce;" "prepared, done, or acting with sole or chief emphasis on salability, 

8 

9 
profit, or success;" and "able to yield or make a profit." Random House Webster's Unabridged 

10 
Dictionary, Second Edition. The hearings official 's interpretation is entirely consistent with the 

11 dictionary definition of the term "commercial." 

12 Relator also contends that the "for profit" definition proposed by the hearings official is 

13 unworkable. Plaintiffs Opening Memorandum at 15. It asserts that the correct zoning of a particular 

14 property should not turn on the intentions of the owners of adjacent properties. Land use in Oregon, 

15 especially with regard to forest and farm lands, is entirely dependent on the business or commercial 

16 
nature of the resource uses in question. The very definition of forest lands under Statewide Planning 

17 
Goal4, for instance, addresses the commercial capability of those lands. Goal 4 defines "forest 

18 

19 
lands" broadly to include "lands which are suitable for commercial forest uses including adjacent 

20 
or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations or practices and other forested 

21 lands that maintain soil, air, water and fish and wildlife resources." Further, Statewide Planning 

22 Goal 3 (Agricultural Lands), is to preserve and maintain the state's agricultural lands. Under the 

23 language of the Goal, "agricultural lands" are defined as lands with certain productive soils and 

24 "other lands which are suitable for farm use . .. " The term "farm use" means "the current 

25 
employment of land for the primary purpose of obtaining a profit in money ... " ORS 

26 
215.203(2)(a). The statewide land use framework with regard to farm and forest lands and uses 

age 11 -INTERVENORS' RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S OPENING MEMORANDUM 

Anne C. Davies, OSB# 91014 

~~~ \V 1 nth .A·''"!IW 

Eugene, Oregnn rp I () I 

(54 1) 953-2 11 9 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

tum on the profitability (large and small) of the resource land and uses on those lands. Clearly, 

the use of the term "commercial fore st uses" is intended to include all commercial forestry 

operations--not only those that are able to tum a huge profit, but also those that obtain a modest 

profit as well. 

6. Policy 15( c )(3) (ownerships generally contiguous to tracts less than 80 
acres and residences and/or adjacent to developed and committed areas) 

Intervenors rely on their discussion of this characteristic set forth in their Opening Brief. 

7. Policy 15(b)(4) (accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for 
forest management) 

As Relator explains, in 2005, the applicant had urged the County Board to consider 

Rattlesnake Road as the relevant road under this characteristic. The County Board followed 

Relator's analysis, and considered Rattlesnake Road, a county collector that is not intended 

primarily for forest management. The County Board therefore concluded that this characteristic 

for F-1 property was not satisfied. However, when Relator made the same assertion in this 

application, the hearings official concluded just the opposite. 

The hearings official understood the error in Relator's and the County Board's analysis. 

Any property, whether appropriately zoned F -1 or F -2, is ultimately accessed via a main county 

or public road that is not intended for forest management. Under Relator's and the County 

Board's analysis, no property would ever be considered appropriate for F-1 zoning. The 

hearings official provided the following analysis of this characteristic: 

"Primary transportation access to properties in the area adjacent to and nearby the 
subject property is via Rattlesnake Road, a local collector. The subject property does not 
abut Rattlesnake Road but initially takes access through a half-mile long, private 30-foot 
wide road (easement) that enters tax lot 2100, several tax lots away from the subject 
property. This road was created in 1993 for timber management purposes. The applicant 
then has a one-third mile long, 60-foot wide easement through tax lots 2100 and 2202 
and ultimately through the center of tax lot 4100 to access the subject property. 
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1 accepted by the Board of Commissioners as a local access road or a county road . 
Indeed, Lane Code Section 15.01 0(35)(e)(vi) uses the terms 'easements' and 

2 'private roads' interchangeably and makes it clear that they are considered as 'roads' 
under Chapter 15 of the Code. 

3 
"Clearly, the access easement utilized by .the applicant was initially intended to 

4 provide forest management access to the subject property and other properties in . 
the immediate area. Subsequently, a limited amount of development has occurred, 

5 along this easement and it now provides primary access to residential development 
on tax lot 2100 and forest management access to tax lots 2202, 4100, 4200, 1800 

6 and 401. With the exception of the residential use .on tax lot 2100, I must conclude 
that this access primarily serves forest-related uses. 

7 
"Because the road (easement) that provides access to the subject property primarily 

8 serves forest . management uses this characteristic of Non-Impacted Forest Lands · 
has been met." Record 617-618. 

9 

10 

11 
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lri looking at the easements that connect the subject property to Rattlesnake Road, the Hearings 

Official took note the initial easement was created in 1993 for forest management of all the 

property to which it ran, including the subject property. Record 175-180, 681-685. The rest of the 

easements depend upon this one and the existence of forestland dwellings does not turn those . 

easements into access roads intended primarily for non forest management uses.2 The two forest-

related residences on forestlands (tax lots 2100 and 2202) do not change the nature of the forest 

use on those properties into something other than forest management. In light of all that, the 

Hearings Official correctly concluded access is provided by a road intended primarily for forest 

management and not primarily for direct services to rural residences. Record 617-618, 620-621. 

The Hearings Official appropriately focused the commercial forest management analysis on 

a reasonable interpretation of "commercial" and consideration of several factors to determine 

whether properties were utilized for "commercial" farm or forest uses. Record 607-621 . He gave 

little credibility to · the same argument plaintiff-relator makes to this court, that somehow 

"commercial" forest management should only include large-scale industrial forest operations rather 

than looking at the actions of the property owner to see if they were directed at growing, harvesting 

25 2 Efforts by a current owner to prohibit use of a portion of the easement from serving forest uses should not 
be considered significant in the analysis of the nature of the entire roadway. 
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and selling trees with the primary purpose of making a profit. Specific findings and interpretations 

2 of the Hearings Official indicated his analysis, as follows: 

3 "The applicant argues that 'commercial forest uses' be considered to be synonymous 
with industrial forest operations. I·· must categorically reject this interpretation. 

4 Nowhere in the policies of RCP Goal 4 is the term 'industrial forest land' mentioned 
let alone discussed in a manner to suggest .that the plain meaning of the term 

5 'commercial' is somehow intended to morph into the term 'industrial' when the zoning 
of forestlaf)d is being considered. If the Board of Commissioners, in . the policy 

6 guidance provided to Policy 15, had intended to change the p)ain meaning of 
~commercial' or preclude F-1 zoning of parcels subject to Small Tract Forest tax 

7 defer·ral it would have been a very easy thing to do. There were a lot of factors that 
went into the zoning of forest land in Lane County and historical happenstance as 

8 well as the tax status and ownership size were just some of the factors. The 
applicant overemphasizes the reference to industrial forest operators that appears in 

9 Ordinance 1236. 

10 "The mere presence of commercial tree species does not make property subject to a 
commercial forest use and by the same token a parcel less than 80 acres in size 

11 does not eliminate that property from consideration as being a commercial operation. 
The test of whether a parcel is under commercial forest use is best determined by 

12 the actual use of the property not just a paper analysis of its size, deferral status and 
the size· of its owner's timber holdings. 

13 
"As used in the context of this criterion, I believe that the term 'commercial' means 

14 managing the land primarily for the purpose s of making a profit. That is, there must 
· be a primary intent to harvest and sell trees or to farm and that intent must be divined 

15 from the actions of the landowner as well as the characteristics of the forestland. 
RCP Goai 4, . Policy 1 emphasizes the protection of the state's forest economy by 

16 making possible economically efficient forest practice that assure the continuous 
growing and harvesting of forest tree species. Surely this policy is not limited by 

17 practice or intent to large 'industrial' forest ownerships but is also intended to 
encourage commercial operations that do not rise to this scale. 

18 
"In Ordinance No. PA 1212, the Board of Commissioners explicitly found that 

19 commercial farm or forest uses predominate on parcels adjacent to the subject 
property. [footnote omitted] Specifically, the Board found that tax lots 2600 and 101 , 

20 adjacent to the east, and tax lot 1400, adjacent to the south, were in commercial 
· farm or forest use. Further, the Board found that tax lot 2202 adjacent to the north, 

21 contained a forest-related dwelling ·and was a small woodland operation . . Tax lot 
41 00, adjacent to the north; is zoned F-1 and has been commercially harvested and 

22 replanted. The same is true oftax lot 401, adjacent to the south." Record 615-616. 

23 The Hearings Official made short work of the analysis as it related to the subject property, noting it 

24 was mostly logged in 1993 and was replanted at a stocking rate of 200 trees per acre. Record 

25 618. In essence; commercial forest management is not limited to large-scale, industrial forest land 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON FOR LANE 
JJ / ••• 

wi4R I t ~ ······· M 
COUNTY 

STATE OF OREGON, ex rel CJK, LLC 

Plaintiff-Relator, 

vs. 

LANE COUNTY, an Oregon local 
government 

Defendant. 
and 

MERLEBROWN,GwnNDOLYN 
FARNSWORTH, and LAND WATCH 
COUNT, 

Intervenor-Defendants, 

Circuit 71 
By CourtFo 

ila 

Case No. 16-09-11508 

ORDER 

TillS MA TIER came before the Court for a hearing on January 21, 2011 based upon a stipulated 
record of almost 700 pages. The Court received argument and briefing from Plaintiff, Defendant, and 
Intervenor -Defendants and took the matter advertisement. The Court having now completed a review of 
the record and the authorities cited by Cotmsel; is fully advised to the premises whereof and rules as 
follows: 

This matter is properly before the Court pursuant to the jurisdiction conferred upon the Court by 
ORS 215.429 and 34.130. All parties to this proceeding-concur t.Pat subsection (5) of ORS 215.429 
reverses the preponderance of the evidence burden of proof from the applicant to the governing body and 
Intervenors . The parties further stipulated to certain portions of the record that establish the subject 
property is a 50 acre parcel zoned F-1 {non-impacted forest lands) and is comprised primarily of sloping 
land ranging from 2% to over 30%. The parcel is currently undeveloped and is located approximately 1.4 
miles south of Highway 58 between the communities ofTrent and Dexter. Timber on the property was 
harvested between 1993 and 2000 and was replanted. No designated class I streams are located on the 
property or adjacent to the subject property and no wetlands or flood hazard areas are on the subject 
property. 
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The Plaintiffs application for a zoning change seeks. to rezone the 50 acre tract from F -1 to F -2 
(impacted forest lands). All parties further agreed, as does the Court, that this zoning application turns on 
an analysis of whether the subject parcel meets a majority of the respective plan characteristics for F-1 or 

F-2. Stated another way, if a majority of the five plan characteristics for F-1 are not met in the property 
should be zoned F-2 by default. Alternatively, if a majority of the four plan characteristics for F-2 are 

met the property should also be re-zoned F-2. 

Based upon the record and the burden of proof the Court concludes that only the first listed 
characteristic for F-llands has been satisfied. Specifically the Court ~ejects the hearing officer's 
interpretation of the term "commercial" for the simple reason that does not provide any basis for 
distinguishing between F1 and F2land. Both zoning classifications embrace the growing of trees, 

harvesting trees and their subsequent sale presumably for profit. That being the case the Court is 
persuaded that previous interpretations by the County Board that "commercial" forest use distinguishes 
large scale industrial forest' operations from small-scale nonindustrial forest use operations is the meaning 
that was intended for this term. Regarding the road access characteristics the Court concludes that 
whether a proper focus should be on the nearest public roadway (which is not an arterial road) or roadway 

easements directly serving the subject property this characteristic has not been met because. the various 

easements were granted either without restriction in the entirety, serve residences on adjacent property or 

contained restrictions for residential use and precluding forest use. 

Turning to the issue of the charactenstics or F-2 zorring, the Court finds that characteristics two, 
three, and four are satisfied. Again, the Court finds that the hearings officer was factually in error with 
regard to services provided to residences on adjacent property. A residence duly authorized on F-2 

property constitutes a rural residence for purpose of this characteristic dealing with public facilities, 
services, and roads, now therefore; 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the Court fmds that the Plaintiffs application to rezone subject 
property from F-1 to F-2 is consistent with the general purpose statement of Chapter 16 of the Lane 

Code, the standard set forth above, and should be approved. The Court directs Plaintiff to submit an 

appropriate general judgment to the Court consistent with the fmdings above. 

DATED this lk_ day of March 2011. 

Prepared by M Smith 

Orde r/16-09-11508/Page 2 

CHARLES D. CARLSON 
CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE 
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Policy 3: 

Prohibit residence on Non-Impacted Forest Lands except for the maintenance, repair 
or replacement of existing dwellings. 

Because the subject property is already developed with a residence, this policy further 
supports a zoning ofF-2 Impacted Forestlands. 

Policy 16: 

Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest land shall be zoned 
Non-impacted Forest Lands (F-1, RCP) or Impacted Forest Lands (F-2, RCP). A 
decision to apply one of the above zones or both the above zones is a split zone 
fashion shall be based upon: 

a. A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristic of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other 
forest zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are specified below in 
subsection b and c. This conclusion shall be supported by a statement of 
reasons explaining why the facts support of the conclusion. 

CharacteristLCS of the land, ot the ownership of it, control the analysis. (See Exhibit S -
Ord. PA 1236, pg. 8). Focus i_s on the subject property and theJaru ·n the im.mediate 
viGinity. L€)gallot status is irrelevant. Ownershjp means, ' land being_proposed for 
r ezoning." Ihis can be an entire RW erty or a-pmiion of it. Where it is a portion of a 
larger lot, analysis is limited to the portion under consideration for rezone. See Ord. P A 
123 6, page 9 - 1 0. The critical focus of the analysis in on the property proposed for 
rezoning and the characteristics that property has that mitigate toward consideration of 
applying F-1 or F-2. See Ord PA 1236, page 9. 

The analysis under Goal Four, Policy 15 does notre uired aureoise mathematical 
computation since the focus is on a 1 fl1e characteristics and whether on 15a ance-,--nt'~1e,_, and 

pmposed for rezoning more clesely corresp011ds'io he F-1 or F-2 characteristics. (See 
ExhibitS- Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10) 

b. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or non forest 
uses." 

The Cow1,ty has eten11ined that tl1is provision focuses on the subject roperty itself (not 
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surrounding property) and whether it is devgloped with residences or nonforest uses. See 
Exhibit P and S. The absence of residential development or other nonforest use is a 
characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

The subject property is developed with a homestead dwelling constructed in 1900. 
Therefore, the subject property does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

Response: Under Ordinat1G PA 1236 (~~),the focus is 011 the subject property and 
any underlying contigu,ously held properties. Contiguous is defined as, 

"Having at least one common boundary line greater that1 eight feet in length. Tracts of 
land under the satne ownership and which are intervened by a street*** shall not be 
considered contiguous. *** The intent of this provision is to look within the lat1d being 
rproposed for rezoning to determine whether or not that land being proposed for rezoning 
consists of contiguous land owned by the applicant that is 80-acres or larger in sizes." 
(Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). 

In other words, if the property being proposed for rezoning contained within it four parcels 
all owned by the san1e owner, and each of the parcels was 21 acres, then the land proposed 
for rezoning would contain 84 acres. But if the property proposed for rezoning was a 40-
acre portion of a larger 160 acres parcel or a 40 acre lot contiguous to four 20-acre parcels 
owned by the applicant, review is restricted to the 40-acre subject property. 

Being a large, contiguously held property is a characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

The subject property is 78 acres of contiguous ownership. Therefore, the subject property 
does not meet this F -1 characteristic. 

"(3) Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized for commercia/forest 
or commercial farm uses." 

Response: TJ;e County has de ermined that tllis provjsion focuses on RTO erty adjacent to 
(contiguous to) the subject property, ana w Lether it is ti lized for commercial forest/farm 
uses. See Exllibit P and S. While not conclusive, the following factors can be considered 
in determining whether surrounding uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel size, 
tax deferral, and other factual information. However, the determination of whether a 
property is in "commercial" fatm or forest use is weighed against a different set of 
standards. 
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The County has interpretgd Policy J 5 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industr ial fo rest aNd..from. smaii-scale non-inaustria:I..fmest land." Ordinance J 36, 
page 8. 

"Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and develo ed-with residential uses or other 
nonforest ZJSes, generally received Impacted.Yorest lana ( ~ [w ning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managedforest land.s_, forest lands-that vere not impacted 
by nonforest usesJ_particularJY.. in the ownership o(industrial {oresl operators, were 
[zoned} as Nonimpacted.Forest Lands (F-1)." Ordinance 1236,-:Page 9. Emphasis added. 

Based on the above, conm1ercial forest use leans toward public lands and lands that are 
large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Examples of lands that 
fall squarely under the umbrella of "large scale industrial forest land" include lands owned 
by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than 2,000 acres of land in forest use in 
Lane County); Weyerhaeuser (1668 holdings and more than a 100 thousand acres ofland 
in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Industries (200 holdings and more than 2,000 
acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (168 holdings and more than 
1,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); and McDougal Bros (92 holdings and 
more than 1,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County). See Exhibit TT. This is just a 
sample. There are hundreds of similar industrial forest land companies holding property in 
Lane County. 

The Oregon Department of Revenue keeps a yearly list of large-scale industrial timber 
owners. That list is included as Exhibit TT. Of the adjacent property owners, only 
Rosboro is on the list. See Exhibit TT. 

Having commercial farm/forest uses on property adjacent to the subject property is a 
characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

There are seven properties adjacent to the subj ect property. See Exhibits EE and Table A, 
above. The details are set out in Table F below. Only one of the contiguous properties is 
in commercial forest use. None are in commercial farm use. 

Table F 
Contiguous Prope~~ Commercial Use 

Tax Lot Ownership Parcel size Holdingsr. Comments 
Lane Cou ty 

\ Parcels/a res 

Ex.TT 
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Based on the above, of the seven contiguous properties, one is in commercial forest use 
and six are not. 

Therefore, the subject property does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

It is worth noting that even ifTLs 700 (west) and 500 are considered to be in commercial 
forest use, the subject property still does not meet this F-1 characteristic because, even 
then, only three of the seven are in commercial forest use. 

"(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest management. 

Response: 1.]re County has determined that tllis provision focuses on the subjeGt property 
and the ty_pe of acoess to it. See Exhibit F . ccess by an arterial road or forest 
management road is a characteristic ofF -1 zonin . oro \ "2-'b~ 

The subject property has direct access to Marcola Road, a local collector. The purpose of 
Marcola road is to move traffic from Hwy 228 to Springfield and to support local 
residential transportation. Therefore, the subj ect property does not meet this F -1 
characteristic. 

"(5) Primarily under commercial forest management." rJZ '1.1'1:, '-" 

Response: The County has determined that this provision focuses on rhe 4ject property 
and whether it is utilized o · commercial forest/fann uses. See Exhibit PP ..... Wbile not 
conclusive, the following factors can be considered in determining whether surrounding 
uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel size, tax deferral, and other factual 
information. However, the determination of whether a property is in "commercial" farm or 
forest use is weighed against a different set of standards. 

The County bas interpreted Policy 15 as being "craiJed as a m_eans to distinguish large
scale 1ndustxial forest an froJ11 small-scale non~ndustrial forest Jan d." Ordinance 1236, 
page 8. 

"Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership o(industrial forest operators, were 
[zoned} as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1)." Ordinance 1236, Page 9. Emphasis added. 
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larger in size 80 acres 
3. Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands No. Only one contiguous 
utilized for commercial forest or commercial farm uses. ownership out of seven are 

utilized for commercial forest 
or fmm uses 

4. Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended No. Adjacent to Marcola 
primarily for forest management. Road, a local county road. 
5. Primarily under commercial forest management. No. The property is small-

scale nonindustrial land and 
is therefore not in 
commercial forest use. 

CONCLUSION Should not be zoned F -1 
because it none of the 
characteristics 
(0 of 5) 

(c) Impacted Forest Zone characteristics: ***" 

"(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

Response: Tile County has deten11inecl 1at this provision focuses on the subject 
property itself (not sunoundingj)roperty) ana whether it is deve ope witl 
residences or nonforest uses. See Exhibits PP. A property developed with 
residence or other nonforest use is a characteristic ofF-2 zoning. This criterion is a 
minor ofPolicy 16(b)(l). 

The subject property is developed with a residence constructed in 1900. See Exhibits GG 
and I. It is cunently occupied. Therefore, the subject prope1iy meets this F-2 
characteristic. 

u(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres of less in size. 

Response: The County has detem1ined that this provision focuses 011 file subject 
propeLiy itself (not sunounaing prope1iy) and its size. See Exhibit PP. Property 
containing 80 acres or less is a characteristic ofF-2 zoning. 

The subject property is 78 acres, smaller thm1 80 acre threshold. Therefore, the subject 
property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

Please note that the Board of County Commissioners has already determined that portions 
of property can be rezoned. Ordinance 1236, Pages 9-10 and 14, attached as Exhibit PP. 
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"(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less then 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an 
exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan." 

Response: The County has determined that the fo cus ofihis criterion is on contiguous 
prope11ies and prope1i ies in the "general area." (Oua. PA 1236, pg. 1 0). 

Ordinance 1236 interprets "generally contiguous" to mean in the geJ)eral area. Seej)ag& 
10 of he Ordinance. Exhibit PP. The di~tance can be pushed in se>me or all directions and 
can cross roads, streams and other barriers. (Ord. P A 1236, pg. 1 0). How wide and how 
far is detennined on a case by case ba_sts. (Ord. PA 1n 6 pg. 10). This provision is two 
fo ld: F-:Z should be apy Ued (1) where adjacent and nearby-properties are less than 80-
acres and develo _ed, or (2) where adjacent or nearby properties are within a developed or 
conunitted exception area. 

Ordinance 1236 interprets "adjacent" to mean general vicinity. }:he term adjacent looks. 

"even further eyon e near:by tracts or across intervening right ojwa31;, to ac:"'kno_wi edge 
th "mpact of velopment.within developed and committed exception areas ini he general 
viciJ1ity of the land being proposeiifor rezoning It is a broader look at the complete 
tapestry of use_s ana ?levelopment;, parlicularl)!. nonresource uses, ·n he general area_ It 
does nol depen on condguit;y for har consideration." Ordinance 1 23 6~ E_age 0. 

Generally Contiguous Tracts: There are 34 tracts that are "generally contiguous," as the 
term is addressed in Section I.D, page 5 above. These tracts are included in Table A, 
above. Of the 34 generally contiguous tracts, 24 (71 %) are less than 80 acres and contain a 
dwelling. 

Developed and Committed Tracts: The subject property is adjacent to a developed and 
committed exception area to the northeast, east and southeast. There are 34 tracts in the 
"general vicinity," as the term is address in Section I.D, page 5 above. Of the 34 tracts, 24 
(71 %) are in developed and committed exception areas. 

In summary, of 34 "generally" contiguous tracts, 71 percent are less than 80 acres and 
contain a dwelling and 71 percent are in a developed and committed exception areas. 
Therefore, the subject property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

"(4) Provided with a level of p ublic facilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 
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About half of Oregon's 61 million acre land base is forestlands. State-owned forestlands represent 

about three percent of Oregon's forest ownership. The largest owner of forestland in Oregon Is t he 

federal government with 59 percent. Private ownership accounts for 35 percent. 

Salem Headquarters 

Address 

Location 

Office Hours 

Phone 

2600 State Street, Salem, OR 97310 

Building D (Main Floor) 

8:00a .m. to 5:00p.m., Monday through Friday 

503-945-7357 

Fax 

Web 

503-945-7376 

http://www.oregon.gov/ODF/STATE_FORESTS/state_forests.shtml 

Contact Information 

Position 

Division Deputy Chief 

Resource Specialists Manager 

Asset Management Manager 

Planning and Policy Specialist 

Research and Monitoring Specialist 

Office Manager 

Recreation and Education 

Tillamook Forest Center website 

Recreation 

Forest Tours 

Public Use 

Firewood Cutting 

Soecial Forest Products 

Public Participation 

Name 

Liz Dent 

Rosemary Mannix 

Ed Deblander 

John Barnes 

~ 

Berta Bodi 

Telephone Number 

503-945-7351 

503-945-734 7 

503-945-7348 

503-945-7481 

503-945-7228 

503-945-7486 

The Oregon Department of Forestry relies on two advisory committees to provide informed Input about 
issues facing management of state forests. 

The Forest Trust Land Advisory Committee is an advisory group of elected County Commissioners 

mandated by statute that advise the Oregon Board of Forestry and Department of Forestry on matters 
related to state forestland managed by ODF. Counties depend on revenue generated from management 
activities on these lands. The committee meets about six times per year. Time is set aside at each 
meeting for public comment. 

The State Forests Advisory Committee represents diverse interests and provides input to the 

http: //cms.oregon.gov/odf/pages/state _forests/state _forests.aspx 
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department and the board on state-managed forestland In northwest Oregon. Committee membership 
includes environmental, recreational and timber industry groups, revenue-receiving counties, as well as 
general public members not affiliated to a specific Interest group. The committee meets four to five 
times per year with time scheduled at each meeting for public comment. 

Want to help Oregon's state forests and be out amongst the trees? ODF welcomes the assistance 

of~. 

Timber and land Assets 

Timber Sales 

Reforestation Contracts 

Forest Management and Planning 

Ornft Fjscal Year 2013 Annual Ooerations Plans 

2012 Approved Implementation Plans- North Cascade District and West Oregon District 

Forest Management Plans 

District Implementation Plans 

Annual Operations Plans 

Forest Roads 

Historical Site Preservation 

Forest Research and Monitoring 

Reoorts and Research 

Monitoring 

Western Oregon State Forests Monitorina Plan project 

Wildlife and Streams 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

Habitat Development 

Stream protection 

http ://cms.oregon.gov/odf/pages/state _forests/state_ fore sts.aspx 
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Restoration Projects 

Watershed Analysis 

Annua l Reports 

Several weeks following the conclusion of the Fiscal Year on June 30th, Oregon Department of Forestry 
staff provide a report on the acheivements, performance measures and economic outputs of state 
forest land to the 15 Oregon counties that benefit from Board of Forestry lands, and report to the State 
Land Board on the performance of Common School Lands that are managed by ODF through agreement 
with the Department of State Lands . 

These annual reports provide many detailed statistics regarding the performance of state-owned forests 
and revenues transferred back to local communities, either to general government or to schools . 

Report to the Council of Forest Trust Land Counties 

2011 Annual Reoort- Fiscal Year July 2010-June 2011 [PDF 3.24 Mb) 

2010 Annual Report- Fiscal Year July 2009-June 2010 [PDF 12 Mb] 

2009 Annual Report- Fiscal Year July 2008-June 2009 [PDF 1.46Mb) 

2008 Annual Report- Fiscal Year July 2007-June 2008 [PDF 5Mb) 

2007 Annual Reoort- Fiscal Year July 2006-June 2007 [PDF 6 Mb] 

Status of Common School Forest Land Management- State Land Board 

2011 Annual Report- Fiscal Year July 2010-June 2011 [PDF 1.24Mb) 

2010 Annual Reoort- Fiscal Year July 2009-June 2010 [PDF 9 Mb] 

2009 Annual Reoort- Fiscal Year July 2008-June 2009 [PDF 1.4 Mb) 

2008 Annual Report- Fiscal Year July 2007-June 2008 [PDF 4 Mb) 

2007 Annual Report- Fiscal Year July 2006-June 2007 [PDF 3.24 Mb] 

County Revenue Distributions 

Oregon Department of Forestry County Revenue Distributions 

State Forests Revenue to Counties 2009 - 2012 

• March 2009 

·~ 

[Excel; 118 KB) 

[Excel ; 229 KB) 

September 2009 [Excel ; 221 KB) 

December 2009 [Excel; 174 KB) 

• ~ [Excel; 526 KB) 

• ~ [Excel; 165 KB) 

• Seotember 2010 [Excel; 205 KB) 

• December 2010 [Excel; 182 KB) 

• March 2011 

·~ 
·~ 
·~ 
• March 2012 

·~ 

[Excel; 96 KB) 

[Excel ; 133 KB) 

[Excel; 179 KB) 

[Excel; 200 KB) 

[Excel; 115 KB) 

[Excel; 156 KB) 

http: / /cms.oregon.gov I odf/pages/state _forests/state_ forests.aspx 
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I us GOVERNMENT 

16-45-27-
00-01200 
17-03-03-

lo0-00600 
17-12-15-

I00-01103 
17-12-15-
00-01106 
17-35-05-
00-00300 
18-02-20-
00-01801 
18-07-06-

100-01800 
I 18-10-11 -
00-00700 
18-10-11-
00-00700 
18-10-11 -
00-00700 

118-11-16-

00-00300 
22-02-00-

u-04600 

010086452 

0144996 

4193429 

Ul II 
0141934371[ 

-141934451 

10770493 

US GOVERNMENT 

US GOVERNMENT 

US GOVERNMENT 

US GOVERNMENT 

US GOVERNMENT 

US GOVERNMENT 

OVERNMENT 

US GOVERNMENT 

II 
IDI us GOVERNMENT IDD 

US GOVERNMENT 

US GOVERNMENT 

US GOVERNMENT 

OVERNMENT 
LR, 
17-03-31-
11-05100 

025822611211 E 7TH AVE STE II EUGENE II97401IIUS GOVERNMENT IIEUG 
II 101 

17-03-31- UI025822611211 E 7TH AVE STE 
11-05100 301 

17-03-31 - nl0258226
11

211 E 7TH AVE STE 
11-05100 351 
17-12-22-
00-00900 

0~189954 HWY 101 

~n1 1 

liEUG I EUGENE 119740111us GOVERNMENT I._ liEU 

Jl t:uu I EUGENE 11974011[US GOVERNMENT "-· ·- UEUG 

FLORENCE 1197 43911 US GOVERNMENT ·oo 
lll 
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19-15-05- Ul144053411~~30 PENINSULA II FALL 119743811 US GOVERNMENT 
II IU 00-01500 .. CREEK 

18-07-06- 011231495118719 WALTON 1197490 II us GOVERNMENT 
II 10 00-01800 TRANSFORMER RD 

21-02-06- 01422219411 IDI~~~~VERNMENT DEPT OF 
IDO '00-01700 

15-01-00- 01000001611 
ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
I 10 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-01-00- 01000005711 
ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01 -00- 01000011511 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-00- OI0000131 II 

ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-01300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-00- [11000016411 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-01600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-00- 01000021411 

I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-02300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-00- Ol 0000297ll 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-03000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-00- Ol 0000321 II 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I II~ 00-03300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-09- 01000036211 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-15- Ol 0000412ll 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-15- 01117681511 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-21- Ol 0000545ll 

I ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-23- 01000101411 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-24- 01000124611 

ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00202 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-24- 01000130311 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00800 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-27- 01000138611 

ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-27- [II0001410 II 

I ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-28- 01000154311 

I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-32- Ol 0001667ll 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-32- 01000167511 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-33- 01000183211 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-01-33- ~I I ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
DO 00-01000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-01-33- OI0001881 II 
II ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
I 10 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-02-00- 01000189911 
II ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-02-00- 01000191511 

II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-02-00- 01000192311 

II II~ US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-02-00- Dl 0001956ll 

II ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

DO 00-00600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
r---1 ,-------, ,--, 
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! 15-02-25- Ul 0002020 II IU US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I IU 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-06-00- 01002142611 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-00- 01002143411 ID us GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-06-00- 01002146711 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-06-00- 01002156611 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-00- 01002157411 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-06-00- 01002158211 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-01700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-06-00- 01002161611 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-00- OI0021640 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-02300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-00- 01002165711 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-00- 010021731 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-03100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-06-00- [11002177211 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-00- Ol 0021798ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-06-15- 01002189711 I II~ US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-15- 01002191311 I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-34- 01002231711 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-06-35- 01002237411 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022507ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-07-00- 01002251511 I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022523ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022564ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-00900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- 01002257211 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- [II 0022580 II I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-01000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
15-07-00- Ol 0022598ll 

II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022630 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022648ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-01500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022655ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022663ll I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- OI0022671 II II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022689ll II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01800 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

,.----, 
" " 

,-----, 
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15-07-00- Ul 0022697
11 IU 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I IU 00-01800 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- OI0022721 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-02100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022788 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022796ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-02800 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022846ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-00- Ol 0022879ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-35- Ol 0023190 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-35- Ol 0023232 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-07-35- Ol 0023349ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-01400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-08-00- Ol 0023562 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00102 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-08-00- Ol 0023646ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I II~ 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-08-00- Ol 0023695 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-08-00- 01002370311 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01101 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-08-00- Ol 0023869ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-02400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-08-00- Ol 0023877 11 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-08-09-
010023901 II II ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
I ID 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-08-15- Ol 0023968ll II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

15-25-00- Ol 0027084ll II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- 01002752211 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- 01002754811 I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- Ol 0027571 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00800 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- Ol 0027597ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- 01002765411 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-01500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- Ol 0027688ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- Ol 00277 46ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- 01002775311 I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-02000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- Ol1314630 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 10 00-02000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- [II 0027803 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- Dl 0027860 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-00- nl0027902 11 1n US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
I 1n 00-03600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
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16-01-06- Ul 0028421 II I IU 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF LJU 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-07- O l 0028488 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01 -09- Ol 0028900 II ID us GOVERNMENT DEPT OF D O 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-09- Ol 0028926 ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I II~ 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-11- O l 0029403ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF D O 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-11- Ol 0029411 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-11- Ol 0029429 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-17- Ol 0029775 ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-19- 01003191211 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-02300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01-19- 011179876 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-01 -21- Ol 0032225ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-00- Ol 0032233 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-00- [II 0032290 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-00- Ol 0032316 ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-00- Dl 0032332 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-00- Ol 0032357 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-01300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-00- Dl 0032381 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-00- Dl 0032399 11 I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF D O 00-01700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-01 - O l 0032415 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-22- Dl 0034445 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF D O 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-23- 010034510 II I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-25- Dl 0035327 11 I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-25- Ol 0035335 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-27- Dl 003580611 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-02-33- Dl 003650711 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-03-13- 010038321 II I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-03-30- DI0040251 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-00- Ol 0063568ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-00- Dl 0063667 ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-00- Dl 0063683ll II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF D O 00-01500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

,----, ..---, 
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16-06-00- UI0063857II IU 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I IU 00-03100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-03- Ol 0064327ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-01200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-11- Ol 0064673 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-12- Ol 0064723ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-12- Ol 0064 7 49ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-17- Ol 0065035 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-17- Ol 0065050 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-17- 01006512611 II~ US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-21- Ol 0065605ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-27- Ol 0066637ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-33- 01006731211 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-01000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-33- Ol 0067353 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-06-35- Ol 0067 452ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- 01006855911 I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- Ol 0068567 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- 01006858311 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- Ol 0068591 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- Ol 0068609ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- 01006867411 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- Ol 0068682 11 I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- OI0068740 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-01700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- [II 0068815ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- Ol 0068849ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-02600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- 01006887211 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- Dl 0068880 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-00- 01006891411 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-03100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-03- Dl 0069300 II II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-07- Ol 0069508 11 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I II~ 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-07- Dl 0069524ll II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-11- Dl 0070266 11 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

,----., ,-----, 
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16-07-15- U l 0070464ll IU 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I IU 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-18- [ II 0070951 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-19- Ol 0071827 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DL loo-oo9oo INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-07-31- 0 10072379 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-00-
010072460 II I ID 

us GOVERNMENT DEPT OF II 
I oo-oo1oo INTERIOR BLM O&C I II_ 

16-08-00- O l 0072486 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF II 

r--

loo-oo3oo INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-00- 01007249411 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-00- Ol 007250211 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00301 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-00- 0 1007254411 I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-13- Ol 0072783 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-18- CE":1 
II 

ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-19-
ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00100 0100728741 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-19- O l 0072908 ll II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF loo-oo4oo INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-24- n l 0072940 II II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

ILJ l7295711 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEP 

~UU'tUU INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-30- 0 10072999 11 I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-30- Ol 0073005 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-30- O l 0073013 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF D ! loo-oo6oo INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-08-35-
01

0073021 II II~ US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-09-01- O l 0073393 ll ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-09-36- O l 0073732 ll I ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-12-33- 0 11835006 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00202 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-15-00- 010076586 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 00-00900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-15-00- OI0076651 II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

16-15-00- 0 10076719 11 ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF D O 00-02200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

Page 1 ~ ~ ! §. 
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Standard Property Search Results 

907 data row(s). Click the "Refine Search" button if property of interest is not found . 

Current search parameters: Owner match type= contains; Name= "us government"; 

Page 12 ~!~ 
Maplot SIC Account# Site Mail City ~ Owner City Limits UGB 

Address 

116-15-00-00- 101 007672711 IDDigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 02300 
116-15-00-00- IDI 0076800 II IDDigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 02900 
116-15-00-00- 101 0076859 11 IDDigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II IQ 03200 
16-15-00-00- 101007686711 IDOig~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II IC 03300 
16-15-00-00- 11]1007691711 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II IC 03800 
16-15-00-00- 101007695811 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IC 04200 

116-15-00-00- 101 007696611 IDDigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IC 04200 
116-15-00-00- 101007701411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM JC 04500 
116-15-00-00- 101007704811 IDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM JC 04800 
116-15-00-00- 101 007706311 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JC 05000 
116-25-00-00- 101007728711 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 1 IC 01900 
116-25-00-00- 101 007734511 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM !DC 02500 
116-25-00-00- 101 007739411 JDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDC 03000 
116-25-00-00- 101007747711 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IC 03800 
116-25-00-00- 101007757611 JDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM !DC 04700 
116-25-00-00- 101 007765911 JDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II JC 05400 
116-25-00-00- 101 007770911 JDDigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IC 05800 
116-25-27-00- IIJI0077931 II JDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM !DC 00200 
116-25-27-00- IOI0078251 II JDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II IC 02500 
116-25-28-00-04100 101007881411 JDDigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM !DC 
116-25-33-00-00400 IOI0081271 II JDOI g~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II IL 16-25-33-00- 101 008133911 JDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM !DC 00900 
116-25-35-00-01500 101 008190911 JDOJgigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II IL 116-25-35-00-01500 101117576711 JDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM !DC 
116-35-00-00-02900 101008304611 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM !DC 
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116-35-00-00-03100 IUI0083061 II IUUI ~!govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IU 116-35-00-00-03200 101 0083079 11 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 116-35-00-00-03500 IOI0083111 II IDOl ~!govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 116-35-00-00-04100 101 0083178 11 ID Ol gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 1 10 116-35-32-00-00100 IOI 0083491 II IDOl ~!govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 117-01-00-00- 1010094779 11 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 00100 
117-01-00-00- 101 0094829 11 IDOl ~!govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 00600 
117-01-00-00-01200 IIJI 0094886 ll IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 117-01-00-00-02000 IIJI 0094969ll IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 117-01-05-00-00100 101 0095156 11 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM DO 
117-01-07-00- 101 0095222 11 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 00300 
117-01-09-00- 101009544611 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDO 00100 
117-01-17-00- IOI 0095701 II IDOl ~!govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 00600 
117-01 -19-00-00200 101 009588311 IDOl ~!govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 117-01-21-00-00200 1010095057 11 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM DO 
117-01-25-00-00600 IOI 0098200 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM ID 
117-01 -31-00-00700 1010101509 11 IDOl ~!govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 117-01-35-00-02100 1010104362 11 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM DO 
117-02-00-00-00400 IIJI 01 04446ll IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II ID 
117-02-00-00- IOI0104461 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00600 
117-02-00-00- 101010457811 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 01700 
117-02-13-00- 101010599711 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00200 
117-02-13-00- IOI0106011 II IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 00400 
117-02-13-00- 101010602911 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00500 
117-02-23-00- 101011053411 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00100 
117-03-01-00- 1010144897 11 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 00300 
117-03-13-00- 101014975511 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00100 
117-06-19-00- 101 050983411 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 00500 
117-06-31-00- 101051870211 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00200 
117-06-35-00- 1[11 052013811 IDOI~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00800 

,---, ,----, ,..-----, 
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117-07-00-00- lUI 0522928ll ILJUI gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IU 00400 
117-07-00-00- IOI 0523041 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 01400 
117-07-00-00- IOI 0523140 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 02400 
117-07-00-00- 101129834611 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 02400 
117-07-00-00- 101 052319911 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 02900 
117-07-00-00- 101 052322311 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 03200 
117-07-00-00- 101 052327211 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 1 ID 03700 
117-07-00-00- IIJI1298361 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM ID 03700 
117-07-01-00- IIJI 0523421 II IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 00300 
117-07-13-00- 101052370211 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 00400 
117-07-19-00-00200 IOI0523751 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II ID 117-07-19-00- IOI 0523801 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 100 00700 
117-07-23-00- 101 052410611 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 00200 
117-07-25-00-00800 IOI 0524411 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 117-07-27-00- Dl 0524601 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II ID 00600 
117-07-27-00- 1010524767 11 IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 01300 
117-07-27-00-01300 1010524775 11 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 117-07-29-00- 101052478311 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM ID 00100 
117-07-29-00- 101052482511 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM ID 00400 
117-07-31-00-00100 IIJI 0524866 ll IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM DO 
117-07-32-00-00400 IIJI 0524932ll IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 117-07-33-00-00100 l[ll 0524981 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 100 
117-07-33-00-00100 101123084411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II ID 117-07-33-00-00300 101052500411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 1 ID 17-08-00-00- IOI 0525020 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 00100 
117-08-00-00-00200 101 052503811 IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM I ID 17-08-00-00- 101052513711 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 01100 
117-08-00-00-01300 IOI0525160 II IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 17-08-00-00- 101 052524411 IDDigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 02000 
117-08-00-00- IOI0525251 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II ID 02100 
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117-08-00-00-02300 lUI 0525277ll IUUigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IU 117-08-00-00-02600 IOI 0525301 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 117-08-00-00-03100 IIJI 0525350 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDO 
117-08-00-00-03500 101 052539211 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 117-08-00-00-03800 101 052542611 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 117-08-00-00-06200 101 052565711 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDO 
117-08-01-00-00100 101 052569911 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 17-08-01-00- 101 05257 4911 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDO 00600 
117-08-03-00-00100 101 052585511 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 117-08-03-00-00800 101 052590511 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 1 10 
117-08-11-00-00100 101052654911 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 
117-08-18-00-00900 101 052722411 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 
117-08-33-00-00400 101052562411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM DO 
117-09-00-00-00100 1010527356 11 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 
117-09-00-00-00600 101 0527 40611 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 
117-09-00-00-00700 101052741411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 
117-09-00-00-00800 1010527 42211 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 
117-09-00-00-01000 1010527 44811 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM DO 
117-09-00-00-01200 101 0527 46311 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 
117-09-14-00-01600 IOI0528651 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 
117-11-19-00- 101 053509411 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 00600 
117-15-00-00- 101054570511 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM DO 00800 
117-15-00-00- 101054571311 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 00900 
117-15-03-00- 101 054648911 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 00300 
117-15-19-00- Dl 0550879ll IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 00800 
117-15-19-00- 1[11117667 411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 00800 
17-15-19-00- 101055089511 IDDigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM DO 01000 

117-25-00-00- 101 055108311 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 00100 
117-25-00-00- 101117668211 IDDigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDO 00100 
117-25-00-00- IOI0551091 II IDDigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDO 00200 

,.---, ,.-----, ,.-----, 
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17-25-00-00- IUI0551 125II IUUI gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IU 00500 
17-25-00-00- IOI0551141 II IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 00700 
17-25-00-00- 101055115811 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00800 
17-25-00-00- IIJI 0551224ll IDOl g~~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 01300 
17-25-00-00- IOI0551240 II IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 01500 
17-25-00-00- 1010551265 11 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 01700 
17-25-00-00- 1010551315 11 IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 02200 
17-25-00-00- 1[11 055132311 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 02300 
17-25-00-00- IOI0551331 II IDOl g~~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 02400 
17-25-00-00- 101055134911 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD :02500 

117-25-02-00-00300 101 055165311 IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 117-35-00-00-00300 101 055202411 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 
117-35-00-00-00400 101 055203211 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 
117-35-00-00-00500 IOI 0552040 II IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 
117-35-00-00-00600 101055205711 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 
117-35-00-00-00700 101 055206511 IDOig~~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 117-35-00-00-00701 101 055207311 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 
117-35-00-00-02300 101 055224811 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 
117-35-00-00-02400 101 055225511 IDOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 
117-35-00-00-02501 IOI1429800 II IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 
117-35-03-00-00500 101 055362611 IDOig~~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 
117-35-05-00-00100 101 055409511 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 
117-35-10-00- 101142978411 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 00301 
117-35-10-00- 101 055415211 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00400 
117-35-11-00- 101142979211 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00401 
118-01-00-00- 101 055545611 IDOig~~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 00300 
18-01-00-00- 101 055556311 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 01400 

118-01-00-00- 101055558911 IDOig~~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 01600 
118-01-00-00- Dl 0555613ll IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 01900 
118-01-00-00- IOI 0555621 II IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDD 01900 
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18-01-00-00-
02800 

18-01-00-00-
04200 

18-06-00-00-
00700 
18-06-00-00-
01000 

18-06-03-00-
00300 

1

:[ 18-06-03-00-
00400 
18-06-05-00-
--100 

0555647 

0555696 

0555704 

0555720 

0555761 

0555811 

0555829 

0555878 

0559599 I[ 

0559607 II 
0740595 

0753515 

0753614 

1010754745 

0754844 

0755155 
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US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM u 

-- 01 
~~ 90VERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

D 

L-JI ~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10! 
P====={~====~P===~~ ~ 
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118-06-11-00-00100 lUI 07555281! IUUigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IU 118-06-23-00-00400 IOI0756260 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 118-06-35-00-00100 101 0756633 11 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II ID 118-06-35-00- 1010756666 11 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 00300 
118-07-00-00- 101075689811 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 1 ID 00100 
11 8-07-00-00-00700 101075695511 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM ID 118-07-00-00-01000 101 075699711 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM ID 
118-07-00-00-01500 101075704511 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 1 10 
118-07-00-00- IIJI 0757060 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 01700 
118-07-00-00- 1[11 075709411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 1 10 02000 
118-07-00-00- 101 075710211 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 02100 
118-07-00-00- 101 075712811 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM DO 02300 
118-07-00-00- 101075714411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 02500 
118-07-00-00- 101075716911 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 02700 
118-07-00-00- 101075718511 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 100 02900 
18-07-00-00- 010757201 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 03100 
18-07-00-00- Ol 0757235ll IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 03400 

118-07-00-00- 101 075727611 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 100 03700 
118-07-00-00- 101 075729211 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 03900 
118-07-01-00- 101075731811 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 00100 
118-07-01-00- 101075732611 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 1 10 00100 
118-07-03-00- IOI0757391 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 00100 
118-07-11-00- 101 075835711 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 00200 
118-07-11-00- IOI0758381 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM ID 00500 
118-08-00-00- 101075851411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 00100 
Page 12 ~!~ 
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Standard Property Search Results 

907 data row(s). Click the "Refine Search" button if property of interest is not found . 

Current search parameters: Owner match type = contains; Name = "us government"; 

Page 1~ 31~ 
Map lot SIC Account# Site Mail City ~ Owner Ci!Y Limits UGB 

Address 

118-08-00-00- 101 075856311 JDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDD 00600 
118-08-00-00- 1010758589 11 IDOig~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 00800 
118-08-00-00- 1[11075865411 100 g~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM DO 01500 
118-08-00-00- IOI 0758670 II IDO gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM I ID 01700 
118-08-00-00- 101123167711 JDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDD 01700 
118-08-00-00- 1010758738 11 JDOig~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDD 02300 
118-08-00-00- IOI0758761 II IDOig~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 02600 
118-08-00-00- 101 0758829 11 JDOig~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDD 03100 
u18-08-00-00- 101 075885211 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 03400 
118-08-00-00- 1010758886 11 JDOig~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDD 03700 
118-08-00-00- IOI0758910 II IDOl g~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 

ID 03900 
118-08-01-00- 1010758985 11 JDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDD 00200 
118-08-05-00- IOI 0759090 II JDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM JDD 00100 
118-08-11-00- IIJI 0759355

11 
IDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 

ID 00100 
118-08-13-00- 1010759603 11 JDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDD 00800 
118-08-13-00- 1[11 075965211 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 

IC 01300 
118-08-15-00-
00100 IOI0759710 II JDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM JDC 

18-08-15-00- IOI1050101 II JDOig~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDC 00100 
118-08-21-00-
00100 101076021311 IDOig~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 

IC 
18-08-23-00- 101076037911 JDDg~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDC 00800 

118-08-27-00- 101076038711 IDOigi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 
IC 00100 

18-08-35-00- 101076042911 
II 

D g~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDC 
00100 

118-09-00-00-
03400 101076080911 IDOJg~govERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 

IC 
118-09-00-00- 101 076085811 JDOig~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDC 03800 
118-09-00-00- IOI0761211 II IDOl g~govERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 

IC 06800 
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1118-09-00-00-
06900 
18-09-14-00-
00200 

0300 
18-12-00-00-
00600 
18-12-02-00-
00100 

18-15-00-00-
01500 

I

'! 18-15-00-00-
02200 
18-15-00-00-

IUI0761229 ll 

lnl0761591 II 

1

0761 641 I[ 

II 076596411 

il 0767 481 II 
0773257 

0773265 

lUI 
lnlo773299 

lnlo774057 

0808376 

us GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IU 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

DOl gi~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

02800 F==l, ______ F9 • .-:::-~ - - ---- -- --- ---' l====ll 

18-15-25-00-
00100 

'! 18-15-31-00-
1 00200 
19-01 -00-00-
00400 

19-02-00-00-
03900 

1

19-02-00-00- II 

1 039oo 

0810521 

0822898 

89 

0823136 

0823201 

823466 

0823474 

I ~:;~~00-00- IDI 0823490 

I - - - :01 0823565 
~~ v-.vvv jr------1r=== 

OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

OlgigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 11 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
c 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BL 
O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR 
&C 
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19-02-00-00-
Io4800 
[9-02-00-00-
05200 
19-02-21-00-
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120-15-00-00- 101 092639211 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDO 00700 
120-15-00-00- IDI 0926400 II IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II ID 00800 
120-15-00-00- 101 092641811 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00900 
120-15-00-00- 101 092642611 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 01000 
120-15-00-00- 101 092643411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ID 01100 
120-15-00-00- 101 092644211 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM DO 01200 
121-01-00-00- 101 092840611 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 00600 
121-01-00-00- 101 092842211 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 00800 
121-01-00-00- IDI 0928471 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 01200 
121-01-00-00- 101 092864611 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDD 02400 
21-01-00-00- 1[11 092865311 IDOJgigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM JDD 02500 

r---1 r----1 .-----, 
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~_ _ _JgigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II IU 

~====~~=lp====lp===l=l gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 

0930741 

0930915 

0931137 I[ 

.------;I~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BL 
O&C 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

10n1~0VERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM If 

093 ' ~~~s~6"3s-oo- IUI0931293 11 IUDigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM I L-.1 

!121 -02-oo-oo- 1n1 093201 o 11 11 1n1 us GovERNMENT DE -- - - 1 ,--,I 
00600 
21 -02-00-00-
01000 

0932051 US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR 
O&C 

, _. ___ ll___j~[ ID DigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 1 

I - - ---- -- ..----.,0932218 11 'Dni~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
1 

0932424 

32473 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
c 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
c 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTE 
O&C 

Dl 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
: O&C 

1

[gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 100 
1 gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 
gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 100 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM ,-----, 

&C 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

U DI gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 1 

P=====~p======~P=====l.-. 
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121-03-13-00- IUI0941 524 II ILJUI gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IU 00500 
121-03-15-00- 101 094160711 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 00100 
121-03-15-00- 11]1 094162311 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 00300 
121-03-15-00- 101094164911 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 1 10 00500 
121-03-17-00- 1[11 094230811 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 00900 
121-03-19-00- 101 094242311 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 00100 
121-03-29-00- 101 094320711 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 00200 
121-03-29-00-00300 101094321511 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 121-03-33-00-00500 101094358711 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 121-04-00-00-00200 IOI 0943660 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 121-04-00-00-00400 101 094369411 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 121-04-00-00-00400 101094370211 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 121-04-00-00-00800 101 09437 4411 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 1 10 121-04-01-00-00100 101 094377711 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 121-04-01-00-00300 101094379311 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDO 
121-25-00-00-01100 101094515211 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 121-25-00-00-01100 IOI 0945160 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 121-25-00-00-02000 101 094528511 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM IDO 
121-25-00-00-02000 101094529311 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 121-25-00-00-03300 101094542611 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 121-25-00-00-03700 101 094546711 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 
122-01-00-00-00500 101 096648911 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM DO 
122-01-00-00-01200 101096659611 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 
122-01-00-00-01300 101096660411 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM 10 
122-01-00-00-02000 101 096667911 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 10 
122-01-00-00- 101 096669511 IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 10 02200 
22-01-00-00- 101 096672911 IDOigigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM IDO 02400 

122-01-00-00- IIJI 0966851 II IDOl gigovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 10 03000 
122-01-00-00- 1[11 096686911 IDO gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM DO 03100 
122-01-00-00- 1[11 096688511 IDO gigovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM DO 03300 

,---, ,----, r---1 
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·122-01-00-00-
1 03400 

[ 
22-01-00-00-
03700 
22-01-00-00-

22-01 -00-00-
03900 

lUI 0966893 1 
]I 110966927 

0966935 

0966943 

0966950 I[ 

0966984 

0967032 

0967222 

7 

Ul~igovERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM I[ 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
c 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

Page 7 of7 

~OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II I 
c OVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II 101 

us GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM II ID 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

T DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 

11;;~1v·05-00- iHI0967826II 1H1~0VERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 11 I 

= D 
[ 
22-01-09-00-

; 00300 
22-02-00-00-
00100 

Page 1 g~ 4 §. 

( LQg _Qff J 

6 

0968287 

8352 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
O&C 

I us GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM I' 
jO&C ! 

1

1 ~igovERNMENT DEPT oF INTERIOR BLM II 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM 
c 
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Standard Property Search Results 

907 data row(s). Click the "Refine Search" button if property of interest is not found . 

Current search parameters: Owner match type = contains; Name = "us government"; 

Page 1 ~ ~! 5 

Maplot SIC Account# Site Address Mail Citi gp_ Owner Citi Limits UGB 

22-02-00- Ol 0968451 II II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-02500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-02-00- Ol 0968469

11 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-02-00-

B 09684771 BB 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

EE 00-02700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-02-00- US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
00-03500 

0968592 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

22-02-00- Ol 0968600 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-02-00- Ol 0968634ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-03900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-02-00- Ol 0968782ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-04900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-02-00- Ol 0968816ll I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-05200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-02-00- Ol 0968857ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-05600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-00- Ol 0968907ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-00- 01096891511 I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-00201 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-00- Ol 0968964ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-00- [II 0969004ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-00- Ol 0969061 II 

I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01800 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-00- Ol 0969095

11 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-00- Ol 0969111 II I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I I[J 00-02300 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

22-03-00-

01
0969160 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

22-03-00- 01096919411 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-03000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-00- Ol 0969251 II I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

22-03-00- Ol 0969285ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-04- Ol 0969343ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

22-03-07- Ol 0969822ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-09- Ol 0970135ll I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
22-03-17- Ol 0970267ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

22-03-19- Ol 0970366ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

I 1n1 II II Ill I Ill 
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22-03-31 -
00-00400 
22-04-00-
00-00200 

23-01-00-
00-00500 

23-01-00-
00-00700 

23-01-00-
00-02000 
- . --

0971208 

09 

0972966 II 
0972982 

DE:J! 
010973162 r 

1

0973261 I 

0973287 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERN 
INTERIOR B 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

r----1 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 
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i 23-01-00- Ul 0973337
11 

IU us GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I IU 00-03900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-01-00- Ol 0973345

11 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-04000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-01-00- Ol 0973352
11 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-04100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-01 -00- Ol 0973402ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-04400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973444

11 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973469ll II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973485ll II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973519ll II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-02-00- Ol 0973535ll I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973592ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973634ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-01900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973675ll I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-02-00- Ol 0973691 II II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- [II 0973717ll II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-02600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- 01 097373311 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-02800 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-02-00-
01

0973741 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I 10 00-02900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973758ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03000 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-02-00- Ol 0973790 II I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- 01097381611 I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-03600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-02-00- Ol 0973824ll ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-03700 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- Ol 0973840 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 

I ID 00-03900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-02-00-

01
0973881 II I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-04200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-02-00- 01 097390711 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-04400 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
23-02-00- 01 097392311 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-04600 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-03-00- 01 097394911 ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-03-00- [II 0974012ll I ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I 10 00-00900 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-03-00- 01 097 403811 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-01100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-03-00- 01097415211 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF I ID 00-02200 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-03-03-
01097427711 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00100 INTERIOR BLM O&C 

23-03-05- 01097441811 II ID US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF DO 00-00500 INTERIOR BLM O&C 
r-------1 " " " 

,----, 
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23-03-11-
00-00300 
23-03-17-
00-00300 
23-03-17-
00-00301 
23-03-17-
00-00400 

15-01-00-
00-02500 
20-05-21-
00-00100 

00-02900 
18-12-23-
00-00902 

0974681 

0974772 

101097 48221[ 

1007838 

0974848 

UI0000230 I 
0109241991 

0758803 

1459567 

Page 1~~~5 

92042 HWY 101 

92072 HWY 101 

ROW RIVER 

73645 SHARPS 
CREEK RD 
38455 SHOTGUN 
CREEK RD 

26411 SIUSLAW 
RIVER RD 

I ?O 
SFORMER RD 

YACHATS 

II DORENA 

II DORENA 

I MARCOLA 11974541 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

Page 4 of 4 

D 

10 

I LORANE 1197451 I us GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR BLM O&C 

II WALTON 

US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIOR/BLM 
US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF 
INTERIORIBLM 

US GOVERNMENT IN TRUST II FLO 

[, Refin.,~'"R~~~}~~ ] l!J§_9y~r J 
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Standard Property Search Results 

1565 data row(s). Click the "Refine Search" button if property of interest is not found . 

Current search parameters: Owner match type = contains; Name = "weyerhaeuser''; 

Page 1 ~~!.§.~I~ 
Maplot SIC Account# Site Address City Limits UGB 

015093669 
~~======,--,, )303357 1 

~-~-~-=J,p ======][== 
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15-15-00-00-00200 

15-15-00-00-00300 

115-15-00-00-00500 
]15-15-00-00-00600 

15-15-00-00-0070 
- -- ----

15-15-00-00-01700 

15-15-00-00-01800 

15-15-00-00-01900 

15-15-00-00-02000 
15-15-00-00-021 00 

![WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

JnfWEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
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115-15-00-00-02200 
,, 15-15-00-00-0- . --
~- .. ,... ......................... 

15-25-00-00-00600 
[ 15-25-00-00-00601 
i[ 15-25-00-00-00700 
[ 15-25-00-00-00800 
[ 15-25-00-00-01000 
15-25-00-00-01100 

WEYERHAEUSERCOMPA 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

!WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
[WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
[WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
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1[16-01-00-00-01600 
16-01-00-00-01800 
16-01-00-00-01800 
16-01-00-00-01801 
16-01-00-00-01900 
16-0 1-00-00-021 00 

16-o1-oo-oo-o22oo lUI oo27779 
16-01-00-00-02200 lr-11 0027787 
16-01-00-00-02500 II 110027811 

n --• n .0[0027829 

00-03300 li==:JI 0027878 I [_II ...... I '-'"''""'-V~'-'" '-''-''' 
-- 00-03400 li=:JI 0027886 I 101 WEYERHAEUSER CONI! """ • I 
-- -- -- -- h---,l 0027910 I r---tl--. . . .. . . . -- --... I 

Page 1 ~~!§.§.I~ 

Page 4 of 4 

I~!J!lelB~.~~J ! ... ?~ 9.Y~L.J 
h b99 Qf:L] 
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Standard Property Search Results 

1565 data row(s) . Click the "Refine Search" button if property of interest is not found . 

Current search parameters: Owner match type = contains; Name = "weyerhaeuser" ; 

Page 12 ~ 1§. §. ?.. ~ 
Maplot 

16-02-01-00-00200 
6-02-01-00-00300 
6-02-01-00-00400 

Mail Ci!Y_ 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
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16-06-06-00-002 
16-06-06-00-00800 

116-06-08-00-00100 

116-06-08-00-00200 

116-06-11 -00-00302 

116-06-12-00-00500 
I 16-06-13-00-001 00 

-06-14-00-00400 
116-06-15-00-00200 

116-06-15-00-00300 

16-06-15-00-00400 
-t a na -t r:. "" 1"\f\t::n-t 

16-07-04-00-001 00 

16-07-

16-07-06-00-001 00 
116-07-06-00-00200 
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-07-07-00-00600 
116-07-07-00-00800 
116-07-08-00-00202 
116-07-08-00-00300 
116-07-08-00-00800 
16-07-09-0 

6-08-36-00-01500 
116-15-00-00-001 00 

116-15-00-00-00101 

WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
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16-15-00-00-00300 
16-15-00-00-00400 
16-15-00-00-00500 
· -. -- --- -- --

16-15-00-00-00800 
116-15-00-00-01 000 
11 6-15-00-00-011 00 
11 6-15-00-00-01 200 
16-15-00-00-01 300 

16-15-00-00-02400 
1116-15-00-00-02500 
1116-15-00-00-02501 
16-15-00-00-02600 

5-00-00-03500 
5-00-00-03600 
5-00-00-03700 

16-15-00-00-03900 
116-15-00-00-04000 
16-15-00-00-04001 

Page 12 ~!~§.I~ 

C Log· Off J 

Page 4 of 4 

WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

iF=====lc=J 
'L.;.IL;"-111"'\L.;.V"L;.n. '-'VIYirl""\n 1 tl lc=J 
·--·--· ··-··--- -----····· 'I lc:::::J 

lc=J 
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Standard Property Search Results 

1565 data row(s). Click the "Refine Search" button if property of interest is not found. 

Current search parameters: Owner match type = contains; Name = "weyerhaeuser"; 

Page 1 ~ 3 !§.~I!! 
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16-35-00-00-01000 
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16-35-00-00-0 1400 
16-35-00-00-02300 
17-01 -00-00-00200 
1 7-01-00-00-00300 
17-0 1-00-00-00400 
1 7-01-00-00-00500 
. -· ------ -· 

17-07-00-00-02800 
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17-07-12-

17-07-26-00-00100 
17-08-02-00-00501 
1 7-08-04-00-001 00 
17-08-04-00-00300 
1 7-08-04-00-00500 
1 7-08-09-00-001 00 
17-08-09-00-011 00 
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4173637 
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[1 7-15-02-00-00300 
,[ 17-15-02-00-00301 
!117 -15-02-00-00400 
''1 . - -------

17-15-03-00-00200 
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1
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l18-o1 -oo-oo-o39oo 101 o555845 I r-tl-- · · · · · · · ·- -- · · 

- · - -- r--u 0555852 

-01-00-00-04101 
-01 -00-00-04300 
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118-15-32-00-001 00 
118-15-32-00-00200 
118-15-33-00-00200 
118-25-00-00-00700 
18-25-00-00-00701 

- -25-00-00-00702 
-01 -00-00-021 00 
-01-12-00-00101 
-01 -12-00-00400 

lUI o8o9o28 
!Oio809036 
ICJio8o9275 
!Oio809564 
01 1140704 
011406808 
CII0810547 
Cll1423795 
Olo814523 

- · - - ---

I
I ·--·------·-- ,c::::::JI0822211 
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. - ·- . . 0823151 
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[19-15-32-00-00201 
1 9-15-32-00-00300 

20-01-00-00-05400 
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20-02-00-00-00900 
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120-02-00-00-05800 

!20-02-00-00-06000 
[ 20-02-00-00-06400 

j20-02-00-00-06500 

20-02-00-00-06600 

0-02-30-00-00400 

2 0-02-34-00-00301 

ij20-03-13-00-00600 
120-03-28-42-07200 

2 0-03-31-00-01500 

20-03-33-21-12 

20-04-22-00-00300 
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120-05-23-00-00400 
120-05-23-00-00500 
120-05-24-00-00900 
120-05-25-00-00300 
20-05-25-00-00400 

-00700 

12o-o6-oo-oo-o11 oo 1 

II---·-- . I I ILJIWEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
II--- . -.- I I 101 WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

II---·- . . I I IDIWEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
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]I II WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
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1-01-00-00-01501 
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121-01 -00-00-021 00 
121-01-00-00-02200 
121-01-00-00-02600 
121 -01-00-00-02700 
21-01-00-00-02800 
21-01-00-00-03000 
21-01-00-00-03001 
21-01-00-00-031 00 
·-·----- --

21 -01 -31-00-00604 
:121-01-31-00-00700 
1121 -01-31-12-02100 
[ 21-01-32-00-00100 
,[ 21-01-32-00-00200 
21-01-32-30-03900 -· -· ---- _..._ __ _ 

II ----- . - I r-;IWEYERHAEUSER COMPANY II lc=J 
... _ .. __ , • • -· ·--- ----- • .... I c=J 
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21-01 -34-00-00600 
21 -01-34-00-00700 
21 -01 -35-40-02700 
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I21 -01-35-40-03300 1Dio931624 IDiwEYERHAEUSER coMPANY IC] 
1121 -01 -35-40-03302 1Dio931632 IDiwEYERHAEUSER COMPANY lc=J 
121 -01 -35-40-03303 li:=Jio931640 IDiwEYERHAEUSER COMPANY lc=J 
I21 -01-35-40-03400 li:=Jio931657 IDiwEYERHAEUSER COMPANY lc=J 
-1-01-36-00-00100 ll=:JI0931699 IDIWEYERHAEUSER COMPANY lc=:J 
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21-02-14-00-01300 
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1-03-16-00-001 01 
21 -03-16-00-01301 
21 -03-16-00-01 900 

[ 21 -03-16-00-02000 
.[ 21 -03-18-00-00700 
21 -03-19-00-00400 
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[ 22-01-00-00-02100 
22-01-00-00-02300 
22-01-00-00-02301 
22-01-00-00-02800 

122-01 -00-00-02900 
122-01-00-00-03200 
[ 22-01-00-00-04100 
[ 22-01-00-00-04200 

22-01-00-00-06200 
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122-02-00-00-01600 
122-02-00-00-01800 
122-02-00-00-01 801 
122-02-00-00-02000 
22-02-00-00-02100 

- -- - -- --

22-02-00-00-02300 
:122-02-00-00-02301 
122-02-00-00-02302 
22-02-00-00-02400 
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- -- -- -- --- . 

22-02-00-00-03800 
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122-03-00-00-00300 

22-03-00-00-00500 

2-03-00-00-00700 

2-03-00-00-01000 
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[ 22-03-00-00-01900 
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122-03-29-00-00500 
22-03-30-00-00600 
22-03-30-00-00800 
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Current search parameters: Owner match type = contains; Name = "weyerhaeuser"; 

Page 1 ~ ~ 1 §. §. I 8 
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~g~g~1~~ 01097343611 II IDI ~~~~~~~EUSER I ~ 
23-02-00-

01
1141793

11 11 1
n

1
WEYERHAEUSER 

1 00-00101 COMPANY 

23-02-00-11 111141801 II II II II WEYERHAEUSER 
00-001 02 COMPANY 

23-02-00-
00-00700 
23-02-00-
00-00800 

0973451 

~~~~ .... ~... ID 
F:l 0:'::'9::'73::':6:':0:'::'0=llF========9i========llil WEYERHAEUSER ~o 

1141819 

0973626 

0973642 

0973667 

~~~~~?~~ Ul 0973725
11 II lUI ~~~~~~~EUSER II 10 

~~~~~~~~ 01097376611 II IDI~~~~~~~EUSER IDD 

23-02-00- 01097377411 I IDIWEYERHAEUSER I .-----.I 
00-03200 . . . COMPANY . 

23-02-00- 01 097378211 101 WEYERHAEUSER I 
00-03300 . . . COMPANY . 
23-02-00- nl 097380811 ln~l W~E~Y~ER~H~A'="Eu=:=:s==E::=R =====ll~ ====l 
00-03500 . COMPANY 

I I 
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1141835 

23-03-oo- 11 11 0973964 
00-00400 

23-03-00-101 09739721[ 
00-00500 
23-03-oo- 11 11 o97398o 
00-00600 

00-01000 
23-03-00- UI0974061 
00-01400 
23-03-00- 010974079 
00-01500 
23-03-00- 1111 097 4087 

23-03-00-
00-02700 

0974186 

0974194 

0974202 

WEYERHAEUSER 
COMPANY 

[
WEYERHAEUSER 
COMPANY 

IDIWEYERHAEUSER 
COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER 
COMPANY 

WEYERHAEUSER 
COMPANY 
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~g~~~B~~ UI0974210 II II ll_ji6'~~~~~~EUSER II IU 

~g~~~~~~ D~l II II~I~~~~~~~EUSER II ID 

23-03-oo- 1111 097 4236 I 
00-03000 
23-03-00-
00-03100 
23-03-00-
00-03200 

23-03-09- II 
00-00100 

110974673 

23-03-10- 0109747151; 
00-00200 

23-03-10- 111109747231 

23-03-10- Dl 097 4 7 49ll 
00-00500 
23-03-11-lfll 09747561 
00-00100 

0974806 

0974814 

0974855 

1411659 1180700 BOOTH 
KELLY RD 

0029841 1192430 CARSON ST 

II 

II SPRINGFIELD 

MARCOLA 

19-04-31-
00-00600 

08478871181572 CASSIDY LN II EUGENE 

IDI WEYERHAEUSER 
COMPANY 

http: //v2.rlid .org/property _search/standard.cfm?do=propsearch_standard.results 

II 10 

ID 

r------1 

8/30/2012 



RLID: Standard Property Search Results Page 4 of7 

22-03-06- UI09697561131576 CEDAR II COTTAGE 11974241 WEYERHAEUSER 
00-01500 CREEK RD GROVE COMPANY 

1
22-03-06- nl0969608

11
31587 CEDAR !.I COTTAGE 

11
97424

11
WEYERHAEUSER 

1 00-00200 CREEK RD GROVE COMPANY L__j 

!SWISSHOME 1197480II6'5~~~~~EUSER IDr--ol 

SWISSHOME II97480IIWEYERHAEUSER 

17-15-00-
00-00602 

17-02 -," ·-
00-024 
15-01-16-
00-00100 

BLACHLY 

0545523 1141608 DEERHORN II SPRINGFIELD 
RD 

0939130 1177474 DUGAN LN COTTAGE 
GROVE 
VIDA 

GOWDYVILLE 1,[ LORANE 

IGH BANKS II SPRINGFIELD 

DEADWOOD 

95618 MARCOLA RDIIMARCOLA 

16-03-12-10100383131134700 MCGOWAN 
00-00100 CREEK RD 

SPRINGFIELD 

21-02-31 - Ul 0935351 174974 MOSBY 
00-01000 CREEK RD 
21 -o:\-1 0- lr--11 0940898 117730( .. J QUAGL 

36829 ROW RIVER 
RD 

36833 ROW RIVER II COTTAGE 
RD GROVE 

DORENA 

7 ROW RIVER II DORENA 

SHARPS IIDORENA 
REEK RD 

DORENA 

COMPANY 

"''Yirl"\nJ 1 D 
D 

SPR SPR 

ID 

ID 

]IEUG EUG 

,IEDGI, EUG ]1 

~==~!=======l!=======ll____jl vv•••rl"'\1.,. 1 jL__j 
r-IIWEYERHAEUSER NR i!EDGII EUG I 

COMPANY L__j 
;;======1,.------, 
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17-04-27- 190111185091411 
I 

lUI WEYERHAEUS ER NR EUG 
IIEUG I 30-01400 COMPANY 

18-03-23- Ol1075710 II IDIWEYERHAEUS ER NR 
ID 10-05403 COMPANY 

18-03-23-
011075728 11 IDI WEYERHAEUSER NR 

DO 10-05404 COMPANY 
18-03-23- 01107573611 IDI WEYERHAEUSER NR 

II ID 10-05405 COMPANY 
21 -03-05- Ol 0938645ll IDI WEYERHAEUSER NR 

IDEJ 00-01600 COM PANY 
21-03-05- 190211185086411 [==] WEYERHAEUSER NR 

IDEJ 00-01701 COMPANY 
21-03-05- OI0938710 II ID I WEYERHAEUS ER NR 

II ID 00-02300 COMPANY 
21-03-07- 0 10939189 11 ID I WEYERHAEUSER NR 

IDD 00-001 00 COMPANY 
21-03-09- 011108123 11 ID I WEYERHAEUSER NR 

II II~ 00-02400 COMPANY 
17-04-27- 010458966 11 ~~ N BERTELSEN I EUGENE 1197402 11WEYERHAEUSER NR I~IEUG I 30-01600 COMPANY 
17-04-27- 01 0458941 II ~~ N BERTELSEN EUGENE 1197 402 11 WEYERHAEUSER N R IIEUG II EUG I 30-01400 COMPANY 
17-04-27- 01 0458875113890 CROSS ST I EUGENE 1197402 11WEYERHAEUSER NR I~I EUG I 30-00700 COMPANY 
17-04-27- 010458875113900 CROSS ST II EUGENE 1197402 11WEYERHAEUSER NR I~I EUG I 30-00700 COMPANY 
17-04-27- 010458891 113950 CROSS ST II EUGENE 1197402 11WEYERHAEUSER NR IIEUG IIEUG I 30-00900 COMPANY 
17-04-27- 010458909113970 CROSS ST I EUGENE 1197402 11WEYERHAEUSER NR I~IEUG I 30-01000 COMPANY 
17-04-27- 010458917113990 CROSS ST EUGENE 11 97402 11WEYERHAEUSER NR IIEUG IIEUG I 30-01100 COMPANY 
21-03-05- 0115310351177629 HWY 99 COTTAGE 119742411WEYERHAEUSER NR 

IDE:J 00-01701 GROVE COMPANY 
18-03-23- 0106890571185647 HWY 99S I EUGENE 1197405 11WEYERHAEUSER NR 

IDD 10-05500 COMPANY 
18-03-23- 0113163871185677 HWY 99S II EUGENE 1197405 11WEYERHAEUSER NR 

II ID 10-05405 COMPANY 
21 -03-08- 0109400051131763 KOSEY RD COTTAGE 119742411 WEYERHAEUSER NR 

IDD 00-01500 GROVE COMPANY 
21-03-08- 0109400961131788 KOSEY RD COTTAGE 1197424 11WEYERHAEUSER NR 

II ID 00-02500 GROVE COMPANY 
21-03-05- 011531035 1132041 LATHAM RD I COTTAGE 11 9742411WEYERHAEUSER NR 

IDE:J 00-01701 GROVE COMPANY 

I 
101509372711 

ID 
WEYERHAEUSER NR 

I ID COMPANY INC 
15-01-23- DL:J D WEYERHAEUSER REAL [I] 00-00501 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 

co 
15-01 -28- []:J I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL [I] 00-00100 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 

co 
15-01-28- DL:JI I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL [I] 00-00801 ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 

co 
16-02-13- DLJ D WEYERHAEUSER REAL [I] 00-01000 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 

co 
16-02-13-

~II n nn 00-01401 
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LJJUI I u WEYERHAEUSER REAL LlJ EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

16-o2-13· 011854924 1 D WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 00-01402 
co 

16-02-13- []::J I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD 00-01402 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

16-02-13- DU I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD 00-02400 ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

16-02-14- []::J ~ ID 
WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD I oo-01 400 ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

16-02-1 4- DU i D WEYERHAEUSER REAL DO 00-01404 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

16-02-24- []LJ I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD 00-01300 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

16-02-24- []::J D WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD 00-01300 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

17-01-18-DL I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD 00-00700 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

17-02-32-

o::J I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL Lr:J 00-00100 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-01 -35- DL] D WEYERHAEUSER REAL DO 00-02100 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-02-03-

o::J D WEYERHAEUSER REAL Lr:J 00-00700 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-02-03-

DL~ I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL DLJ 00-00700 ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-02-03- o::J D WEYERHAEUSER REAL Lr:J 00-00700 ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-02-03-DLi D WEYERHAEUSER REAL ITJ 00-00700 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-02-04- O::l I D WEYERHAEUSER REAL Lr:J 00-03100 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-02-05- o::J D WEYERHAEUSER REAL L TPRI 11 -00200 ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-02-10-DU D WEYERHAEUSER REAL LJ:] 00-01600 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

18-02-11- IT::] D WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD 00-01700 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

19-01 -01- DU D 
WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD 00-00101 EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

19-01 -02-
Ill 081 0653 ll 1n1 1nn 00-00100 
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LlL~ I u WEYERHAEUSER REAL LJJ EST ATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

21 -01 -34- DU D WEYERHAEUSER REAL CD 00-00404 ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 

21-01 -34- o::J ID WEYERHAEUSER REAL DO 00-00701 ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 
co 
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Anne C. Davies 
Attorney at Law 

September 5, 2012 

Lane County Board of Commissioners 
Public Services Building 
125 E. 8th Ave. 
Eugene, OR 97401 

Re: Raven Ventures Plan and Zone Change; P A 06-5888 

Dear Members of the Board: 

My office represents Goal One Coalition in this matter. I submit this letter on 
behalf of Goal One to clarify several legal issues for the Board. 

On August 28, 2012, the applicant submitted a letter that urged the Board to 
rely on past interpretations and a circuit court decision addressing Policies 15 and 16 
of Goal4 of the Lane County Comprehensive Plan. I will not reiterate here the 
content of those policies or the detailed history the Board has had involving those 
policies. I assume the Board is intimately familiar with both. 

Circuit Courts do not provide legal precedent 

First, with regard to the applicant's position that the Board should rely on the 
Lane County Circuit Court's decision in CJK, the applicant misapplies the law. In its 
August 281h letter, Raven Ventures outlined the holding of the circuit court's decision 
in a different case, CJK, LLC v. Lane County, No. 16-09-11508. In that case, the court 
concluded that '"commercial' forest use distinguishes large scale industrial forest 
operations from small-scale nonindustrial forest operations." 

Case law from LUBA and the Oregon Court of Appeals make clear that 
decisions from the circuit court are not binding on LUBA or the Board. See Skydive 
Oregon v. Clackamas County, 25 Or LUBA 294 (1993); see also Reeves v. Yamhill County, 55 
Or LUBA 452 (2007); Reeder v. Clackamas County, 20 Or LUBA 238 (1992); Sterling Mine 
Properties v. Jackson County, 23 Or LUBA 18 (1992). The case law is clear that circuit 
court decisions are not a higher authority. Skydive, 25 Or LUBA 294, slip op. at 5 ("as 
it relates to the review of local land use decisions, the circuit court is not a superior 

-t 33 W. lOt h Ave. t Eugene, Oregon 9740 1 t Phone: 54 1 953-2 11 9 t fax : 541 344-6266 l Email: acdavies@q1vest. net 
' 



authority") . The Board of Commissioners is called upon to make the right decision 
in each case. 

That is especially true in this case. My office represented the intervenor, 
LandWatch Lane County, in the CJK case. The following factors provide further 
support to the clear legal precedent precluding reliance on circuit court precedence. 
First, CJK was a completely different case and involved different facts. Second, the 
court in CJK made a decision that contradicted the position taken by the hearings 
officer and the position taken by the county counsel, who appeared and presented 
the county's position before the court. Both the hearings officer and the county 
counsel agreed with Land Watch's interpretation of the comprehensive plan policy at 
issue despite the board's previous contrary interpretaton. 

Finally, because of the procedural posture of the case, a mandamus case that 
was litigated in circuit court because the county had missed the 150-day statutory 
deadline for issuing a decision, the usual deference standard did not apply. In 
mandamus cases under ORS 215.429, the burden of proof is switched. While 
normally the applicant has the burden of demonstrating that each and every 
approval criterion can be complied with, in a mandamus action, the circuit court is 
directed by statute to approve the application unless the county (and/or intervenor) 
can demonstrate that the application should not be approved. This switching of the 
burden of proof gives the applicant a tremendous advantage in a circuit court 
mandamus proceeding under ORS 215.429. This is yet another reason that supports 
our contention that circuit court decisions do not provide legal precedent in later 
county proceedings. 

Yet one more policy reason not to rely on the circuit court decision in CJK is 
that circuit courts are not the experts in land use. Because LUBA has exclusive 
jurisdiction over the review of all "land use decisions" in the state, circuit court 
judges are not familiar with the land use system or the policies that underlie the 
statewide planning goals. In this case, that inexperience was apparent. Properties 
zoned F-1 and F-2 in Lane County both represent commercial forest operations. The 

. F-1 properties wen~ initially zoned F-1 because they were located in and among very 
large holdings of forest land. Properties that consisted of smaller acreages, but were 
still managed for commercial forestry, were given the F-2 zone, because they were 
more "impacted" by nearby development. Both F-1 and F-2lands were and continue 
to be owned and managed by industrial forest operators. As the hearings officer, 
county counsel and intervenor in CJK understood, this was the obvious distinction 
between F-1 and F-2 zoned lands. The circuit court's distinction between large-scale 
industrial forest operations and small-scale nonindustrial forest operations is simply 



not supported by the history of zoning in Lane County. It is not required or 
advisable for the county board to rely on bad precedent in its future decisionmaking. 

Board is not bound by previous board interpretations 

Perhaps more important than the legal position that the board is not required 
to rely on circuit court decisions in different cases is the settled principle that the 
board is not required to rely on its own past interpretations. 

"The issue here is whether [the challenged decision] meets all the 
applicable criteria based upon the facts in the record. There is no 
requirement local government actions must be consistent with past 
decisions, but only that a decision must be correct when made. Indeed, 
to require consistency for that sake alone would run the risk of 
perpetuating error.***." Okeson v. Union County, 10 Or LUBA 1, 5 
(1983). 

To the extent the board is tempted to simply rely on its past interpretation 
from the Symbiotics case, it should resist the urge. The board must determine 
the correct interpretation of the policy at issue. In doing so, it should carefully 
review and consider the position taken by the hearings officer in the CJK case: 

"The applicant argues that 'commercial forest uses' be considered to 
be synonymous with industrial forest operations. I must 
categorically reject this interpretation. Nowhere in the policies of 
RCP Goal4 is the term 'industrial forest land' mentioned let alone 
discussed in a manner to suggest that the plain meaning of the term 
'commercial' is somehow intended to morph into the term 
'industrial' when the zoning of forestland is being considered. If the 
Board of Commissioners, in the policy guidance provided by Policy 
15, had intended to change the plain meaning of 'commercial' or to 
preclude F-1 zoning of parcels subject to Small Tract Forest tax 
deferral it would have been a very easy thing to do." Hearings 
Officer appeal decision in CJK case, pp 8-9. 

The hearings officer goes on to explain his rationale in further detail. A 
copy of the pertinent pages of his decision are attached to this letter. The 
hearings officer's analysis employs the correct maxims of interpreting 
county code and comprehensive plan provisions and correctly considers 



the historical context of zoning in Lane County. My client urges the board 
to adopt that well reasons approach here. 

Sincerely, 

Lw~ 
Anne C. Davies 

cc: client 
Jerry Kendall 
Kim O'Dea 



(3) Predominantly ownerships contiguous to other land utilized 
for commercial forest or commercial farm uses. 

The applicant argues that "commercial f()rest uses" be considered 
to be synonymous with industrial forest operations. I must · 
categorically reject this interpretation. Nowhere in the policies of 
RCP Goal 4 is the tetm "industrial forest land" mentioned let alone 
discussed in a manner to suggest that the plain meaning of the term 
"commercial" is somehow intended to morph into the term 
"industrial" when the zoning of forestland is being considered. If 
the Board .of Commissioners, in the policy guidance provided by 
Policy 15, had intended to change the plain meaning of 
"commercial" or to preclude·F- 1 zoning of parcels subject to 

Exhibit "A" to Return to Alternative Writ of Mandamus and Answer 
Page 9 of 15 
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May 15, 2009 
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Small Tract Forest tax deferral it would have been a ve1y easy 
thing to do. There were a lot of factors that went into the zoning of 
forest land in Lane County and historical happenstance as well as 
the tax status and ownership size were just some of the factors. The 
applicant overemphasizes the reference to industrial forest 
operators that appears in Ordinance 1236. 

The mere presence of commercial tree species does not make 
J~roperty subject to a commercial forest use and by the same token 
n parcel ,less than 80 acres in size does not eliminate that property 
from consideration as being a commercial operation. The test of 
whether a parcel is under commercial forest use is best detetmined 
by the actual use of the property not just a paper analysis of its 
size, defenal status and the size of its owner's timber holdings. 

As used in the context of this criterion, I believe that the term 
"commercial" means managing the land primarily for purposes of 
rnaking a profit. That is, there must be a primary intent to harvest 
and sell treeB or to farm and that intent must be divined from the 
actions of the landowner as well as the characteristics of the 
forestland. RCP Goal4, Policy 1 emphasizes the protection ofthe 
state's forest economy by making possible economically efficient 
forest practices that assure the continuous growing and harvesting 
of forest tree species. Surely this policy is not limited by practice 
or intent to lmge "industrial" forest ownerships but is also intended 
to encourage commercial operations that do not rise to this scale. 

In Ordinance No. PA 1212; the Board of Conunissioners explicitly 
fbund that commercial farm or forest uses predominate on parcels 
adjacent to the subject pl:opetty".3 Specifically, the Board found that 
tax lots 2600 and 101, adjacent to the east, and tax lot 1400, 
adjacent to the south, were in commercial farm or forest use. 
Further, the Board found that tax lot 2202 adjacent to the north, 
contained a forest-related dwelling and was a small woodland 
operation. Tax lot 41 00, adjacent to the north, is zoned F • 1 and has 

. been commercially harvested and replanted. The same is tme of 
tax lot 40.1, adjacent to the south. 

The Boavd considered properties to the east, across the railroad 
right-of-way and Lost Creek and also considered a larger area that 
included two unincorporated communities, 65 dwellings outside of 
these communities, and a mixture of commercial industrial and 
public uses. However, there was no discussion as to why these 
uses, which are located one-quarter mile or more from the subject 

3 Exhibit B, Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, to Ordinance No. PA 1212 pg. 9. 

Exhibit "A" to Return to Alternative Writ of Mandamus and Answer 
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TO REDESIGNATE LAND FROM 11AGRICULTURAL" 
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AGENDA CO~R MEMO 

DATE: July 30, ·2012 (Date ofMemo) 
August 15,2012 (Date of First Reading) 
August 29, 2012 (Date of Second Reading/Public Hearing) 

TO: LANE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

DEPT.: Public Works Department/Land Management Division,fJ<-, 

PRESENTED BY: Jetty Kendall/Land Management Division 

LAND MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

http://www.LaneCounty.org/PW_LMD/ 

AGENDA ITEM TITLE: FIRST READING AND SETTING SECOND READING AND 
PUBLIC HEARING/ORDINANCE NO PA 1266 --IN THE 
MATTER OF AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE 
PLAN TO REDESIGNATE LAND FROM "AGRICULTURAL" 
TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONIMPACTED 
FOREST LANDS" (western 48 acres) AND TO "F-2/IMPACTED 
FOREST LANDS" (eastern 78 acres); AND ADOPTING 
SAVINGS AND SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FILE PA 06-5888; 
Ravin Ventures LLC) 

I. MOTION 

1. August 15,2012: ALTERNATIVE MOTIONS PRIOR TO THE FIRST READING AND 
SETTING THE SECOND READING AND PUBLIC HEARING: 

A. I MOVE THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266 BE REFERRED BACK TO THE 
LANE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION (LCPC) FOR REVIEW OF THE CURRENT 
VERSION OF THE PLAN AMENDMENT/ZONECHANGE RECENTLY PREPARED BY 
APPLICANT WHICH MODIFIES THE CHANGES RECOMMENDED BY THE LCPC 
BASED ON INFORMATION NOT INCLUDED IN THE PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE 
LCPC WHEN THE RECOMMENDATION WAS MADE. 

OR 

B. I MOVE APPROVAL OF THE FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266 AND 
SETTING THE SECOND READING AND PUBLIC READING FOR AUGUST 29, 2012, AT 
1:30 P.M. IN HARRIS HALL, PUBLIC SERVICE BUILDING. 

2. August 29, 2012: ALTERNATIVE MOTIONS AFTER THE SECOND READING/PUBLIC 
HEARING. 

LAND MANAGEMENT DIVISION I PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT /3050 N. DELTA HWY./ EUGENE, OREGON 97408·1636 
BUIL~fikj6HI~~~iljl2·4651 I PLANNING (541) EOO•.ll!ii'M~UlMi&tdiiOOl(!Bilj(i)!~l2(if)J.siTE SEWAGE (541) 682·3754 I FAX (541 )682-3947 
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A. I MOVE TO APPROVE THE APPLICATION AND ENACT ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266 
BASED ON THE PROPOSED FINDINGS. 

OR 

B. I MOVE TO SET A THIRD READING AND DIRECT STAFF TO REVISE THE 
PROPOSED FINDINGS TO ADDRESS APPLICABLE APPROVAL CRITERIA PER THE 
BOARD'S DIRECTION, AND DIRECT STAFF TO RETURN WITH A REVISED 
ORDINANCE FOR THE BOARD'S CONSIDERATION AND ACTION. 

OR 

C. I MOVE TO TENTATIVELY DENY THE APPLICATION AND DIRECT STAFF TO 
PREPARE AN ORDER WITH FINDINGS FOR FINAL ACTION, SETTING FORTH THE 
BOARD'S REASONS FOR DENYING THE APPLICATION. 

II. ISSUE OR PROBLEM 

A privately-initiated minor amendment to the Rural Comprehensive Plan (RCP), and companion 
rezoning request. A previous version with a zone change to F -1 for the entire 126 acres has been 
recommended for approval by the Lane County Planning Commission. This Ordinance sets a 
revised proposal for a split F-1/F-2 zone designation before the Board for adoption or denial. 

III. DISCUSSION 

A. Background 

This application has been revised several times. In May of2006, the original application 
proposal was made to redesignate a 126 acre parcel of land, located at 92922 Marcola Road, 
Marcola, from "Agricultural" to "Forest" land, and rezone it from "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" 
to "F-2/Impacted Forest Lands". The parcel is identified as tax lot 700 of Map 16-01-08. A 
hearing with the Plarming Commission was scheduled for April 17, 2007, but the Applicant 
withdrew the proposal the day before the hearing. The withdrawal was based on the 
Applicant's need to address the Board's interpretation ofRCP Goal4, policy 15, as per Board 
Ordinance No. PA 1236, Symbiolics, which was enacted in August, 2006. Policy 15 outlines 
the characteristics ofF-I versus F-2 zoned land, and has been the primary issue in this 
application. 

A revised application was submitted in September, 2008. Of note was the revision of the 
proposal to include only the easternmost 78 acres of the subject parcel. The remaining 48 
westernmost acres were to retain the Agriculture/E-40 designation. The Planning Commission 
conducted a public hearing on February 17, 2009. Before the record closed on March 3 I, the 
Applicant agreed with staff that the creation of a split Plan designation of Agriculture/Forest 

(00019593;2} Cover Memo/Ordinance NO. PA 1266 
Page 2 



was not ideal1
• In addition, in their submittal of March 3, 2009, the Applicant stated that 

" .... the applicant is not opposed to F-1 zoning for the entire 126 acre parcel". 

On April 21, 2009, the Plaru1ing Commission unanimously (8-0) recommended approval of the 
modified request, recommending a Forest plan designation, with an F-1 zone designation, for 
the entire 126 acre parcel. Note: The proposed ordinance docs not reflect the Planning 
Commission recommendation of approval, instead, it includes split zoning of F-1/F-2 for 
the 126 acre parcel as described below. 

Since the above action by the Planning Commission, the property has been placed under two 
separate ownerships, with Ravin Ventures owning the westerrunost 48 acres, and Ramon 
Fisher owning the easternmost 78 acres. This split was apparently achieved via a property line 
adjustment utilizing one of the six legal lots that are within tax lot 1700. The applicant has 
been requested to provide a copy of the recorded adjustment prior to the hearing date. 

Additionally, since the Planning Commission last heard the item, a Circuit Court Order (CJK v. 
Lane County, No. 160911508) was issued on March 16, 2011. This ruling was the result of a 
writ of mandamus filed by the present agent's law finn in PA 08-5928, a zone change from F-1 
to F-2. This Order concluded the zone change should be approved and applicant's agent has 
asserted the court agreed with the Plaintiff's approach regarding the interpretation ofRCP Goal 
4, policy 15 as applied to that zone change and that agreement should be followed in this case. 
The Order may negate some ofthe previous disagreements between staff and the applicant in 
the present application over administration of policy 15. The change in ownership may also 
affect analysis under that policy. The Order may simplify the analysis under policy 15, and the 
applicant now asserts that a Plan and Zone change to Forest land and a split zoning ofF-1 and 
F-2 is justified. With the Circuit Court ruling, the debate over policy 15 in the report to the 
Planning Conm1ission may become largely historic and could be less relevant to the current 
situation. 

It is worth mentioning that the past practice of the Board has been for the Planning 
Commission to thoroughly evaluate and vote on any proposal which comes before the Board. 
In that regard, the Board could decide to remand this item back to the Planning Commission 
for a hearing under the current proposed version, including new factual and legal analysis now 
provided by the applicant. Staff's recommendation is to do so, unless the Board determines the 
Circuit Court Order in the CJK case makes the necessary Goal4, Policy 15 analysis 
straightforward and referral back to the Planning Commission is unnecessary. 

B. Analysis 

The application is being made pursuant to Lane Code 16.400, which governs amendments to 
the RCP, and LC 16.252, which governs rezoning actions. The proposal is also subject to 
compliance with the Statewide Planning Goals, RCP Goals and policies, the General Purpose 
Statements ofLC 16.003, as well as the purpose ofthe F-1 and F-2 ordinances, LC 16.210 and 
LC 16.211 respectively. Since the proposal replaces one resource designation for another, no 
exceptions to any of the statewide goals is required. 

1 At that time, the entire 126 acres was under singular ownership. 
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This current request proposes to convert the entire 126 acres to a Forest land Plan 
designation. In addition, the current proposal calls for a rezone of the westernmost 48 
acre parcel to F-1, and the easternmost 78 acres to F-2. As mentioned previously, this 
proposal and the basis for approval asserted by the applicant has not been reviewed or 
recommend for approval by the Planning Commission. If the Board approves the 
request, development of the western, F-1 zoned parcel would be subject to those uses 
allowable in the F-1 zone, LC 16.210. That parcel is vacant, and no new dwellings are 
allowed in the F-1 zone. The easternmost 78 acre F-2 zoned parcel would be subject to 
the uses allowed by LC 16.211. This parcel contains an existing dwelling. While not 
part of the current proposal before the Board, staff notes that the eastern 78 acres 
contains (at least as of the last verification in October of 2009) five separate legal lots. 
This allows for subsequent propetiy line adjustments and the application for multiple 
single family dwellings under the "template test" of LC 16.211 (5). 

RCP Goal 4, policy 15 
The original findings for the current proposal provided by the applicant have been 
reviewed and edited slightly by staff, and are found as Exhibit C to the attached 
ordinance. 

In the findings, the applicant notes that since there have been no disagreement that the 
entire 126 acre property deserves a Plan designation to Forest land, the remaining task 
is to assign the ·proper forest zone designation to the two parcels. The applicant has 
taken the position that, assuming the Board agrees with a Plan designation of Forest 
land, the analysis under policy 15 need only be taken for the easternmost 78 acre 
parcel, as an F-1 designation is more stringent and can be considered the default 
designation. While there may be little harm in this approach, there is some risk in not 
making any finding of compliance or consistency with Goal 4, Policy 15 for the 
westernmost 48 acres of the property. Should it be determined that the westernmost 
parcel also needs to formally undergo an analysis under policy 15, the findings can be 
supplemented by the applicant. 

As stated earlier, the Circuit Comi Order in the CJK case which took effect after the 
Planning Commission's vote may simplify any analysis under RCP Goal 4, policy 15. 
This policy describes the characteristics ofF-1 and F-2 zoned land. Subsection 15.b. of 
the policy lists five characteristics of F -1 zoned land. Subsection 15 .c lists four 
characteristics of F-2 zoned land. The Circuit Court ruled that if a majority of the F-1 
characteristics are not met, then the property should be zoned F-2. Alternatively, if a 
majority of the four F-2 characteristics are met, the property should also be zoned F-2. 

The findings for Policy 15 start on page 24 of the findings. They result in a conclusion 
that all five of the F-1 characteristics do not apply to the 78 acre parcel, and that all four 
of the F-2 characteristics have been met by that parcel. 

Cover Memo/Ordinance NO. PA 1266 
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Policy 15 is cited in boldface type below, with staff comments following. The 
comments are meant as a summary of how the Circuit Court Order in the CJK case 
ruled based on a perfunctory review of the Order and assertions of the applicant's 
agent. Please consult the actual findings for a more complete accounting. 

Remember, the following analysis pertains only to the 78 acre eastern parcel being 
proposed for a zone designation ofF-2. 

This analysis covers policy 15 only, the highlight of the application. Please refer to the 
proposed findings for responses to other state and local laws pertinent to this 
application. 

Policy 15 Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest land 
shall be zoned Non-Impacted (F-1/RCP) or Impacted Forest Land (F-2/RCP). A 
decision to apply one of the above zones or both in a split zone fashion shall be 
based upon: 

a. A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are specified below in subsections b 
and c. This conclusion shall be supported by a statement of reasons explaining 
why the facts support the conclusion. 

(F-1) 
b. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1/RCP) characteristics: 

(1) Pt·edominantly ownerships not developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

The 78 acre parcel contains a dwelling near Marcola Road, apparently built in the early 
1900's. This may favor an F-2 zone designation. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

At 78 acres, the parcel is below the 80 acre threshold. This is not a characteristic ofF-1 
zoned land and may favor an F-2 designation of the parcel. 

(3) Predominantly ownerships contiguous to other land utilized for commercial 
forest or commercial farm uses. 

It seems undisputed that no commercial farm use occurs on contiguous land. 

While this standard was the focus of much debate prior to the Circuit Comt Order, the 
aspect of what constitutes commercial forest land may have been simplified as a result 
of the Order. Basically stated, the court supported a previous interpretation by the 
Board that "commercial" forest uses distinguishes large scale industrial forest 
operations from small-scale nonindustrial forest use operations. According to 
applicant's agent, the court accepted the plaintiff's approach of utilizing a list of 
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industrial forest operators generated by the Oregon Department of Revenue, although 
the connection is not apparent on the face of the Order. This list is found as exhibit TT 
in the original submittal (found within Attaclunent #3, page 125). Only one of the 
contiguous properties is on the list, tax lot 200, Roseboro Timber. Under that analysis, 
the subject parcel is predominantly contiguous to non commercial forest land. This may 
favor an F-2 designation. 

(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest 
management. 

The Circuit Court took a literal view of this standard, reasoning that the classification 
of the road is key. Marcola Road is classified as a Rural Minor Collector and not an 
mterial road. It is not a road intended primarily for forest management. This may favor 
an F-2 designation. 

(5) Primarily under commercial forest management. 

This standard refers to the subject property. Neither the current owner of the eastern 
parcel, Ramon Fisher, nor the former, Ravin Ventures, is on the aforementioned 
Department of Revenue list. Therefore, according to applicant's agent, the 78 acre 
parcel is not considered as commercial forest land. This may favor an F-2 designation. 

In summary, the subject property seems to exhibit none of the characteristics ofF-
1 property. 

c. Impacted Forest Land Zone (F-2, RCP) Characteristics 

(!)Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

Since the subject property contains a dwelling, this standard may favor an F-2 zone 
designation. 

(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. 

At 78 acres, the subject parcel appears to meet this characteristic, warranting an F-2 
designation under this standard. 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less than 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an 
exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

The proposal meets both p01tions of this "and/or" standard. The findings show that the 
"generally contiguous" tracts are less than 80 acres. A developed and Committed area 
is found adjacent to the west. This may favor an F-2 designation. 
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(4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

The subject property has access to a full range of services normally available to a rural 
residence, including police and fire coverage, school, electricity, telephone, access, and 
solid waste disposal. This may favor an F-2 zone designation. 

In summary, the 78 acre eastern parcel does not appear to meet any of the five 
characteristics ofF-1 land and seems to meet all four ofthe F-2 characteristics. If so, a 
designation ofF-2 is warranted. 

Lane County Planning Commission Action 
The LCPC deliberated on April 21, 2009, and unanimously (8-0) recommended 
approval of the previous version for a plan change to Forest land, with a concurrent 
zone change to F-1 for the 126 acre parcel. Their reasoning is described in the attached 
minutes of that meeting. Note: The proposed ordinance does not reflect the 
Planning Commission recommendation, instead, it includes split zoning ofF -1/F -2 
for the 126 acre parcel as described above. 

In addition to the description offered in the minutes, the CD recording of the Planning 
Commission deliberation is available to the Board of Commissioners upon request 
(please call J. Kendall at x4057). 

The Applicant's agent is expected to be on hand at the Board hearing to present the proposal 
and respond to questions, if the Board does not refer the proposal back to the Planning 
Commission. Should additional written materials or testimony be produced concerning this 
item, it will be delivered to the Board in a supplement or delivered at the hearing. 

C. Altematives/Ontions 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

{00019593;2) 

Refer the proposed ordinance and analysis of the applicant for split zoning back to the 
Planning Commission for consideration and recommendation based on the new 
information and analysis. 

Approve the application based on the proposed findings as presented. 

Direct staff to revise the proposed findings to address the applicable approval criteria 
as so directed by the Board, and for staff to return with the revised ordinance for the 
Board's adoption, once the findings have been determined to be satisfactory. 

Tentatively deny the application and direct staff to prepare an Order with findings for 
final action, setting forth the Board's reasons for denying the application. 
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D. Recommendation 

Staff recommends option 1 above. 

E. Timing 

The Ordinance does not contain an emergency clause. 

IV. IMPLEMENTATION/FOLLOW-UP 

Notice of action will be provided to DLCD and the Applicant. 

V. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Ordinance No. P A 1266 - 2 pages (note: the ordinance is in Draft form, pending 
provision of the legal description of the two parcels by the applicant) 

2. 

3. 

{00019593 ;2} 

Exhibit A: Existing/Proposed Plan Map-1 page 

Exhibit B: Existing/Proposed Zone Map- 1 page 

Exhibit C: Proposed Findings- 37pages 

LCPC minutes of2-17-09 and 4-21-09- 18 pages 

LCPC StaffReport dated 2-17-09 (includes original submittal)- 546 pages 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF LANE COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266 ) IN THE MATTER OF AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE 
) PLAN TO REDESIGNATE LAND FROM "AGRICULTURAL" 
) TO "FOREST" AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
) 40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NOI1{(1\1,PACTED FOREST 
) LANDS" (westem48 acres) AND TO "F-:2/;IMPACTED FOREST 
) LANDS" (eastern 78 acres); AND _ADOj>j:'i:NG SAVINGS AND 
) SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FILEP,t\:'0~~5888; RAVIN 
) VENTURES, LLC) . .- . . .. '·-'.;: < · 

·-.:::-. 
/.~ .. . . - ~ .- . <_ .. 

WHEREAS, the Board ofC01mty Conunissioners ofLane.~oun~y. ·through cmiH!llent of Ordinance PA 
884, has adopted Land Use Designations and Zoning for lands 'Yit~m the piimningjurisdictioii ofthe Lane County 

/' / ... . . 

Rural Comprehensive Plan; and ./< ( ·. < •• · <_ · ,·-:'· 

WHEREAS, Lane Code 16.400 sets forth procedures foi')mendme~lt o[!j1e Rural Comp1~bhensive Plan, 
and Lane Code 16.252 sets fmih procedures for rezoning lands witliiri.. thi;:ju;Hsdiction ofthe Rural Comprehensive 
Plan; and ·· :.: · 

·•· .. : 

WHEREAS, in May 2006, applicationnb.}A 06-5888 was made .. fm:, a·1ninor-amendment to redesignate 
tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, from "Agriculture" to "For~St'! I~ rid, with a concmTent r~q?t'est to rezone the property 
fi:om "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-2/lJnpacted Fo~~st Liin~~;:•: .ii'!:d _;./ 

·:.· ·. /:/ . .. . . :· .· · . / 

WHEREAS, in Marc!l2009,the above applicatim~\v'as revised to request a minor amendment to 
redesignate all of tax Jot 70q,r,1aj:i 16~0 1 ~o?, fi·om "Agricult:ure" to Forest, with a concurrent request to rezone the 
property fi:om "E-40/Exc)us'hfe Farm Use" to "F-1/Nonlmpacted Forest Use;" and 

/( : .. -_- ·- ~ ; . 

WHEREAS, the Lan~. County Plai~ni..tlg Conunissimi reviewed the proposal in public hearings on February 
7, 2009, and April2 _1, 2009, ancl ;-~cqminer;d~d appro :val of!he proposed amendment and rezoning as requested; and 

. . .· · ... : -~ . . . .. . .. ·. . . : ,..,"'· 

WJiJiREAS, in F.ebruary 20'1'2, the application ~as again revised, to request a minor amendment to 
redesignat~ all of tax lot 700, Ixfap16-0 1 ~08; fi:qm '!Agriculture" to "Forest" land, with a concurrent rezone of the 

... . ·· ·. .· · . ·. · ... ·:· ' ·/ 

westyrfimoS,t48 acres of the property fi·om "E~4q/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-1/Nonlmpacted Forest Use;" and to 
rez01ie the easternmost 78 acres fi:Oiil ."E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-2/Impacted Forest Use;" and 

. ' .. -.... . . • 1'/ 
·:. . . >·'' 

WHEk:As, the evidence i~ the record indicates that the latest proposal meets the requirements of Lane 
Code Chapter 16, and other requir¢ni(mts of state and local law; 

··. ·. ·.· ·: . . :/ 

WHEREAS, th~Boa~d of County Commissioners has conducted the required public hearing and is now 
ready to take action; · · · · 

/ · 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Lane County Ordains as follows: 

Section l. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan is amended by the redesignation of tax lot 700, 
Map 16-01-08, from "Agriculture" to "Forest," more particularly described as that property conveyed in 
Instrument No. 98-78231, Lane County Official Records, such area being depicted on Official Lane County 
Plan Map 160 I and further identified on a portion of that map in Exhibit "A" attached and incorporated 

ORDINANCE NO. PA 1266/IN THE MATTER OF AMENDING THE RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO 
REDESIGNATE LAND FROM "AGRICULTURAL" TO "FOREST'' AND REZONING THAT LAND FROM "E-
40/EXCLUSIVE FARM USE" TO "F-1/NONJMPACfED FOREST LANDS" (western 48 acres) AND TO "F-2/IMPACTED 
FOREST LANDS" (eastern 78 acres); AND ADOPTING SAVINGS AND SEVERABILITY CLAUSES (FILE PA 06-5888; 
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herein. 

Section 2. The westennnost 4 8 acre portion of Tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, is rezoned from "E-
40/Exclusive Fann Use" (Lane Code 16.212), to "F-1/Nonimpacted Forest Use" (Lane Code 16.2 10), more 
particularly described as that property conveyed in Instrument No. A, Lane County Official Records . In 
addition, the easternmost 78 acre portion of Tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08, is rezoned from "E-40/Exclusive 
Fann Use (Lane Code 16.212), to "F-2/Impacted Forest Use" (Lane Code 16(210, more patticularly 

/ . - · -. ·. 
described as that property conveyed in Instnnnent No. '\ Lane County Official Records, both areas being 
depicted on Official Lane County Zoning Map 160 I and fmther iden~i~d ~n a portion of that map in 
Exhibit "B" attached and incorporated herein. /' .·_ ;. ·,_ 

<~- _.: ·: ::_:>';. 

FURTHER, although not a part of this Ordinance, the Boan;I qf Cmmty Comrrii~~io~ters adopts Findings as 
set fmth in Exhibit "C" attached, in suppmt of this action. · · .. , ·. · -·· ,\'> ... 

... . . - ~ 

The prior designation and zone repealed by this Ordirl~nce remain ·in full force and effe~t\o a~_ttborize 
prosecution of persons in violation thereof prior to the effedtive d~te , of this Orqinance. > '/' 

·.·. . ' · . .· : / 

.· .:.:· // ' ·. • <i.// 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or pmti6n offhis Ordinance is for any reason held 
invalid or unconstitutional by any court of comp.etent jurisdiction, sucli po.ltion shall be deemed a separate, distinct 
and independent provision, and such holding shall ~iot a,~ect the validity of the remaining pmtions hereof. 

. _.,_ .. · .... .. .... 
ENACTED this __ day of 2012 . . --- - --' ·., __ 

.. '.> 
./ ;/ 

•/ --
-; .. 

Chaii·,Lane County Board of Cmmnissioners 

. . ./ 

,;/ 

. · ·:: Recording Secretary for this Meeting of the Board 
./'. ,. 

_./ -. 
/, ··- . ... / ' 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

Date _ ______ Lane County 

OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL 
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EXHIBIT C 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 
IN SUPPORT OF 
RAVIN VENTURES, LLC 
PLAN CHANGE FROM AGRICULTURE TO FOREST 
ZONE CHANGE FROM EFU-40 TO F-2 (Parcel B) and F-1 (Parcel A) 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. This decision approves a plan change from Agriculture to Forest, and a zone change from 
E-40 to F-2 (eastern 78-acre Parcel B) and F-1 (western 48-acre Parcel A) for about 126 
acres ofland in the Mohawk Valley just north of the community of Marcola. The 
property is identified as Map 16-01-08, tax lot 700. The property is roughly rectangular in 
shape. It lies adjacent to the west of Marcola Road. 

2. In these findings the full text of the relevant standards appears in bold face font without 
quotation marks. The findings and conclusions addressing the standards appear in 
regular font. 

3. These findings make reference to supporting materials in the record. 

4. The balance of Part I. addresses the subject property and surrounding property in general, 
as these facts are relevant to all of the following sections. 

5. Part II. addresses the Statewide Planning Goals. These are the most general standards 
that apply to plan and zone amendments. Hence, the findings are most extensive here. 
Where possible, to reduce redundancy, the findings that address nongoal standards refer 
back to the relevant goal findings . 

6. Part III. addresses the Rural Comprehensive Plan Policies. 

7. Part IV. addresses the Lane Code criteria for Plan amendments. 

8. Part V. addresses the Lane Code criteria for zone changes. 

Summary of Proposal: 

9. The applicant request a plan change from Farm land to Forest land on the theory that tl. 
land has historically been and is currently in forest use. No farming has ever taken place 
on the parcel. A concurrent zone change is also requested from E-40 to F-1/F-2. 

10. The subject property consists of two parcels. Parcel A is approximately 48 acres of the 
westerly portion of the property. Parcel B is approximately 78 acres of the eastern 
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portion of the property. Parcel B is owned by Ravin Ventures, LLC. Parcel A is owned 
by Ravin Ventures, LLC and Ramon Fisher, an individual. Pursuant to state law, the 
parcels are held in separate ownership. 

11. Parcel B is developed with one single-fan1ily residence constructed in approximately the 
1920's. Both parcels been used for forestry throughout their history. 

12. Requests for plan change to Forest must comply with the Statewide Planning Goals, the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan, and the county zoning code. The standards in the goals, the 
plan, and the code are diverse. They overlap somewhat. These findings address each 
relevant standard with support from maps, air photos, documents, and other materials. 

13. This property qualifies for a Forest designation based on current and historic use. 

Legal Authority for Forest Designation and Related Nonlmpacted Forest Zoning. 

14. Goal3 and the Goal 3 Rule define "Agricultural Land" and require that it be preserved 
for farm use. Goal4 and the Goal4 Rule define "Forest Lands," require it to be 
conserved, and allow it to be put to the limited range of uses stated in the Rule. 

15. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan Policies ("Rural Plan Policies ") recognize 
that resource land should be given the same weight and that use should determine 
whether the lands are Forest or Farm. The plan provisions generally track the 
authorization in the LCDC Rules. RCP Goal 4, Policy 16 says that lands that qualify for 
Forest designation shall be zoned either F -1 or F-2, based on consideration of a list of 
factors and other plan policies. 

Description of Subject Property and Adjacent and Nearby Area. 

16. This section describes the subject property in summary terms and the adjacent and nearby 
land in more detail. The purpose is to provide a factual context for the balance of the 
findings. Reference is made to plan and zone designations, parcelization, and land uses. 

17. In general terms, this area is in the foothills on the east side of the Coburg Hills near the 
rural unincorporated community of Marcola. The site has soils that qualify it as both 
forest and farm land. 

18. "Adjacent and nearby" as used in the Comp Plan and OARs with respect to designation is 
not defined in the statute, rules or local code. The Board defines it to mean lands with a 
boundary line common to the subject property (if the common line is a road, then the 
lands across the road are considered adjacent) and lands within 1,000 feet of the subject 
property. However, there are several properties within 1,000 feet of the subject property 
that are separated from the subject property by two county roads and the Marcola River. 
The Board believes that these properties do little to influence or represent the character of 
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the surrounding area because they are separated from the subject property by too many 
barriers. These propetiies are not included as "adjacent and nearby." 

19. With respect to F-1/F-2 zoning, Ordinance No. PA 1236 (Symbiotics) defines 
"contiguous" to mean "having at least one common boundary line greater than eight feet 
in length. Tracts ofland under the same ownership and which are intervened by a street 
***shall not be considered contiguous." The ordinance goes on to clarify that "generally 
contiguous" means general area, which goes beyond "contiguous" and looks to the 
"general area of the land being proposed * * * The analysis is intended to venture beyond 
the only contiguous properties with common property lines. 

20. Ordinance 1236 defines "adjacent" to mean general vicinity, stating that the term 
adjacent looks "even further beyond the nearby tracts or across intervening right of way 
to acknowledge the impact of development within developed and committed exception 
areas in the general vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look 
at the complete tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in the 
general area. It does not depend on contiguity for that consideration. " 

21. Based on these interpretations and definitions, the 1,000 foot perimeter used for "adjacent 
and nearby" with respect to "designation" is also consistent with "adjacent" and 
"generally contiguous" with respect to zoning. 

22. The subject property is approximately 126 acres of reforested timberland. It is developed 
with a homestead (pre-land use regulation) dwelling that is located near Marcola Road. 
The property has a history of being logged. It was most recently logged by the applicant 
in 2002. It is currently in forest regeneration. Prior to that, it was logged in 
approximately 1955-1960 (based on 2002 tree stump and site conditions). There is no 
evidence that the property has ever been in "agricultural use" as defined by the statute. 

23. The property is roughly rectangular in shape. It rises from about 700 feet in elevation at 
the east to about 7 50 feet at the west. It is traversed by a BP A power line and an 
abandoned railroad right-of-way. There is a well and septic system on the site to serve 
the existing dwelling on Parcel B. 

24. As discussed more fully in connection with Goals 3 and 4, a majority of the soils on the 
site have an Agricultural Capability rating of I through IV and therefore the property 
qualifies as Agricultural Land. The subject site also meets the county's acknowledged 
definition of forest lands by containing soils capable of producing more than 50 culft/acre 
of wood fiber. 

25. Table A of the applicant's submission, which is hereby incorporated, identifies uses, 
designation, and zoning in the general area/vicinity (which includes "adjacent and 
nearby," "generally contiguous" and "adjacent"). The table also includes the subject 
property. In summary, Table A establishes that there are 38 properties that are adjacent 
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and nearby. Of those 38 properties, 25% are designated Forest, 11% are designated 
Agriculture, and 63% are designated Residential. Of those 38 properties, 34% are in 
forestry use, none are in agricultural use, 58% are in residential use and 8% are in "other" 
use. The 38 adjacent and nearby properties include approximately 771 acres. Of the 771 
acres, 72% are in Forest designation, 22% are in Agricultural designation and 9% are in 
Residential designation. Of the 800 acres, 88% are in forestry use, none are in 
agricultural use, 7% are in residential use and 5% are in "other" use. 

26. RLID shows that the subject property is in Forest Tax Deferral and in Small Tract 
Forestland Option Defenal. Both deferrals require the property to be in forest use. RLID 
also describes the subject property as Timber and Timberlands. The site photographs and 
aerial photographs confirm that the property is in forest management and that there is no 
farming. The owner has confirmed that the small field is not in "farm use," as defined by 
the statute. 

II. COMPLIANCE WITH STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS. 

1. Amendments to local plans and code must comply with the Statewide Planning Goals. 
ORS 197.175(2)(A). For individual applications like this, compliance with relevant goals 
must be addressed by the County. This Part addresses each relevant goal and explains 
why the proposal complies. This decision complies with the goals; no goal exceptions 
are taken. 

Go all: Citizen Involvement 

To develop a citizen involvement program that insures the opportunity for citizens 
to be involved in all phases of the planning process. 

2. Goal 1 is a process goal. This proposal complies with Goal 1 because it will be processed 
as a quasi-judicial application through the county's acknowledged public process for 
individual plan and zone changes. This process includes public hearings before the 
Planning Commission and the County Board. 

Goal2: Land Use Planning 

3. Part I of Goal 2 requires local governments to establish processes and policies for land 
use decisions. 

To establish a land use planning process and policy framework as a basis for all 
decisions and actions related to use of land and to assure an adequate factual base 
for such decisions and actions. 

4. Part II of Goal 2 authorizes exceptions to the goals -land use decisions that are not in 
compliance with the goals under certain circumstances. Statutes also describe when 
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exceptions are authorized. See ORS 197.732. 

5. This application complies with Goal2 because it is being processed under the county 
plan and code and because no exception to any resource goal is proposed. The 
application is simply trading one resource designation for another because the land better 
fits one category based on use and capability. 

Goals 3 and Goal 4: The Relationship Between Goals 3 and 4. 

6. OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 
When lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural/and and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

7. The "agricultural land" designation and the "forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weight and importance to the State of Oregon. 
Through the above Rule, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both 
Forest and Ag land. For lands that qualify as both, LCDC will support either designation 
so long as the factors used to determine designation are identified. This issue is further 
discussed under Section III, below, where the designation polices are reviewed 
specifically. 

8. As discussed more specifically under Goals 3 and 4 below, the subject property meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Working Paper documents the factors used to select 
Farm or Forest designation on land that meets the definition of both. Each of those 
factors is discussed in detail in Section III, below. Based on those factors, the subject 
property should be designated Forest land. 

9. Because the subject property qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goal 3 and Goal 
4, many of the RCP policies addressing Goal3 are met by the subject prope1iy and many 
of the Goal4 RCP policies are met by the subject property. It is inherent in the 
property's duel qualification. However, when determining whether a property should be 
designated Forest or Ag, the key is not whether the property meets or fmihers the policies 
under the RCP, but whether the property meets the factors established in the Plan for 
being Forest or Ag. These factors are discussed in Section III, below. 

Goal3: Agricultural Lands 

To preserve and maintain agricultural lands. Agricultural lands shall be preserved 
and maintained for farm use, consistent with existing and future needs for 
agricultural products, forest and open space and with the State's agricultural land 
use policy expressed in ORS 215.243 and 215.700. 
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10. Goal 3 defines "Agricultural Land" as follows: 

Agricultural Land -- in western Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, III and 
IV soils and in eastern Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, III, IV, V and VI 
soils as identified in the Soil Capability Classification System of the United States 
Soil Conservation Service, and other lands which are suitable for farm use taking 
into consideration soil fertility, suitability for grazing, climatic conditions, existing 
and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes, existing land-use 
patterns, technological and energy inputs required, or accepted farming practices. 
Lands in other classes which are necessary to permit farm practices to be 
undertaken on adjacent or nearby lands, shall be included as agricultural land in 
any event. 

More detailed soil data to define agricultural land may be utilized by local 
governments if such data permits achievement of this goal. 

11 . The LCDC has elaborated on the definition of Agricultural Land in its rules. OAR 660-
033-0020. There are four parts to the relevant definition in the rule. Each part of the 
definition is addressed separately here. 

OAR 660-033-0020(l)(a): [Predominant Soil Types] 

"Agricultural Land" as defined in Goal3 includes: 

Lands classified by the U.S. Soil Conservation Service (SCS) as predominantly Class 
I-IV soils in Western Oregon and I-VI soils in Eastern Oregon; 

12. Goal 3 requires that SCS soils data be used to classify the soils, but it allows soils data in 
the published maps to be refined with more detailed onsite investigation. OAR 660-033-
0030(6). The applicant is relying on SCS soils data. 

13. The published SCS soils maps show nine types of soil on this site. The soils are included 
in Table C, below. Based on Table C, the site qualifies as Agricultural Land under this 
part ofthe test because 99% of the soils on the site are in soil Classes I-IV. 

TABLEC 
SOILS 

AGRICULTURAL CAPABILITY CLASS 

SOIL TYPE ACRES PERCENT AG. FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 
CAPABIL. 

CLASS 
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LMD 1 Dept. ofForestry2 

By soil type/by acreage3 

By soil type By acreage 
(cu. ft./acre/ (cu.ft/yr) 

yr) 
102 C Panther 1.7 1.326 VI No 45 76.5 
SCL, info.4 

2% to 12% slopes 
52D Hazelair SCL, 65 51.089 IV No 40 2600 
7% to 20% slopes info. 
89E Nekia SCL, 14 11.289 IV 160 159 2226 
20% to 30% slopes 
89C Nekia SCL, 13 9.856 III 160 159 2067 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 McAlpin SCL 13 10.572 II No 169 2197 

Info. 
89D Neckia SCL, .2 .129 III 160 159 31.8 
12% to 20% slopes 
1A Abiqua SCL, 19 14.958 I 203 161 3059 
0% to 3% slopes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 .697 II No 120 108 

Info. 
125D Steiwer L, .12 .086 IV No 30 3.6 
12% to 20% slopes Info. 

126.92 100% 99% Class Site Productivity 
I-IV Approx. 97.45 

cu.ft/acre/yr 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(a): [Other Suitable Lands]: 

(B) Land in other soil classes that is suitable for farm use as defined in ORS 
215.203(2)(a), taking into consideration soil fertility; suitability for grazing; climatic 
conditions; existing and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes; 
existing land use patterns; technological and energy inputs required; and accepted 
farming practices; 

14. This part of the test focuses on lands, which have predominantly nonagricultural soils, 

1 Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture (based on NRCS data) . 
2 Department of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings (1990 revisions). 
3 The first number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type per acre per year (cu.ft./acre/year). The second number 
is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the number of acres of the soil (cu.ft/year) . 
4 "No Info." corresponds with the "none" designation on the Lane County Soils Rating data sheets. It indicates that 
map units lack site index information on Douglas fir. No site index has been collected by the NRCS due to lack of 
suitable sties or lack of time and/or funds . 
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and inquires into whether they are nevertheless suitable for farm use. It is commonly 
called the "other suitable lands" test. A list of seven factors must be considered. The 
suitability for farm use must consider the potential for use in conjunction with adjacent or 
nearby land. 5 The history of the site in farm use would be relevant to its current 
suitability, 6 but not determinative. 7 

15. It has been established that the subject property qualifies as Agricultural land under the 
"soils test," above. Therefore, it is not necessary to address this standard. 

OAR 660-033-0020(l)(a)(C): [Land needed to permit farming practices on 
adjacent/nearby agricultural lands] 

Land that is necessary to permit farm practices to be undertaken on adjacent or 
nearby agricultural lands. 

16. This part of the test focuses on adjacent and nearby agricultural lands. However, it has 
been established that the subject property qualifies as Agricultural land under the "soils 
test," above. It is not necessary to address this standard. 

17. It is worth noting that the subject property is not necessary to permit farm practices to be 
undertaken on adjacent property. First, the adjacent property to the south is largely in 
timber production. Second, even if it were to be farmed, designation of the site as forest 
lands, another resource designation, would not have any impact on the ability to farm the 
adjacent land. The two uses have been defined to be compatible. See OAR 660-006-
0015(2). 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(b): [Farm unit test]: 

Land in capability classes other than I-lVII-VI that is adjacent to or intermingled 
with lands in capability classes I-lVII-VI within a farm unit, shall be inventoried as 
agricultural lands even though this land may not be cropped or grazed; 

18. This part of the test focuses on lands which are predominantly nonagricultural soils, and 
inquires into whether they are adjacent to or intermingled with better lands within a "farm 
unit." It is commonly called the "farm unit" test. If the subject property is not a part of a 
"farm unit," then this test does not apply. 

5 See DLCD v. Cum County, 28 Or LUBA 205,208-09 (1994), affd 132 Or App 393 (1995); Kaye/DLCD v. Marion County, 
supra, 23 Or LUBA at 481-62 (interpreting identically worded previous Goal3 administrative rule OAR 660-05-005(1)(b)). 

6 See Clark v. Jackson County, 17 Or LUBA 594, 606 (1990)(past use of the property for grazing as part oflarger operation is 
relevant to its current suitability for farm use). 

7 See 1000 Friends of Oregon v. WASCO County Court, 80 Or App 525, 531,723 P2d 1039 (1986) (Affirming decision that former 
grazing lands proposed for annexation are not suitable for farm use. "Also, there is no presumption that the land is agricultural land simply 
because of its previous agricultural use. Previous use is merely one factor for the county to consider in reaching its conclusion about the land's 
current condition."). 
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19. It has already been determined that the subj ect property meets the definition of farm land 
under the "soils test," above. Therefore, this standard need not be addressed. 

20. It is worth noting that the subj ect property is not part of a farm unit because: the subject 
prope1iy is not adjacent to any other land in the same ownership; it is not jointly managed 
for fam1 use with any adj acent land; and it has not been so managed in its history. 

Goal 4: Forest Lands 

To conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and to protect the 
state's forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices 
that assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the 
leading use on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and 
fish and wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and 
agriculture. 

Forest lands are those lands acknowledged as forest lands as of the date of adoption 
of this goal amendment. Where a plan is not acknowledged or a plan amendment 
involving forest lands is proposed, forest land shall include lands which are suitable 
for commercial forest uses including adjacent or nearby lands which are necess~ry 
to permit forest operations or practices and other forested lands that maintain soil, 
air, water and fish and wildlife resources. 

21. The second paragraph of Goal 4 defines "Forest Lands." Because a plan amendment is 
proposed, the second sentence of paragraph two is the operable definition. There are 
three parts to the definition: (1) Lands suitable for commercial forest uses; (2) adjacent 
and nearby lands necessary to permit forest operations or practices; and (3) other forested 
lands that maintain certain natural resources. Each part of the definition is addressed 
below. 

[F]orest land shall include lands which are suitable for commercial forest uses. 

22. The term "commercial forest uses" is not defined in any statute, goal, or rule. However, 
Lane County adopted a definition for the term in its plan, and the plan was acknowledged 
by the LCDC. Forest land is land that is capable of producing crops of industrial wood in 
excess of 50 cubic feet per acre of annual growth. Commercial forest types of trees 
include: Douglas fir, hemlock/cedar/spruce, other conifers, and deciduous trees.8 

8 Lane County's definition of "commercial forest uses" was the central issue and the subject of extensive discussion in Holland v. 
Lane County, 16 Or LUBA 583 (I 988). LUBA summarized the relevant provisions of the acknowledged county plan as follows: 

The county adopted the fo llowing defini tion of "commercial forest land" as part of its "Working Paper: Forest Lands; 
March, 1982" (Forest Lands Paper) and "Addendum to Working Paper: Forest Lands; November, 1983" (Forest Lands 
Addendum) documents . 

'"Commercial' forest land [is] land capable of producing crops of industrial wood in excess of 50 
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23. Productivity data for wood fiber is available from a number of sources. The Lane County 
Soil Ratings, published by the Lane County Land Management Division in 1997, 
summarizes federal data on wood productivity by soil types, but only for Douglas fir. 
Productivity data for the full range of commercial forest trees recognized by Lane County 
has been published by the Oregon Dep't of Forestry in its 1990 Forestry Dep't Ratings. 
Both sources of data are summarized in Table D, below. The data from 1990 Forestry 
Dep' t Ratings is the more useful because it addresses all commercial tree species. 

24. For each soil type shown in the Soils Map in the record as being present on subject 
property, TableD displays the acreage data and the commercial tree species productivity, 
based on the 1990 Forestry Dep 't Ratings and the LMD ratings. Of the nine types of soil 
present on the property, six are capable of producing substantially more than 50 cubic 
feet of wood fiber per acre annually. Based on soils, the subject property is capable of 
producing.97.45 cu.ft/acre/year of timber. The subject property, therefore, qualifies as 
Forest Land under this part of the test. 

TABLE D 
SOILS 

FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

SOIL TYPE ACRES PERCENT FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

LMDY Dept. ofForestry10 

By soil type/by acreage11 

By soil type By acreage 
(cu. ft ./acre/ (cu.ft/yr) 

yr) 
102 C Panther 1.7 1.326 No 45 76.5 
SCL, info Y 
2% to 12% slopes 
52D Hazelair SCL, 65 51.089 No 40 2600 

cub ic feet per acre of annual growth." 

Ordinance No. 889, Ex. C. The Forest Lands Paper, at 10, contains an inventory of "Acres of Commercial Forest Land 
by Cubic Foot Site Class, Forest Type and Ownership." This table recognizes the foiiowing commercial forest types 
"Douglas fir," "hemlock/cedar/spruce," "other conifers" and "deciduous." 

16 Or LUBA at 586 [footnotes omitted]. 

9 Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture (based on NRCS data) 
10 Department of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings (1990 revisions) 
11 The fust number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type per acre per year (cu. ft ./acre/year). The second 
number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the number of acres of the soil (cu.ft/year) 
12 "No Info." Corresponds with the "none" designation on the Lane County Soils Rating data sheets. It indicates that 
map units lack site index information on Douglas fu. No site index has been collected by the NRCS due to lack of 
suitable sties or lack oftime and/or funds . 
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7% to 20% slopes info. 
89E Nekia SCL, 14 11.289 160 159 2226 
20% to 30% slopes 
89C Nekia SCL, 13 9.856 160 159 2067 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 McAlpin SCL 13 10.572 No 169 2197 

Info. 
89D Neckia SCL, .2 .129 160 159 31.8 
12% to 20% slopes 
1A Abiqua SCL, 19 14.958 203 161 3059 
0% to 3% slopes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 .697 No 120 108 

Info. 
125D Steiwer L, .12 .086 No 30 3.6 
12% to 20% slopes Info. 

126.92 100% Site Productivity 
A__QJ:!_rox. 97.45 cu.ft/acre/yr 

(2) [A]djacent or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations 
or practices. 

25. This part of the test inquires into whether the subject property must be kept in a resource 
designation in order to allow forest operations or practices to continue on adjacent or 
nearby lands. 

26. There are approximately 771 nearby and adjacent acres consisting of38 nearby and 
adjacent parcels. Approximately 72 % of those acres are designated Forestland and 88% 
of those acres are in forest use. See Finding 24 of Section I, above. The subject property 
is in a sea of nearby land designated Forest. Thus, not only does the subject property' s 
soils qualify for the Forest designation, but the subject propeliy, though perhaps not 
"necessary," is highly desirable to enable adjacent and nearby lands to continue forest 
operations. 

(3) [O]ther forested lands that maintain soil, air, water and fish and wildlife 
resources. 

27. The targeted resources (soil, air, water and fish and wildlife resources) are generally not 
present on the subject propeliy. There are no perennial streams or permanent water 
bodies. There is some relationship between the tree cover and air quality. The soil 
resources on the site have been exhaustively described. The existing tree cover (and root 
systems) are helpful in maintaining soil on site because of slope. The wildlife resources 
are similar throughout the area in terms of range of species and occurrence, without 
respect to whether the land is vacant or developed. 
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Goal 5: Open spaces, scenic and historic areas, and natural resources. 

To conserve open space and protect natural and scenic resources. 

28. Goal 5 requires the county to inventory the locations, quality and quantity of certain 
natural resources. Where no conflicting uses are identified, the inventoried resources 
shall be preserved. Where conflicting uses are identified, the economic, social, 
environmental and energy consequences of the conflicting uses shall be determined and 
programs developed to achieve the goal. 

29. Where a county is amending acknowledged plan and zoning designations, as here, the 
county must address Goal 5 if any of the area proposed for change encompasses lands 
included on the county's inventory ofGoal5 resourcesY The county need not go 
through the Goal 5 conflict resolution process for alleged Goal 5 resources that are not on 
the acknowledged Goal 5 inventory. 14 The initial Goal 5 question, therefore, is whether 
the subject property includes any Goal 5 resources inventoried in the acknowledged 
county plan. 

Goal 5 Resources on the Subject Property. 

30. · The paragraphs below address the acknowledged GoalS resource inventories. 

Historic Resources: 

31. The acknowledged list of historic resources is listed as "Historic Sites or Sites." The 
subject prope1iy is not on the list. 

Mineral and Aggregate Resources: 

32. Mineral and aggregate sites are listed in several appendices in the Mineral and Aggregate 
Working Paper. The subject property is not listed in any of the appendices. 

Energy: 

33. The subject property is not listed on any county inventory of sites to be protected for 
energy production. 

Water Resources: 

13 See Urquhart v. Lane Council of Governments, 80 Or App 176, 721 P2d 870 (1986); Plotkin v. Washington County. 165 Or App 
246, 997 P2d 226 (2000); Waugh v. Coos County. 26 Or LUBA 300, 310-12 (1993); 1000 Friends of Oregon v. Yamhill County. 27 Or LUBA 
508, 522 (1994). 

14 Davenport v. City ofTigard, 23 Or LUBA 565 (1992). 
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34. The Water Resources Working Paper (1982) inventories the following water resources 
which include or potentially include the subject property: Watersheds (specifically the 
Mohawk River watershed, a tributary to the McKenzie River and Willamette Basin); 
Surface Waters, including the Mohawk River, which lies, at its closest point, 
approximately 150 to 200 feet to the east of the subject property's most eastem boundary 
(across Marcola Road); and Groundwater. 

35. The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject property. As discussed above, the subject property is already 
developed with a residence. Under F-1 zoning for the west 48 acres, the applicant is not 
entitled to any additional dwellings. The east 78 acres of proposed F-2 zoning does 
contain multiple legal lots with a potential for future development. However, if such 
subsequent development occurs, impacts on the watershed, surface waters or groundwater 
resources in the area will be evaluated. 

36. Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
water resources by minimizing runoff; minimizing agricultural water needs; and 
minimizing agricultural chemical migration into the watershed. 

Riparian Resources: 

37. The Flora & Fauna Working Paper (1982) and Addendum (1983) inventories Riparian 
resources. Riparian areas are inventoried to include all land within 100 feet of the banks 
of a Class 1 stream. There are no Class I streams on the subject property. The Mohawk 
River, a Class I stream, is approximately 125 to 200 feet from the subject property at its 
closest point. Furthermore, Marcola Road separates the subject property from the river. 
The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject property. As discussed above, the subject property is already 
developed with a residence. Under F -1 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any 
additional dwellings. Any potential for development on the F-2 zoned eastem portion is 
not anticipated to have any impact on the Mohawk River or its riparian resources, as 
defined. 

38. Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
riparian resources by minimizing runoff; minimizing agricultural water needs; 
maintaining flora and fauna cover and habitat, and minimizing agricultural chemical 
migration into the watershed. 

Wetland Resources: 

39. National Wetlands Inventory ("NWI") map indicates the presence of three minor wetland 
areas on the subject property. Any future development proximate to these wetlands will 
require a referral and response from the Oregon Division of State Lands. 
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Sensitive Fish and Waterfowl Areas: 

40. The inventory ofthese sites appears in the Flora & Fauna Working Paper Addendum at 
1-4. The subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Natural Areas: 

41. The inventory ofthese sites appears in the Flora & Fauna Working Paper at 26-32. The 
subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Big Game Range: 

42. The plan classifies the entire county into three categories of Big Game Range: Major, 
Peripheral, and Impacted. Flora & Fauna Working Paper at 23-25, Addendum at 14. 

This application would affect Big Game Range because the entire county is mapped as 
some form of big game habitat. In practical terms, however, no conflict from this 
proposal is apparent. The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create 
additional development on the subject property. 

43. Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
game resources by minimizing water and wetland pollution from runoff and agricultural 
water while maintaining flora and fauna cover and habitat. 

Goal 5 Program to Meet the Goal for Resources Present. 

44. As described above, the following Goal 5 resources inventoried by the county are present 
on the subject property: Water Resources, including watersheds, surface water, and 
groundwater; and Big Game Range. This application includes a Goal 5 ESEE analysis 
for each of these resources. The Goal 5 analysis for each resource tracks, as closely as 
possible, the county's acknowledged Goal 5 analysis for each resource included in 
working papers. What is summarized here, for each resource, is the applicant's proposed 
"program to achieve the Goal," which is the end product anticipated by the goal and the 
GoalS Rule. See OAR Chapter 660, Division 23. 

Water Resources: 

45. The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because it is not conflicting. 
The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest maintains the property in a Resource 
designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Big Game Range: 

46. The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because it is not conflicting. 
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The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest maintains the propetiy in a Resource 
designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Goal6: Air, Water and Land Resources Quality 

To maintain and improve the quality ofthe air, water and land resources of the 
State. 

All waste and process discharges from future development, when combined with 
such discharges from existing developments shall not threaten to violate, or violate 
applicable state or federal environmental quality statutes, rules and standards. 
With respect to the air, water and land resources of the applicable air sheds and 
river basins described or included in state environmental quality statutes, rules, 
standards and implementation plans, such discharges shall not (1) exceed the 
carrying capacity of such resources, considering long range needs; (2) degrade such 
resources; or (3) threaten the availability of such resources. 

4 7. Goal 6 protects the quality of land, air and water resources. The focus is on discharges 
from future development in combination with discharges from existing development. 
State and federal environmental standards are the benchmark for protection. Where there 
are state or federal standards for quality in air sheds or river basins, then the carrying 
capacity, nondegradation, and continued availability ofthe resources are standards. 

48 . The subject property is currently developed with a single residence and managed in 
forestry. Historically it has been used for forestry, a permitted use under the existing Ag 
designation. Because the proposed designation of Forest matches the existing and historic 
use, there will be no impacts to land, water or air quality. 

Goal 7: Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards. 

To protect life and property from natural disasters and hazards. 

Developments subject to damage or that could result in loss of life shall not be 
planned nor located in known areas of natural disasters and hazards without 
appropriate safeguards. Plans shall be based on an inventory of known areas of 
natural disaster and hazards. 

49. The phrase "areas of natural disasters and hazards" means "areas that are subject to 
natural events that are known to result in death or endanger the works of man, such as 
stream flooding, ocean flooding, ground water, erosion and deposition, landslides, 
earthquakes, weak foundation soils and other hazards unique to local or regional areas." 
OAR 660-1 5-000. There are no such areas known on the subject property subject 
property. 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS, RAVIN VENTURES, LCC 
EXHffilT C. TO ORDINANCE NO. PA-1266 Page 15 of37 



GoalS: Recreational Needs 

To satisfy the recreational needs of the citizens of the state and visitors and, where 
appropriate, to provide for the siting of necessary recreational facilities including 
destination resorts. 

50. The oveniding purpose of Goal 8 is to address all recreational needs, but its primary 
focus is on siting and developing destination resorts, defined in Goal 8 as "self-contained 
development[ s] providing visitor-oriented accommodations and developed recreational 
facilities in a setting with high natural amenities." 

51. Goal 8 is not directly applicable to this proposal. 

Goal 9: Economic Development 

To provide adequate opportunities throughout the State for a variety of economic 
activities vital to the health, welfare, and prosperity of Oregon's citizens. 

52. Goal9 is focused on commercial and industrial development. The Goal 9 Rule, OAR 
660-09, is explicitly limited to areas within urban growth boundaries. This goal is not 
directly applicable to this proposal. 

GoallO: Housing 

To provide for the housing needs of citizens of the State. 

Buildable lands for residential use shall be inventoried and plans shall encourage 
the availability of adequate numbers of needed housing units at price ranges and 
rent levels which are commensurate with the financial capabilities of Oregon 
households and allow for flexibility of housing location, type and density. 

53. GoallO, like its implementing rule, is geared primarily to housing issues inside urban 
growth boundaries. The goal's definition of"buildable lands," for example, is limited to 
lands in urban and urbanizable areas. This site is outside any UGB. This goal is not 
applicable to this proposal. 

Goal 11: Public Facilities and Services 

To plan and develop a timely, orderly and efficient arrangement of public facilities 
and services to serve as a framework for urban and rural development. 

Urban and rural development shall be guided and supported by types and levels of 
urban and rural public facilities and services appropriate for, but limited to, the 
needs and requirements of the urban, urbanizable, and rural areas to be served. A 
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provision for key facilities shall be included in each plan. Cities or counties shall 
develop and adopt a public facility plan for areas within an urban growth boundary 
containing a population greater than 2,500 persons. To meet current and 
long-range needs, a provision for solid waste disposal sites, including sites for inert 
waste, shall be included in each plan. In accordance with ORS 197.180 and Goal 2, 
state agencies that provide funding for transportation, water supply, sewage and 
solid waste facilities shall identify in their coordination programs how they will 
coordinate that funding with other state agencies and with the public facility plans 
of cities and counties. 

54. "Public facilities and services" is defmed in the Statewide Planning Goals to include: 
"[p]rojects, activities and facilities which the planning agency determines to be necessary 
for the public health, safety and welfare." The Goalll Rule defines a "public facility." 
"A public facility includes water, sewer, and transportation facilities, but does not include 
buildings, structures or equipment incidental to the direct operation of those facilities." 
OAR 660-11- 005(5). 

55. Goal11 addresses facilities and services in urban and rural areas. The subject property is 
"resource" land and will remain rural after this approval. The subject proposal does not 
provide for any rural or urban development. Therefore, Goal 11 does not apply. 

56. Resource designations have no required minimum level of services. However, Table E 
lists the services now available to the subject property. 

Table E 
Rural Public Facilities, Existing or Proposed 

Service Provider 

Fire Marcola Rural Fire Protection District 

Police Lane County Sheriff and State Police 

Schools Marcola School District 

Access Marcola Road, a County Minor Arterial 

Electric Emerald People's Utility District 

Telephone Qwest Communications 

Solid Waste Sanipac 
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Sewer 

Water 

Individual Septic System for existing dwelling 

Well for existing dwelling 

Goal12: Transportation 

To provide and encourage a safe, convenient and economic transportation system. 

A transportation plan shall (1) consider all modes of transportation including mass 
transit, air, water, pipeline, rail, highway, bicycle and pedestrian; (2) be based upon 
an inventory of local, regional and state transportation needs; (3) consider the 
differences in social consequences that would result from utilizing differing 
combinations of transportation modes; ( 4) avoid principal reliance upon any one 
mode of transportation; (5) minimize adverse social, economic and environmental 
impacts and costs; (6) conserve energy; (7) meet the needs of the transportation 
disadvantaged by improving transportation services, (8) facilitate the flow of goods 
and services so as to strengthen the local and regional economy; and (9) conform 
with local and regional comprehensive land use plans. Each plan shall include a 
provision for transportation as a key facility. 

57. Goal 12 is implemented through the Goal12 Rule (OAR 660-12) adopted in 1991. The 
Rule has a section that specifically addresses proposals such as this- amendments to 
acknowledged comprehensive plans and implementing regulations. OAR 660-12-060(1) 
provides that any such amendments that "significantly affect a transportation facility shall 
assure that allowed land uses are consistent with the identified function, capacity, and 
level of service of the facility." 

58. The proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional 
development on the subject property. As discussed above, the subject property is already 
developed with a residence. The applicant is not entitled to any additional dwellings 
based on the redesignation and rezoning alone. Therefore, the application will not affect 
a transportation facility. The rule spells out clearly what constitutes a "significant 
affect." OAR 660-12-060(2) states: 

A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a transportation 
facility if it: 

(a) Changes the functional classification of an existing or planned transportation 
facility; 

(b) Changes standards implementing a functional classification system; 

(c) Allows types or levels of land uses which would result in levels of travel or 
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access which are inconsistent with the functional classification of a 
transportation facility; or 

(d) Would reduce the level of service of the facility below the minimum 
acceptable level identified in the TSP. 

The proposed redesignation/rezone will not trigger this section of the rule because the 
proposed redesignation and rezoning does not, by itself, create additional development on 
the subject property. 

Goal13: Energy Conservation 

To conserve energy. 

Land and uses developed on the land shall be managed and controlled so as to 
maximize the conservation of all forms of energy, based on sound economic 
principles. 

59. This goal is not directly applicable to individual land use decisions. Rather, its focus is 
on the adoption and the amendment of land use regulations.15 

Goal14: Urbanization 

To provide for an orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban land use. 

60. The subject proposal keeps the parcel in Resource designation. Therefore, there is no 
transition. This goal does not apply. 

GoallS: Willamette River Greenway 
Goal16: Estuarine Resources 
Goal17: Coastal Shorelands 
Goal18: Beaches and Dunes 
Goal19: Ocean Resources 

61. These five goals are not applicable as they deal with resources that are not present on the 
subject property. 

III. COMPLIANCE WITH RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN POLICIES 

1. Any plan and zone change must comply with the relevant Rural Plan Policies. This 
requirement is based in statutes (ORS 197 .175(2)), the Rural Plan Policies themselves (see, 
e.g. Rural Plan Policies at page 6), and the Lane Code (see, e.g., LC 16.400(6)(h)). This 

15 See Brandt v. Marion County. 22 Or LUBA 473,484 (199 1), affd in part rev'd in part, 112 Or App 30 (1992). 
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section, therefore, addresses the relevant elements of the Rural Plan Policies. It is 
organized by Goal. Again, where possible to avoid duplicative discussion, reference is 
made to the findings made under the Statewide Planning Goals. 

2. Any plan and zone change must comply with the relevant Rural Plan Policies. This 
requirement is based in statutes (ORS 197.175(2)), the Rural Plan Policies themselves (see, 
e.g. Rural Plan Policies at page 6), and the Lane Code (see, e.g., LC 16.400(6)(h)). This 
section, therefore, addresses the apparently relevant elements of the Rural Plan Policies. It 
is organized by Goal. Where possible to avoid duplicative discussion, reference is made to 
the discussion under the Statewide Planning Goals. However, the following discussion 
regarding the relationship between Goals 3 and 4 bears repeating. 

3. OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 

Wizen lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural/and and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

4. The "agricultural land" designation and the "forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weight and importance to the state of Oregon. 
Through the above Rule, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both 
Forest and Ag land. The proper resource designation for the "duel" lands is left up to the 
local jurisdiction so long as the factors underlying the designation choice are identified. 

5. As discussed more specifically under Goals 3 and 4 above, the subject property meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Working Paper docun1ents the factors used to select 
Farm or Forest designation on land that meets the definition of both. Each of those factors 
is discussed in detail below. Based on those factors, the subject prope1iy should be 
designated Forest land. 

6. Because the subject property qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goal3 and Goal4, 
many of the RCP policies addressing Goal3 are met by the subject property and many of 
the Goal4 RCP policies are met by the subject property. It is inherent in the property's 
duel qualification. However, when determining whether a property should be designated 
Forest or Ag, the key is not whether the property meets or furthers the policies under the 
RCP, but whether the property meets the factors established in the Plan for choosing 
between Forest or A g. 

7. The Agricultural Land Working Paper states, 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 
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In an inventory of agricultural lands and forest lands there will by many instances where 
land will meet Goal definition for both categories. According to [Led's} policy, farm and 
forest uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking an 
exception to the other goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be 
documented in the Plan. The policies within the Plan will support one designation over 
another depending on the situation. The county should consider the following items in 
addressing overlapping lands: 

a. Identify Agricultural and Forest Lands Goal definitions and inventories 
b. Segregate overlapping lands from single resource lands 
c. Apply evaluations of local circumstances and Goa/factors to overlapping land to 

determine appropriate designation 
d. Designate overlapping lands as agricultural, forest or agricultural/forest through 

Plan policies and diagrams 
e. Protect designated lands for appropriate uses through the zoning ordinance and 

other implementing measures. 

It is intended that agricultural and forest practices be able to coexist without mutual 
interference while conserving those resource lands. 

8. Identify: The applicant has identified and addressed the proper definitions of farm and 
forest lands. In short, farm land is land consisting predominantly of Class I through IV 
soils. Forest land is land capable of producing 50 cu.ft./acre/year oftimber fiber. As 
shown in Tables C and D above, the subject property meets both definitions. 

9. Segregate: By filing this application, the applicant is separating the subject propetiy from 
single resource property for consideration. 

10. Evaluate Goal Factors: Goal 3 and 4 factors are thoroughly addressed in Section II, above. 
The analysis of Goal 3 factors shows that while the subject property meets the "soils" test 
of Ag land, it does not meet the "other suitable lands," "necessary lands," or "farm unit" 
tests. The analysis of Goal 4 factors shows that the subject property meets the 
"productivity" test for Forest lands and likely the "necessary lands" and the "other 
resource" tests. Just viewing the Goals 3 and 4 factors alone shows that the subject 
property is more appropriately designated Forest land. 

11. Evaluate Local Circumstances: There is no exact definition of"local circumstances" in the 
Lane County RCP. The applicant interprets this provision to mean an evaluation of the 
subject property and surrounding designations, uses and land use patterns. Tables A and B 
and accompanying text of the applicant's narrative establish these factors for all properties 
in the surrounding area. That discussion is hereby incorporated. In summary, the subject 
parcel is located in a sea of Forest land and RR exception area land. 

12. The subject property is currently and has historically been used for timber production. It is 
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in both Forest and Small Tract Forest Land tax deferr-al. The property was most recently 
logged by the applicant in 2002. It is now regenerating for future harvests. Based on 2002 
tree stump and site conditions, the site was also logged between 1955 and 1960. There is no 
evidence that the subject property has ever been in farm use, as defined by the statute. 

13. Designation: The predominant designation by lot/parcel in the surr-ounding area is 
Residential (63%) followed by Forest (25%). The predominant designation, by acreage, in 
the surr-ounding area is Forest (72%). The predominant designation of adjacent parcels by 
acreage is Forest (84%). Tables A and Band accompanying text of the applicant's 
narr-ative, hereby incorporated, establish the facts. 

14. Use: The predominant use by lot/parcel in the surrounding area is residential (58%) 
followed by forestry (34%). The predominant use, by acreage, in the surrounding area is 
forestry (88%). The predominant use of adjacent parcels by acreage is forestry (94%). 
Tables A and Band accompanying text of the applicant's narrative, hereby incorporated, 
establish the facts . 

15. In summary, all evidence indicates that the subject property is currently used for forestry 
and is surr-ounded by forestry. Evidence further indicates that the subject property has 
historically been used for forestry. The property is not suited for farm use. Because the 
property is in forestry, it would be difficult and expensive to convert the property to farm 
use. Conversion would require tree removal and major cultivation. Such conversion is 
generally unfeasible. Furthermore, farm uses are not common in the surr-ounding area. 

Goal Three: Agricultural Lands 

Policy 8: 

Provide maximum protection to agricultural activities by minimizing activities, 
particularly residential, that conflict with such use. Whenever possible planning 
goals, policies and regulations should be interpreted in favor of agricultural 
activities. 

16. This policy has been interpreted by the Board of Commissioners, and the interpretation has 
been upheld on appeal. This policy addresses only conflicts that will result in a significant 
change in or a significant increase in the cost of accepted farming practices. When 
conflicts of this magnitude might result, the proposed rezoning must be conditioned to 
reduce the potential conflicts below the level that will result in a significant change or 
significant increase in the cost of accepted agricultural practices. 16 

17. No conflicts are apparent between the proposed rezoning and any adjacent or nearby 
agricultural activity. There are no farming activities on adjacent land. Land directly south, 

16 Gutoski v Lane County. 34 Or LUBA 219, 225 n4 (1998), affd 155 Or App 369, 963 P.2d 145 (1998). 
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while zoned E-40, is in forest production and in forest tax deferral. See Table B of 
applicant's narrative, hereby incorporated. 

Goal Four: Forest Lands 

Policy 1: 

Conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and protect the state's 
forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices that 
assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the leading 
use on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

Forest land shall include lands which are suitable for commercial forest uses 
including adjacent or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations 
or practices and other forested lands that maintain soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife resources. 

18. This policy implements Statewide Planning Goal4 by defining "forest lands" and requiring 
they be used consistent with the goal. The subject property qualifies as Forestland. See 
discussion in connection with Statewide Planning Goal 4 above. Therefore, the proposed 
plan change/zone change from AG/E-40 to Forest/F-1 and /F-2 furthers this policy by 
adding additional land to the State's forest land base. 

Policy 2: 

Forest lands will be segregated into hvo categories, Non-impacted and Impacted and 
these categories shall be defined and mapped by the general characteristic specified 
in the Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest Land Zones General Characteristics 

19. The proposal is for a designation change from AG to Forest and a zone change from E-40 
to F-1 for the west 48 acres and F-2 for the east 78 acres. The F-2 designation of the east 
78 acres is supported by the general characteristic specified in Policy 15 below. The F -1 
designation for the west 48 acres is gained by default, as F -1 is a more restrictive zone. 

Policy 3: 

Prohibit residence on Non-Impacted Forest Lands except for the maintenance, 
repair or replacement of existing dwellings. 

20. This policy is not applicable, as no dwellings exist or will be permitted on the proposed 
F-1 portion. 

Policy 15: 
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Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest land shall be 
zoned Non-impacted Forest Lands (F-1, RCP) or Impacted Forest Lands (F-2, 
RCP). A decision to apply one of the above zones or both the above zones is a split 
zone fashion shall be based upon: 

A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristic of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are specified below in subsection b and 
c. This conclusion shall be supported by a statement of reasons explaining why the 
facts support of the conclusion. 

21. The Board has determined that the characteristics of the land, not the ownership of it, 
control the analysis. (See Ord. PA 1236). Focus is on the subject property and the land 
in the immediate vicinity. Legal lot status is irrelevant. Ownership means, 'land being 
proposed for rezoning." This can be an entire property or a p01iion of it. Where it is a 
portion of a larger lot, analysis is limited to the portion under consideration for rezone. 
The critical focus of the analysis in on the property proposed for rezoning and the 
characteristics that property has that mitigate toward consideration of applying F-1 or F-
2. 

22. The Board has determined that the analysis under Goal Four, Policy 15 does not require a 
precise mathematical computation since the focus is on all the characteristics and 
whether, on balance, the land proposed for rezoning more closely corresponds to the F-1 
or F-2 characteristics. (See Ord. PA 1236) 

23. Based on evidence submitted, the Board finds that the entire 126 acres is more 
appropriately designated Forest. Designation and zoning must be consistent. Both F-1 
and F-2 zoning are consistent with Forest designation. Therefore, the property must be 
zone F-1 or F-2 or a combination of both. 

24. The west 48 acre parcel and the east 78 acre parcel are held in separate ownership, as 
established in other findings. 

25. Policy 15 allows split zoning and different zoning on different parcels. 

26. F-1 zoning is stricter than F-2 zoning, allowing less non-forestry uses. 

27. The applicant has proposed F-1 zoning on the west 48 acre parcel. Because F-1 zoning is 
stricter, the Board will apply the requested zoning without further analysis under Policy 15. 

28. The below Policy 15 analysis is limited to the east 78 acre parcel. 

Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 
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(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or non forest uses." 

29. The County Board has detennined that this provision focuses on the subject property 
itself (not suiTounding property) and whether it is developed with residences or nonforest 
uses. The absence of residential development or other nonforest use is a characteristic of 
F-1 zoning. 

30. The 78-acre property is developed with a homestead dwelling constructed in 
approximately the 1920' s. Therefore, the property does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

31. The Board determined in Ordinance PA 1236 that the focus is on the subject property and 
any underlying contiguously held properties. Contiguous is defined as, 

"Having at least one common boundary line greater than eight feet in length. Tracts of 
land under the same ownership and which are intervened by a street*** shall not be 
considered contiguous. * * * The intent of this provision is to look within the land being 
proposed for rezoning to determine whether or not that land being proposed for rezoning 
consists of contiguous land owned by the applicant that is 80-acres or larger in sizes." 
(Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). 

32. In other words, if the property being proposed for rezoning contained within it four 
parcels all owned by the same owner, and each ofthe parcels was 21 acres, then the land 
proposed for rezoning would contain 84 acres. But if the property proposed for rezoning 
was a 40-acre portion of a larger 160 acres parcel or a 40 acre lot contiguous to four 20-
acre parcels owned by the applicant, review is restricted to the 40-acre subject property. 

33. Being a large, contiguously held property is a characteristic ofF-1 zoning. 

34. The subject property (east 78 acre parcel) is 78 acres of contiguous ownership. 
Therefore, the east 78-acre parcel does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

"(3) Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized for commercial 
forest or commercial farm uses." 

35. The Board has determined that this provision focuses on property adjacent to (contiguous 
to) the subject property, and whether it is utilized for commercial forest/farm uses. t, i ], 

not conclusive, the following factors can be considered in determining whether 
suiTounding uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel size, tax defeiTal, and 
other factual information. However, the determination of whether a property is in 
"commercial" farm or forest use is weighed against a different set of standards. 
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36. The County has interpreted Policy 15 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industrial forest land from small-scale non-industrial fore.st land." Ordinance 1236, 
page 8. 

37. "Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership ofindustrial forest operators, were 
[zoned] as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1)." Ordinance 1236, Page 9. Emphasis 
added. 

38. Based on the above, commercial forest use leans toward public lands and lands that are 
large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Examples of lands 
that fall squarely under the umbrella of "large scale industrial forest land" include lands 
owned by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than 2,000 acres of land in forest 
use in Lane County); Weyerhaeuser (1668 holdings and more than a 100 thousand acres 
ofland in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Industries (200 holdings and more than 
2,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (168 holdings and 
more than 1,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); and McDougal Bros (92 
holdings and more than 1,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County). See Exhibit 
TT of applicant's submission. 

39 The Oregon Department of Revenue keeps a yearly list of large-scale industrial timber 
owners. That list is included as Exhibit TT of applicant's submission. 

40. The above interpretation of"commercial" is supported by the Circuit Court's holding in 
CJKv. Lane County (No. 160911508), which is incorporated herein by this reference. 

41. Having commercial farm/forest uses on property adjacent to the subject property is a 
characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

42. There are seven properties adjacent to the east 78-acre parcel. See Table F below. One 
of the contiguous properties is in commercial forest use. None of the adjacent parcels are 
in commercial farm use. 

43. Given that one of the seven adjacent parcels (14%) are in commercial forest use, the 
subject property (east 78-acre parcel) does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

Table F 
Contiguous Property and Commercial Use 

Tax Lot Ownership Parcel size Holdings in Comments 
Lane County 
Parcels/acres 
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Ex. TT 
TL200 Rosboro 65 acres 292 Given the number of holdings and amount 

Lumber Co. parcels/more ofland in forest production in Lane County, 
than 2,000 acres and given the fact that Rosboro is included 

on the state's list, this property is part of a 
large scale industrial operation and should 
be considered to be in commercial forest 
use. 

TL 700 (west Ravin 48 acres 4 parcels/200 Given the limited number of holdings and 
portion) Ventures, LLC acres. amount of land owned and in forest 

production, this property is not part of a 
large scale industrial operation and should 
not be considered to be in commercial forest 
use. This is a small-scale, non industrial 
use. 

TL 500 J. Paschelke 85 acres 5 parcles/217 Given the limited number of holdings and 
acres amount of land owned and in forest 

production, this property is not part of a 
large scale industrial operation and should 
not be considered to be in commercial forest 
use. This is a small-scale, non industrial 
use. 

TL 601 J. Paschelke .68 acres 5 parcles/217 Given the limited number of holdings and 
acres amount of land owned and in forest 

production, this property is not part of a 
large scale industrial operation and should 
not be considered to be in commercial forest 
use. Furthermore, this parcel is too small to 
be in commercial forest use. 

800(west Dustrude 8.19 (mostly 1 parcel/8 acres Zoned RR5 ; developed with a residence. No 
portion) on other side forest use. 

of road) 
Marcola Road Lane County Road. No forest use. 
TL 600 Christoffersen 1.86 1 parcel/1 .86 Zoned RR5; developed with a residence. No 

acre forest use. 

"(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest 
management. 

44. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property and 
the type of access to it. Ordinance No. 1236. Access by an mierial road or forest 
management road is a characteristic ofF -1 zoning. 

45. The subject property has direct access to Marcola Road, a local collector. The purpose of 
Marcola road is to move traffic from Hwy 228 to Springfield and to support local 
residential transportation. Therefore, the subject property (east 78-acre parcel) does not 
meet this F -1 characteristic. 

"(5) Primarily under commercial forest management." 
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46. The County Board has detem1ined that this provision focuses on the subject property and 
whether it is utilized for commercial forest/farm uses. Ordinance No. 1236. While not 
conclusive, the following factors can be considered in determining whether surrounding 
uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel size, tax deferral, and other factual 
infom1ation. However, the determination of whether a prope1iy is in "commercial" farm 
or forest use is weighed against a higher set of standards. 

47. The County has interpreted Policy 15 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industrial forest land from small-scale non-industrial forest land." Ordinance 1236 

48. "Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership ofindustrial forest operators. were 
[zoned} as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1)." Ordinance 1236, Page 9. 

49. Based on the above, commercial forest management leans toward public lands and lands 
that are large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Examples of 
lands that fall squarely under the umbrella of "large scale industrial forest land" include 
lands owned by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than 2,000 acres of land in 
forest use in Lane County); Weyerhaeuser (1668 holdings and more than a 100 thousand 
acres of land in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Industries (200 holdings and more 
than 2,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (168 holdings and 
more than 1,000 acres ofland in forest use in Lane County); and McDougal Bros (92 
holdings and more than 1,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County). See Exhibit 
TT of applicant's submission. This is just a sample. There are hundreds of similar 
industrial forest land companies holding property in Lane County. 

50. The Oregon Department of Revenue keeps a yearly list oflarge-scale industrial timber 
owners. Ravin Ventures is not on the list. 

51. Being on the Department ofRevenue's list and having large holdings is an indicator that 
a parcel is in commercial forest management. 

52. The above interpretation of"commercial" is supported by the Circuit Comi's holding in 
CJK v. Lane County (No. 160911508), which is incorporated herein by this reference. 

53. Having commercial farm/forest uses on the subject property is a characteristic ofF-1 
zonmg. 

54. The east property is approximately 78 acres owned by Ravin Ventures, LLC and Ramon 
Fisher. That ownership, owns no other parcels in Lane County. Ravin Venture, alone, 
only owns four parcel in Lane County totaling 200 acres. Ravin Ventures and Ramon 
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Fisher does not appear on the Department ofRevenues list. 

55 . Because Ravin Ventures, LLC and Ran1on Fisher, has limited holdings in Lane County 
and because it does not appear on the state's list, the property's commercial forestry 
status is not obvious. 

56. The subject property (east 78-acre parcel) does not meet this F-1 characteristic 

F -1 Characteristics Summary 

57. In summary, the subject property meets 0 of the 5 characteristics for being zoned F-1. 

Non-impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1, RCP) Characteristics Does the Subject Property Meet 
this Element? 

I . Predominantly Ownerships not developed by residences or No. The property is developed 
noriforest uses with a residence. 
2. Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in No. The property is less than 80 
size acres 
3. Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized f or No. Only one contiguous 
commercial forest or commercial farm uses. ownership out of seven are utilized 

for commercial forest or farm uses 
4. Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for f orest No. Adjacent to Marcola Road, a 
management. local county road. 
5. Primarily under commercial f orest management. No. The property is small-scale 

nonindustrial land and is therefore 
not in commercial forest use. 

CONCLUSION Should not be zoned F-1 because 
it none of the characteristics 
(0 of 5) 

(c) Impacted Forest Zone characteristics: ***" 

"(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

58. The County Board has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property 
itself (not surrounding property) and whether it is developed with residences or nonforest 
uses. Ordinance 1236. A property developed with residence or other nonforest use is a 
characteristic ofF-2 zoning. 

59. The subject property (east 78-acre parcel) is developed with a residence constructed in 
approximately 1920. It is currently occupied. Therefore, the subject property meets this 
F-2 characteristic. 

"(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres of less in size. 

60. The County has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property itself (not 
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surrounding property) and its size. Ordinance 1236. 

61. Property containing 80 acres or less is a characteristic ofF-2 zoning. 

62. The subject property (east 78-acre parcel) is 78 acres in independent ownership, smaller 
than 80 acre threshold. Therefore, the subject property does not meet this F-2 
characteristic. 

"(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less th[ajn 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an exception has 
been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan." 

63. The County has determined that the focus of this criterion is on contiguous properties and 
properties in the "general area." (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). 

64. In Ordinance 1236, the Board interprets "generally contiguous" to mean in the general 
area. See page 1 0 of the Ordinance. The distance can be pushed in some or all directions 
and can cross roads, streams and other barriers. (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 1 0). How wide and 
how far is determined on a case by case basis. (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 1 0). This provision is 
two fold: F-2 should be applied (1) where adjacent and nearby properties are less than 
SO-acres and developed, or (2) where adjacent or nearby properties are within a 
developed or committed exception area. 

65. Ordinance 1236 interprets "adjacent" to mean general vicinity. The tem1 adjacent looks, 

"evenfurther beyond the nearby tracts or across intervening right of way to acknowledge 
the impact of development within developed and committed exception areas in the 
general vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look at the 
complete tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in the general 
area. It does not dep end on contiguity for that consideration. " Ordinance 1236, Page 10. 

66. Generally Contiguous Tracts: There are 34 tracts that are "generally contiguous," as 
defined by the applicant. These tracts are included in Table A ofthe application narrative, 
which is hereby incorporated. 

67. Twenty four of the 34 generally contiguous tracts (71%) are less than 80 acres and 
contain a dwelling. This supports a finding that the property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

68. Developed and Committed Tracts: The subject property (east 78-acre parcel) is adjacent 
to a developed and committed exception area to the northeast, east and southeast. 

69. There are 34 tracts in the 'general vicinity,' as defined by the applicant. Of the 34 tracts, 
24 (71 %) are in developed and committed exception areas. 
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70. Based on the above, the subject property (east 78 acre parcel) meets this F-2 
characteristic. 

u(4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and mads, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

71. The County Board has detem1ined that this provision focuses on the subject property itself 
(not swTounding prope1iy) and access to services. Ord. 1236. In Lane County, rural 
services typically include: power, road access, telephone, police, ambulance, fire, and 
schools. Not typically included are public stormwater, public water or public sewer. 

72. The subject property has direct access onto Marcola Road, a local county road. Power and 
telephone services are already connected to the site to serve the existing dwelling. The site 
is served by the Mohawk Rural Fire Protection District, the Lane County Sheriffs 
Department, the State police department, Mohawk ambulance services and the Marcola 
School district. See discussion under Goal 11. In summary, the subject prope1iy is already 
developed with a residence which has access to power, transportation facilities, telephone, 
police, ambulance, fire and schools. Therefore, the subject property (east 78-acre parcel) 
meets this F-2 characteristic. 

F-2 Summary 

73. Based on the above, the subject property meets four of the four characteristics for being 
zoned F-2 

F-2 Zoning Criteria Does the Subject Property Meet this 
Element? 

Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or Yes. Property is developed with 
nonforest uses. a residence 
Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. Yes. Parcel is 78 acres is size. 
Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less Yes. Of the 34 "generally 
then 80 acres and residences and/or adjacent to developed or contiguous" tracts, 24 are less and 80 
committed areas for which an exception has been taken in the acres with a dwelling; 24 are in 
Rural Comprehensive Plan." developed and committed exception 

areas. 
Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and Yes. The area is highly 
roads, intended primarily for direct services to rural developed. The property is 
residences. adjacent to Marcola Road with 

access to power, cable, DSL, 
police, fire and emergencies 
services. And is near the 
communities of Marcola and 
Mabel. 

CONCLUSION The subject property should be 
zoned F-2 because it meets four of 
the four F -2 characteristics ( 4 of 4) 

Summary Analysis of Policy 15 
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74. Based on the above analysis, the "characteristics of the land correspond more closely to 
the characteristic of the proposed zoning [F-2} than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone [F-1}. " The subject property meets none of the five F-1 characteristics, and meets 
four of the four F-2 characteristics. Therefore, F-2 zoning is supported for the east 78-
acre parcel. 

Goal Five: Opens Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas and Natural Resources 

Flora and Fauna Policy 7: 

Because of incomplete County coverage by, and interpretation of, the National 
Wetlands Inventory, wetland resources are to be considered "significant" in terms 
of OAR 660-16-000/025 and placed in "lB" and "lC" categories. Major wetlands 
designated "lC" resources shall be protected per the "3C" option through a 
combination of existing County Coastal and Greenway zoning regulations, and 
federaVstate ownership; where these do not occur, an appropriate wetlands zoning 
district shall be developed and applied. Other wetlands from the National Wetlands 
Inventory shall be evaluated per "lB" requirements within two years of the date of 
Plan adoption, and decisions made on the protection or use of the resource. The 
County shall consider enlarging the list of protected per Goal 5 requirements if it is 
clearly demonstrated that an unprotected significant wetland(s) is likely to be 
significantly impacted by a land use action over which the County has jurisdiction. 

75. See discussion of wetlands resources under Statewide Planning Goal5. Forest practices 
on the land are governed by the Forest Practices Act. 

76. No other Comprehensive Plan policies apply. 

IV. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR PLAN CHANGES 

1. LC 16.400(6)(h) sets out the criteria for amending the county plan designation. Each of 
the criteria is addressed here. Where a criterion incorporates a Statewide Planning Goal, 
LCDC Rule, or Rural Plan Policy, reference is made the relevant part of the narrative 
above so as to avoid repetition. 

LC 16.400(6)(h): Method of Plan Adoption and Amendment. 

(iii) The Board may amend or supplement the Rural Comprehensive Plan upon 
making the following findings" 

(aa) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the 
Plan component or amendment meets all the applicable requirements of local and 
state law, including Statewide Planning Goals and Oregon Administrative Rules. 
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2. This criterion makes general reference to other sources of standards that apply to plan 
changes. Those other standards are addressed elsewhere in this narrative. 

(bb) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the 
Plan amendment or component is: 

(i-i) necessary to correct an identified error in the application of the Plan; OR 

(ii-ii) necessary to fulfill an identified public or community need for the intended 
result of the component or amendment; OR 

(iii-iii) necessary to comply with the mandate of local, state or federal policy or law; 
OR 

(iv-iv) necessary to provide for the implementation of adopted Plan policy or 
elements; OR 

(v-v) otherwise deemed by the Board, for reasons briefly set forth in its decision, to 
be desirable, appropriate or proper. 

3. This criterion offers a smorgasbord of policy choices from which the county may select 
to justify initiating the plan change. At least two are relevant to this application. Item 
(iv-iv) allows the plan change if it implements the Rural Plan Policies. Goal Four, Policy 
1 of the Rural Plan Policies anticipates the preservation of Forest lands by maintaining a 
forest land base. This proposal implements that policy because the subject property 
qualifies as forest land under the Goal 4 definition. 

4. Item (v-v) invites the county to make plan changes that are desirable, appropriate or 
proper. This proposal also meets that criterion. Where lands qualify as both farm and 
forest lands, OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 

When lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural land and forest land, 
an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

5. Furthermore, the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Lands working 
paper, page 6, provides: 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 

"In an inventory of agricultural lands and forest lands there will by many instances 
where land will meet Goal definition for both categories. According to [LCDC 's] policy, 
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farm and forest uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking 
an exception to the other goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be 
documented in the Plan. The policies within the Plan will support one designation over 
another depending on the situation. The county should consider the following items in 
addressing overlapping lands: ***." 

6. Those items and the analysis are discussed in detail under Sections II and III, above. The 
analysis shows that a plan change to Forest is desirable, appropriate and proper based on 
the review set forth. 

(cc) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component does not conflict with adopted Policies of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, and if possible achieves policy support. 

7. Compliance with individual policies in the Rural Plan Policies is discussed in Section III 
above. 

(dd) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component is compatible with the existing structure of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, and is consistent with the unamended portions or elements of 
the Plan. 

8. The existing structure of the plan anticipates Resource plan designations. As discussed in 
Section III above, this designation is also consistent with relevant policies in the Rural 
Plan Policies. 

LC 16.400(8): Additional Amendment Provisions. 

(a) Amendments to the Rural Comprehensive Plan shall be classified according 
to the following criteria: 

(i) Minor Amendment. An amendment limited to the Plan Diagram only and, if 
requiring an exception to the Statewide Planning Goals, justifies the exception 
solely on the basis that the resource land is already built upon or is irrevocably 
committed to other uses not allowed by an applicable goal. 

9. This is a minor amendment to the plan which requests a change to the Plan Diagram for 
the subject property - from Agriculture to Forest. No goal exceptions are requested. 
This application demonstrates that the subject property is not Agricultural land, but 
Forest land. 

(c) Minor amendment proposals initiated by an applicant shall provide adequate 
documentation to allow complete evaluation of the proposal to determine if the 
findings required by LC 16.400(6)(h)(iii) above can be affirmatively made. Unless 
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planning requirements. Compliance with relevant Comprehensive Plan policies is 
addressed in Section III, above. 

Lane Code Criteria: 

LC 16.004(4): 

Prior to any rezoning, that will result in the potential for additional parcelization, 
subdivision or water demands or intensification of uses beyond normal single-family 
residential water usage, all requirements to affirmatively demonstrate adequacy of 
long-term water supply must be met as described in LC 13.050(13)(a)-(d). 

5. The request is a rezone from E-40 to F-1 and F-2. No additional parcels will be created 
as a result of this proposal. No subdivision, water demands, or intensifications beyond 
normal single family dwelling useage is enabled by this proposal. 
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waived in writing by the Planning Director, the applicant shall supply 
documentation concerning the following: 

(i) A complete description of the proposal and its relationship to the Plan. 

10. This description has been provided throughout this decision. 

(ii) An analysis responding to each of the required findings of LC 
16.400(6)(h)(iii) above. 

11 . The required analysis is provided above. 

(iii)Au assessment of the probable impacts of implementing the proposed 
amendment, including the following: 

(aa) Evaluation of laud use and patterns of the area of the amendment; 

12. See detailed discussion in Sections I and II, above. To summarize, the subject property is 
located in a sea of Forest land. Furthermore, it is adjacent to an RR exception area. 
Some of these uses are on land planned and zoned for resource use, and others are on 
land that is planned and zoned for Nonresource uses. 

(bb) Availability of public and/or private facilities and services to the area 
of the amendment, including transportation, water supply, and sewage; 

13. The public faci lities and services available or to be provided to the site are discussed in 
detail above. For a discussion of each facility and service, see the Goal 11 discussion 
above. For a further discussion of transportation facilities, see the Goal 12 discussion 
above. In summary, because the site is already developed with a residence, because it is 
in a highly developed area, and because it is close to the rural communities of Marcola 
and Mable, all faci lities and services are available to the site. 

(cc) Impact of the amendment on proximate natural resources, resource 
lauds or resource sites including a Statewide Planning Goal 5 "ESEE" conflict 
analysis where applicable; 

14. This discussion appears in detail in other parts of this document. The proximate natural 
resources to consider are those that are identified as Goal 5 resources in the 
comprehensive plan. The impact on these resources is discussed as part of the Goal 5 
analysis above. 

15. This proposal will have no adverse impact on proximate resource lands because the 
subject property will remain in resource designation and zoning. 
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(dd) Natural hazards affecting or affected by the proposal; 

16. As discussed in c01mection with Goal 7, the subject property neither contains nor is 
threatened by any natural hazards. 

V. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR ZONE CHANGES 

1. This proposal requests a change from E-40 zoning to F -1 zoning. LC 16.252 sets out 
standards for zone changes. The facts relevant to the zone change standards are largely 
redundant with the facts relevant to plan policies and the Statewide Planning Goals. The 
LC 16.252 standards are stated here and addressed, with appropriate references to other 
parts of this narrative. 

LC 16.252(2): Criteria. 

Zonings, rezonings and changes in the requirements of this Chapter shall be enacted 
to achieve the general purpose of this Chapter and shall not be contrary to the 
public interest. In addition, zonings and rezonings shall be consistent with the 
specific purposes of the zone classification proposed, applicable to Rural 
Comprehensive Plan elements and components, and Statewide Planning Goals for 
any portion of Lane County which has not been acknowledged by the Land 
Conservation and Development Commission. Any zoning or rezoning may be 
effected by Ordinance or Order of the Board of County Commissioners, the 
Planning Commission or the Hearings Official in accordance with the procedures of 
this section. 

General purposes of Chapter 16: 

2. LC 16.003 sets forth 14 broadly-worded purpose statements that include a provision to 
ensure that development is commensurate with the character and physical limitations of 
the land. Rezoning from E-40 to F-1 and F-2 implements the proposed plan amendment 
to Forest land. The public interest is served by recognizing that the land is Forest land 
rather than Agricultural land. 

Purpose ofF-1 and F-2 Zone: 

3. The purpose statements ofF-1 and F-2 zones are similar in that both are meant to 
implement the Comprehensive Plan and the forest policies, and to conserve forest land 
for uses allowed by Goal 4. This will remain unchanged. 

Rural Comprehensive Plan Criteria: 

4. The Rural Plan Policies provide the policy basis for comprehensive plan and 
implementing regulations, provide direction for land use decisions, and fulfill LCDC 
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planning requirements. Compliance with relevant Comprehensive Plan policies is 
addressed in Section III, above. 

Lane Code Criteria: 

LC 16.004(4): 

Prior to any rezoning, that will result in the potential for additional parcelization, 
subdivision or water demands or intensification of uses beyond normal single-family 
residential water usage, all requirements to affirmatively demonstrate adequacy of 
long-term water supply must be met as described in LC 13.050(13)(a)-(d). 

5. The request is a rezone from E-40 to F-1 and F-2. No additional parcels will be created 
as a result of this proposal. No subdivision, water demands, or intensifications beyond 
normal single family dwelling useage is enabled by this proposal. 
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PRESENT: 

ABSENT: 

MINUTES 

Lane County Planning Commission 
Board of Commissioners Conference Room-125 East 8th Avenue 

Eugene, Oregon 
February 17, 2009 

5:30p.m. 

Lisa Arkin, Chair; Steve Dignam, Todd Johnston, Tony McCown, Nancy Nichols, 
Howard Shapiro, Jozef Siekiel-Zdzienicki, John Sullivan, Lane County Planning 
Commissioners; Kent Howe, Stephanie Schulz, Jerry Kendall, Lane County Land 
Management Division; 

Robert Noble, Vice Chair, Lane County Planning Commissioner. 

Ms. Arkin convened the work session of the Lane County Planning Commission (LCPC) at 5:35 
p.m. Staff and Commissioners introduced themselves. 

Public Comment-There WliS no public comment offered. 

WORK SESSION 

1. Ordinance No. 7-0S-DELIBERATION: Lane Code Chapter 10 Amendments and 
Additional Policy Amendments to the Florence Realization 2020 Comprehensive Plan 
Prior to Board Co-Adoption of the Plan Under Florence's Periodic Review Work 
Program. File No. PA 08-5363 and Ordinance No. PA 1249 (Previous Planning 
Commission Hearing June 17, 2008, Previous Board of County Commissioners Hear
ing December 10, 2008). 

Ms. Arkin said Sandra Belson had come from the City of Florence to address the Commission and 
provide the Commission an opportunity to ask questions prior to deliberations. 

Mr. Sullivan stated he had not listened to the recording of the previous Planning Commission 
discussion on this agenda item. Since it was a legislative matter, he would participate in the 
discussion if the Planning Commission agreed. He would defer to Planning Commission regarding 
whether or not he should vote on the matter. 

No opposition to his participation was expressed. 

Ms. Belson reviewed the project highlights identified in her February 6, 2009 staff memorandum 
included in the agenda packet for tonight's meeting. 
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Mr. McCown arrived at 5:40p.m. 

Ms. Belson said the Florence City Council most recently met on January 26, 2009 to discuss 
potential amendments to Chapters 6 and 14 of the Florence Realization 2020 Comprehensive Plan. 
Staff recommended a different approach to protection of the North Florence Dual Aquifer at that 
meeting. The change was a result of comments from the public, the Lane County Planning 
Commission, and the Board of County Commissioners (BCC). There would be no policy change 
limiting septic system installation, but rather the focus would be on developing a joint testing and 
monitoring program. With recent concerns raised by contamination at Heceta Beach, the testing 
and monitoring program would include the groundwater aquifer as well as surface water that 
drained toward the beach. Staff had identified those undeveloped properties within the urbani
zable area (that area within the urban growth boundary [UGB] that was outside the city limits), and 
was able to quantify the number of undeveloped tax lots mid their general locations. Maps 
showing these tax lots were provided to the LCPC. 

Ms. Belson said Oregon Administrative Rules (OARs) prohibited installation of new septic 
systems for single-family homes if there was a sanitary sewer system available within 300 feet of 
the property. There was the pote11tial for approximately an additional 300 new septic systems 
within the urbanizable area without further land divisions. The City Council was focusing on 
getting testing requirements in place and setting up a monitoring system. Staff proposed policies 
that would allow septic systems on the 300 lots unless a problem was identified through the testing 
system. 

Mr. Shapiro noted there had been problems with the Kla-ha-nee development, and asked why it 
had not been included. 

Ms. Belson responded Kla-ha-nee had not been included in the mapping because they were not 
allowed to install new septic systems, and construction would not be allowed on most of the lots 
until they hooked up to city sewer. She added Driftwood Shores hooked up to the city sewer 
because they were concerned and had conducted tests . 

Ms. Belson reviewed the City's approach to the urbanizable area, the testing program and 
housekeeping amendments as outlined in the staff memorandum. The proposed policies would 
result in fewer code amendments. On January 26, 2008, the City Council directed staff to develop 
an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with Lane County Administration and funding of the 
testing and monitoring program. When the agreement was in place, the City Council would hold a 
public hearing on the amendments. She recommended that the Planning Commission recommend 
the Comprehensive Plan Amendments and corresponding Lane Code changes to the BCC. She 
further recommended that the BCC not make a fmal decision until the IGA was in place. 

Ms. Arkin opened the floor to questions from Commissioners. 

Ms. Nichols said caffeine had originally been included in the revised language as a surrogate for 
prescription drugs, but noted it had been dropped and asked why that had happened. 

Ms. Belson agreed to research the issue. 

Mr. Johnston opined specific substances would be identified in the IGA. 
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Responding to a question from Mr. Johnston, Ms. Nichols asked that caffeine specifically be cited 
in the adopted language as requiring testing. 

Ms. Arkin asked what the relationship of the technical memorandum in the LCPC packet was to 
the policy amendments and to the I GA. She asked if it was merely informative. 

Ms. Belson responded the technical memorandum was a recommendation from GSI, consultant to 
the City Council, as a starting point of the development of the IGA. Although it was intended to 
be informative, it was not required. She added the City of Florence welcomed suggestions from 
Lane County on what should be tested for. 

Responding to a question from Mr. Dignam regarding the adoption process for the Comprehensive 
Plan, Ms. Schulz said the public records at both the Lane County Planning Commission and 
elected officials' levels were closed. The Planning Commission record was held open until 
February 6, 2009, in order for the City of Florence to complete its work that was now the study 
proposal that the City Council wanted to implement. Back in December 2008, the BCC held the 
written record open until March 4, 3009, and scheduled a third reading/fourth reading and 
deliberations for AprilS, 2009. No additional hearings were scheduled. She added the Planning 
Commission could recommend_additional time for a public hearing. 

Mr. Dignam asked if Lane County staff felt the requirements for a public hearing had been met, 
consideiing the City of Florence's proposed changes. · 

Ms. Schulz opined the requirements had been met, because although no additional public hearings 
were scheduled, the LCPC record had been held open for additional time. 

Responding to a question from Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki, Ms. Belson said the City Council intended 
to hold another public hearing regarding the monitoring program and study approach. 

Mr. Shapiro expressed concern that the water flowing west and south through the aquifer by Clear 
Lake would contaminate the aquifer. Thus, it was important that the water be tested at the source. 

Ms. Belson said Clear Lake was outside the UGB, adding if a site was outside of the UGB it was 
outside the scope of the Florence Comprehensive Plan. However, the City was developing an 
application to the federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for a grant that would fund 
more test wells than were shown on the map. Heceta Water District was a partner in the applica
tion and had identified other test well locations in addition to seeking testing of Clear Lake. It was 
likely Lane County would also be a partner to the grant application. The EPA grant application 
included $50,000 to pay for Lane County staff involvement in the testing and monitoring, with no 
match from the County. 

Responding to a question from Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki regarding a sewer line on the recently 
annexed section of Rhododendron Drive, Ms. Belson said there were two pump stations to serve 
Fawn Ridge. ·The sewer line continues to Driftwood Shores although a pump station had not yet 
been built, so Driftwood Shores is not yet connected to Florence's sewer system. 

MINUTES-Lane County Planning Commission February 17, 2009 
Work Session 

Page 3 



In response to Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienick:i, Ms. Belson stated Policy 5 was in response to concerns of 
the Heceta Water District to ensure they would be included in a review and comment process, and 
their comments would be considered part of the public record. Policy 4 was in the 1988 
Comprehensive Plan and brought forward to the current proposed plan. The two policies said the 
City would send referrals to Lane County and Heceta Water District on any annexation applica
tions. 

Ms. Arkin said Policy 12 addressed sewage and chemicals, and asked why no testing for water 
level was included in the testing process. 

Ms. Belson stated water level had a greater impact on septic systems, noting that when water levels · 
were high, septic systems could not drain. Water level did not impact water quantity available. It 
was important to know how high the water level was because it affected how quickly contaminants 
were getting into the aquifer. . · 

Ms. Arkin said the issue of up to approximately 300 septic systems being added to the area, and 
whether there should be stipulations about the type of septic systems allowed in the aquifer had 
been discussed by the Planning Commission previously. She asked if the City could stipulate what 
type of drain fields would be allowed. 

Ms. Belson said the City and the County could have those stipulations. Based upon the public 
comments, some of the alternative systems did a better job and were more expensive. The City 
hlid decided to back off from requiring improved on-site treatment or required connections and 
instead put in place a testing program that could ultimately require alternative septic systems. 

Responding to a question from Mr. Shapiro, Ms. Belson said the City of Florence did not currently 
regulate septic systems. 

Responding to a question from Mr. McCown regarding unfunded mandates, Mr. Howe said Lane 
County staff involvement in the testing and monitoring would occur only if the EPA grant was 
awarded and provided $50,000 for Lane County staff participation. 

Ms. Belson added the City of Florence would not take on the whole testing and monitoring burden 
if EPA did not provide grant funding. 

Ms. Schulz stated the EPA grant application was to be considered by the BCC this week. 

Mr. Dignam, seconded by Ms. Nichols, moved to reopen the record until 
one week after the Florence City Council met to discuss. Mr. Dignam ac
cepted Ms. Arkin's friendly amendment to reopen the record until one 
week after the Florence City Council took action on the Comprehensive 
Plan. The motion passed unanimously, 8:0. 

Ms. Arkin asked for closing comments from Commissioners . 

Ms. Nichols was happy with the progress and hoped there would be testing that would address 
caffeine or some other marker for septic tanks. 
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Mr. McCown was also happy with the progress. He saw policy as a long lasting document, and it 
was important to have the value of the testing and the practical side of funding mesh. 

Mr. Shapiro thought the City was moving in the right direction. Once the IGA was signed, he 
wanted to see more testing at the source of the aquifer and financed by the City of Florence, Lane 
County and the Heceta Water District. 

Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki was glad to see the City of Florence responding to the public and the 
LCPC. He expressed his appreciation to Ms. Belson for her hard work. He wanted to ensure that 
the Heceta Water District was of enough importance in the IGA. 

Ms. Belson stated the City of Florence had no authority to require the Heceta Water District to 
enter into the IGA, but hoped they would. The Chair of the Water District's Board of Directors 
had testified in support of the Comprehensive Plan and the Water District agreed unanimously to 
participate in the EPA grant application. 

Mr. Sullivan supported the work that was submitted for the February 26, 2009 City Council 
meeting. He hesitated on the other work because he was not present when Mr. Nelson testified 
with the technical memorandum. He was concerned about surface water monitoring and response 
actions, and had not realized the City of Florence had E. coli in its water. It was no longer a 
problem ofthe future, but was a problem of the present. 

Mr. Johnston echoed comments from other Commissioners .. He noted progress had been 
significant and said he appreciated the patience of Florence staff with the various groups they had 
to work with. It was worthy that Policies 12 and 13 be as specific as possible without compromis
ing flexibility down the road. Getting specific line items for testing as recommended by GSI as 
well as including caffeine and other chemicals would be u seful. It would be worth reaching out to 
local water watch groups. 

Mr. Dignam supported the ordinance as it was presented. The issue had generated a significant 
amount of public comment and testimony. He echoed Mr. Sullivan's concerns that members of the 
public did not want to hook up to a sewage system. However, he viewed water quality as a more 
important issue than the public concern and he was concerned that the LCPC had paid too much 
attention to the public concerns on this matter. He did not want to see the water quality in one area 
of the County deteriorate. The system established for testing provided the flexibility to step in if 
needed. He did not believe reviewing the draft IGA was a role for the LCPC and he had no 
interest in seeing it. 

Ms. Arkin expressed her appreciation for the responsiveness of the staff. She was glad to see the 
testing program and an IGA that would provide specific language on the criteria and protocols for 
running the testing program being developed. She agreed with Mr. Dignam's comments regarding 
the importance of water quality to maintain quality oflife and the ability to be healthy. She 
echoed Mr. Shapiro's comments and recommended to the City of Florence and Lane County that 
Lane County should require monitoring on county lands that were part of the general aquifer. She 
also wanted to see testing for pharmaceuticals in the water. She recommended that the City look at 
the building code and consider requiring a certain quality of septic system for new systems in the 
area despite the concern that people may consider it an economic burden. There were many things 
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in the building code that could be considered burdensome but were considered accepted as 
necessary for safety. 

Ms. Arkin closed the work session at 6:50p.m. 

PUBLIC HEARJ:l'l"G 

1. P A08-5888-Minor Plan Amendment and Zone Change from "Agricultural" to 
"Forest" Lands and from "E-40/Exclusive Farm Use" to "F-2/Impacted Forest 
Lands" for the east 78 acres of a 126 acre parcel. 

Map 16-01-08, Tax Lot 700 
Address: 92922 Marcola Road, Springfield, Oregon 
Owner: Ravin Ventures, LLC 
Applicant: Ed Fisher 
Agent: Kim O'Dea 

Ms. Arkin convened the public hearing of the Lane County Planning Commission (LCPC) at 7:00 
p.m. Staff, Commissioners and visitors introduced themselves. 

Mr. Johnston stated he had a potential conflict of interest and would not participate in the 
discussion or deliberation. · · 

Mr. Kendall offered the staff report. The application was originally submitted in May 2006, and 
scheduled for a public hearing before the LCPC on April17, 2007. The original proposal included 
all 126 acres of the parcel. Staff recommended denial of the rezone portion of the request, based 
on an interpretation of a Goal 4 RCP policy by the Board of County Commissioners (BCC), which 
the applicant had failed to utilize. The application was withdrawn before the public hearing. In 
September 2008, a revised application which included only the 78 easternmost acres of the subject 
parcel was submitted. The remaining 48 westernmost acres were not part of the proposal before 
the LCPC, and would retain its plan/zone designation of Agricultural Land/E-40. The 78 acres of 
land which was the subject of the revised proposal was located on the west side of Marcola Road 
in Springfield. A dwelling was located on the eastern end of the parcel, near Marcola Road. 

Mr. Kendall stated the applicant was making two requests. The first request was changing the plan 
designation from agricultural land to forest land, for which the application met the criteria. The 
second request was to determine whether the correct zoning was F-1, Non-impacted Forest Lands, 
or F-2, Impacted Forest Lands. There were three applicable cases, the Symbiotics case, the 
Dockum case, and the Lininger case, which were described in the staff report. Mr. Kendall 
reviewed the Policy 15 characteristics as cited in the staff report. 

Mr. Kendall said staff recommended approval of the plan change to Forest Land, with a zone 
designation ofF-1, Non-impacted Forest Lands. 

Mr. Sullivan said the term "development" was used several times in the staff report, and asked if 
the LCPC should consider the potential for development in making a decision. 
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Mr. Kendall stated there were five legal lots on the subject property. If the site was zoned F-2, 
there was a potential that five additional dwellings could be constructed. 

Mr. Dignam noted the staff report indicated the subject property had three of the five characteris
tics ofF-lland and two of the four characteristics ofF-2land. He asked if a scorecard approach 
had been used to evaluate those characteristics. 

Mr. Kendall explained the methodology, saying it had been past practice that held up on appeal 
which had never been challenged at the Land Use Board of Appeals (UJBA) and was supported 
by the BCC. A scorecard approach had not been previously used, but rather the determination was 
based on a simple majority of meeting the F-1 and F-2 characteristics. 

Responding to a question from Ms. Nichols, Mr. Kendall said staffwould evaluate a proposal that 
contained delineation of the site by drawing lot lines. However, the staff analysis had determined 
the site did not meet the F-2 characteristics. 

In response to Ms. Arkin, Mr. Kendall said the property was logged sometime during the late 
1950's to mid 1960's, and again during 2004-2006. He stated there were no Oregon Department 
of Forestry tickets, and the logging date determination was based upon a level of evidence, noting 
there was no evidence to the contrary. 

Kimberly O'Dea provided the applicant's report. She distributed the following documents: 
• Letter dated February 17, 2009 to the Lime County Planning Commission and Jerry Kend

all, from Kimberly J.R.ODea, regarding Fisher Plan change and Zone Change Applica
tion Map 16-01-08, portion of tax lot 700. 

• Zoning Criteria matrix. 

Ms. ODea asserted the staff report related to this request was the most flawed she had seen in a 
long time because it relied on a case rather existing law. She asked that the hearing be moved 
forward to March 2009, or the record left open for fourteen days to enable her to address the staff 
report. She provided a history of the case, noting that the application was filed before Ordinance 
1236 was enacted, which changed the way the County viewed the F-1 to F-2 characteristics and 
resulted in the applicant withdrawing their application. She then applied Syrnbiotics as written to 
the current case. She acknowledged the past record that dealt with the entire property was still part 
of the record, but was now less relevant. She said the Planning Commission could recommend 
that the entire site be zoned F-1 and the applicant would not fight that. The property should never 
been zoned agricultural land and had never been used for agriculture, as it was very hilly and the 
soil was rocky. 

Ms. ODea said she received the staff report on Friday, February 13, 2009, and had not had 
sufficient time to review it. She wanted to make a written response to the staff report and show 
why the Dockum decision should not be considered by the Planning Commission in its recommen
dation to the BCC. 

Ms. ODea reviewed the f<:>llowing issues: 
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• Development and transportation-Ms. ODea said there was nothing that changed on the 
property from the current zoning E-40 which contained five legal lots. None of the legal 
lots were developable because none of them were big enough. Even if the lots were de
velopable, there was no outright permitted use, and this did not change in the F-2 zone. 
Construction would require property line adjustments, post property line adjustment legal 
lot verifications, and special use decisions. She asserted plan and zone changes gave the 
property no more development potential. While there were several ways to get homes in 
the E-40 and F-2 zones, there was no way to put homes in the F-1 zone. Chapter 15, which 
addressed transportation, and related road improvements, would only need to be consid
ered when Chapter 16, which addressed land use permits, was raised. 

• Dockum case-The Hearings Official ignored the BCC's fmdings in Ordinance 1236. She 
said the ca,se should be given no instructive weight, as it was for the BCC to correct its 
mistakes, if any were made, and not the Hearings Official. 

• Forest Designation-Everyone agreed the property should be designated as Forest. 
• Zoning Characteristics 

o Residences on site-There were no provisions in F-1 for dwellings even with a 
special use permit. A zoning designation ofF-1 would make the parcel less in 
compliance with the plan and code that it was currently, and would create a non
conforming use that could not be corrected. In the F-2 zone, the dwelling could be 
made legal with a special use permit. 

o Subject property and 80 acre threshold-Seventy eight acres were proposed for 
rezone and which was consistent with the Symbiotics cast1. In the Dockum case, 
the Hearings Official altered the BCC' s decision without justification, which was 
overreaching. The Symbiotics case was the only one that applied in this situation. 

o Commercial Forest and Farm use-The staff assertion that the tried and true 
method of looking to deferral status as the right approach was incorrect. That 
method conflicted with the purpose of the zoning districts and had been voided by 
theBCC. 

• Generally Contiguous-The staff method conflicted with the Symbiotics case and the 
language of the Plan. Ordinance 1236 said that "generally contiguous" went beyond "con
tiguous" and looked at the "general area". ·Staff looked to "abutting" property which was 
not the "general area", but rather "contiguous". The applicant's submission looked to the 
"general area" as required. The review established that the property met the F-2 character
istic because it was impacted by houses and exception areas. The 1,000 foot review area 
was supported by the Lininger decision and other "vicinity" and "general area" decisions. 

Ms. ODea urged the Planning Commission to rely on Ordinance 1236 rather than the Hearings 
Official's decision. She added F-2 was applicable without deciding what "commercial forestry" 
meant. She stated while the subject application was limited to the 78 acre eastern portion of the 
property, the applicant acknowledged that, prior to the application being amended to reflect the . 
ordinance, staff and the applicant reviewed the entire tract. The County in the past embraced split 
zoning. The applicant would not object to the Planning Commission making a Forest designation 
recommendation for the entire tract and then an F-1/F-2 zoning district recommendation. 

Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki asked why the applicant was requesting the zone change, since commercial 
forestry was allowed under the current zoning. 
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Ms. O'Dea said it was the right of every citizen to look at the zoning of their property to determine 
whether the zoning was done correctly. 

Responding to a question from Mr. Sullivan, Ms. O'Dea reaffirmed the applicant would not argue 
against a recommendation by the Planning Commission to zone the entire property F-1. 

Mr. Kendall clarified Ms. O'Dea intended to include the full126 acres when she stated entire 
property, which she affmned. 

Mr. Sullivan noted in Ordinance 1236, the BCC suggested that a road created non-contiguous 
property. He asked if that narrowed the scope of the argument. He asked if the intent of 
Ordinance 1236 was to address "contiguous" as ownership rather than "contiguous" as properties. 

Ms. O'Dea said Ordinance 1236 spoke to contiguous, which showed up in several other standards. 
The BCC went beyond its authority with the "generally contiguous" property, which allowed you 
to jump roads. The ordinance was spycific from criteria to criteria. 

Mr. Johnston left at 7:00p.m. 

Responding to Ms. Arkin, Mr. Kendall said staff would consult with legal counsel and the 
Planning Director to determine if a procedural error would be created by changing the proposal, 
especially in lieu of the fact that staff had been instructed to ignore the original text submittal 
which considered the entire property. The applicant was now saying that one option was to rezone 
the entire property F-1 but there was no analysis to support that action. 

Ms. O'Dea said her original submittal, which included the analysis, looked at the entire property, 
and was in the record. Amendment of the application to respond to Symbiotics contained enough 
infonnation to create a clean process. 

Responding to a question from Mr. Dignam regarding Ms. O'Dea's statement that the County 
embraced split zoning, Mr. Kendall said he would need to research the issue before commenting. 
He understood split zoning came up more in partitioning law. 

Ms. O'Dea said in her experience in Lane County zoning lines had never been a concern with 
property line adjustments. 

In response to Ms. Arkin, Mr. Kendall said property lot line adjustments were a Planning Director 
decision and only went to the Hearings Official on appeal. He added it would be to the applicant's 
advantage to rewrite the application. The applicant had said the County could use the old 
application, which implied for only certain aspects, that had not been identified. 

Ms. O'Dea iterated the application before the Commission was for 78 acres, but the applicant 
would not object if the entire 126 acres was rezoned. 

Mr. Dignam averred it was the applicant's responsibility to tell the Commission whether it wanted 
78 or 126 acres to be considered. 
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Ms. O'Dea said the application before the Commission was for 78 acres, which was what the 
applicant wanted the Commission to look at. 

Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki noted no one had signed up to speak at the public hearing and no additional 
written material had been submitted, thus he saw no reason to hold the public hearing open as 
requested by Ms. O'Dea. 

Ms. Arkin found the application confusing because of underlying issues, such as taking 78 acres 
which was less than 80 acres, what would happen to the back section, and the issue that perhaps 
there were parts of the property that were closer to the road that were better suited for the kind of 
rezoning that was being discussed. 

Mr. Dignam said the Commission should give consideration to the applicant's request to continue 
the public hearing. He was uncomfortable as a Planning Commissioner to have conflicting 
precedents, and asked staff to provide guidance on working through the process. 

Ms. O'Dea said she was comfortable with closing the public hearing. 

Responding to a question from Ms. Nichols regarding the relationship of the Planning Commission 
recommendation and the BCC's decision regarding the Symbiotics case, Mr. Kendall said 
Symbiotics did not have a monopoly on how to instruct one on how to view zone changes as he 
stated in his staff report. Staff acknowledged there were different fact patterns in the three cases 

· (Symbiotics, Dockum and Lininger) cited, and staff choose the fact pattern that was closest to the 
current case. 

Ms. Arkin asked Mr. Kendall for rebuttal. 

Mr. Kendall asked the Planning Commission to affmn that the hearing portion would be closed 
tonight, the record would be left open for two weeks for the applicant to submit, followed by two 
weeks for staff to respond to the submittal, followed by two weeks for applicant rebuttal. The 
Planning Commission would meet on April21, 2009 for deliberation. 

Mr. Sullivan failed to understand the staff position that failure to explain the downsizing was 
grounds to designate F-1. He asked staff to respond in the written report. 

Mr. Dignam,. seconded by Mr. McCown, to leave the record open for two 
weeks, followed by two weeks for staff response, followed by two weeks 
for applicant's fmal rebuttal, with all periods measured from 5:00p.m. Feb
ruary 17, 2009, and deliberation on April21, 2009. The motion passed 
unanimously, 7:0. 

The meeting adjourned at 9:40 p.m. 

(Recorded by Linda Henry) 
m:\2009 minutes\lane county\land management division \planning commission\lcpc090217ws and ph. doc 
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MINUTES 

Lane County Planning Commission 
Board of Commissioners Conference Room-125 East 8th A venue 

Eugene, Oregon 
April21, 2009 . 

5:30p.m. 

WORK SESSION 

PRESENT: 

ABSENT: 

Lisa Arkin, Chair; Robert Noble, Vice Chair; Steve Dignam, Tony 
McCown, Nancy Nichols, Howard Shapiro, Jozef Siekie1-Zdzienicki, Jolin 
Sullivan, Lane County Planning Corn.rllissioners; Jerry Kendall, Stephanie 
Schulz, Lane County Land Management Division; Chuck Davis, Spnngfield 
Utility Board; Mark Metzger, City of Springfield; Kim O'Dea, Ravin Ventures 
LLC agent. 

Todd Johnston, Lane County Planning Commissioner< 

Ms. Arkin convened the work session of the Lane County Planning Commission (LCPC) at 5:35 
p.m. Staff and Commissioners introduced themselves. 

1. P A 06-5888---Minor Plan Amendment and Zone Change from 
"Agricultural" to "Forest" Lands and from "E-40/Exclusive Farm use" to "F-
2!lmpacted Forest Lands" for the East 78 Acres of a 126 Acre Parcel (Continued 
from February 17,2009 Deliberation Only). 

Map: 16-01-08, tax lot 700 
Address: 92922 Marcola Road, Springfield, Oregon 
Owner: Ravin V ennrres, LLC 
Applicant: Ed Fisher 
Agent: Kim O'Dea 

Mr. Noble declared he had read the record and was ready to deliberate. 

Mr. Kendall offered the staff report. He stated the record closed on March 31, 2009 and . 
summarized the information provided to Commissioners in the agenda packet. There was no 
debate between the applicant and staff that the property, which consisted Of the entire 126 acre 

· parent parcel, deserved a forest plaiJ. designation. Tht': more contentious issue was whether split 
zoning was applied and if only the eastern 78 acres were considered for an F-1 or F-2 zone. Staff 
asserted that the Rural Comprehensive Plan (RCP) Goal4 Policy 15, had the characte:iistiGs ofF
.1 versus F-2land. There were five characteristics for F-lland, of which three were met by this 
property. Additionally, there were four characteristics for F-2land, of which two were met by 
this property. The staff analysis indicated there had been no . solid justification for drawing the . 
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line and splitting the zoning, entertaining only the eastern 78 acres. Reading from the applicant's 
rebuttal, he said, "The applicant believed F-2 zoning for the 78 acres was still justified for reasons 
set out in previous submissions. However, the applicant did not object to staffs recommendation 
on page 2 and 3 of the supplemental staff report proposing forest designation and F -1 zoning." 
Mr. Kendall concluded saying the staff recommendation was F -1 on the entire 126 acres. He 
opened the floor to questions from Commissioners. 

Responding to a question from Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki, Mr. Kendall opined a second public 
hearing would be held before the Lane County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) at which 
time it would be clarified thatthe entire 126 acre site was being considered for F-1 zoning. 

R esponding to .Mr. Dignam, Mr. Kendall understood the term "non-specially assessment" was 
probably a neutral tax deferral status. He concurred there nothing in the record that the 78 acre 
portion was not involved in logging and replanting. 

Responding to a question from Ms. Arkin, Mr. Kendall stated since one of the standards stated 
that F-1 was generally 80 acres or larger, zoning 48 acres as F-1 and 78 acres as F-2 was contrary 
to the accepted standards. 

In response to Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki, Mr. K endall saw a m.inirnuin of five legal lots and there 
was a potential to adjust the lines and put dwellings on each of the lots. He opined it was 
disingenuous of the applicant to state there was no development potential on the property. 

Mr. Noble asked if the existing dwelling on property would become a non-conforming use if the 
property was zoned F-2 and what the implications of a non-conforming use were. 

Mr. Kendall said the issue had been debated over the years by the BCC, and recalled fonner 
County Commissioner Steve Cornacchia saying he did not want to burden people with onerous 
non~conforrning use status in resource zones. T):ms,Lane County did not take issue with the size 
of dwellings. 

Mr. Shapiro arrived at 5:55p.m. 

Responding to Mr. K endall, Mr. Shapiro declared he sat in on previous meetings on this topic. 

Mr. Dignam stated M r. Shapiro should be allowed to vote since no new information had been 
entered into the record this evening. 

Mr. Sullivan, seconded by Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki, moved to recommend 
to the Board of County Commiss'ioners a minor amendment to the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan of a 78 acre portion of a 126 acre parcel from 
agricultural land designation to resource forest land and to rezone from 
EF-40 exclusive farm use to F-1 non-impacted as outlined in PA 06-
5888. 

Ms. Nichols offered a friendly amendment: " . .. moved to recommend to 
the Board of County Commissioners a minor amendment to the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan of a 78 acre portion of a 126 acre parcel from 
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agricultural land designation to resource forest land and to rezone from 
EF-40 exclusive farm use to F-1 non-impacted as outlin~d in PA 06-
5888." 

Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienick.i accepted the friendly 
amendment. . 

Mr. Sullivan restated the motion previously seconded by Mr. Siekiel
Zdzienicki. He moved to recommend to the to the Board of County 
Commissioners a minor amendment to the Rural Comprehensive Plan of 

. a 126 acre parcel from agricultural land designation to resource forest 
land and to rezone from EF-40 exciusive farm use to F-1 non-impacted 
as outlined in PA 06-5888: 

Mr. Sullivan would vote for the motion because it was consistent with Lane Code Section 12.225 
because it was consistent with relevant statewide planning goals. It was a minor plan amendment 
as outlined in Lane Code Section 14-4 and qualified for forest designation under Goal 4 . It was 
not reducing resource land. Although staff argued that the predominance factor supported F-1 
under Policy 16 of the RCP, common sense indicated the argument could be made that the eastern 
most piece looked more F-2 that F-1. Howyver;having reviewed the predominance issues, he 
considered applying the predominance factors a common sense move. He did not believe the 
Planning Commission's decision could be based on possible future development. After · 
reviewing information in the record, he felt strongly coordinates 1, 2, 3, and 6 should be applied 
b ased upon BCC directives. 

·Mr. Dignam would support the motion although there was little difference between F-1 and F-2 
for this case. Based upon the criteria and upon the residence, F-2 applied. The applicant made a 
strong argument that split zoning was allowed in Policy 15, but the staff argument that there 
needed to be a logical basis for split zoning was more compelling. The applicant's argument that 
the term "predominantly contiguous" allowed flexibility was not specific enough. Mr. Dignain 
did not agree with the staff argument that only abutting property should be considered, while the 
applicant argued the general area should be considered, which he supported. When looking at the 
general area, he saw F-1. Referring to the criteria thatpredominantly ownerships contiguous to 
other land utilized for commercial forest or commercial fam1 uses, he saw no merit in the staff 
argument that commercial forest use applied only to la~ge users such as Weyerhaeuser or Seneca. 
He did not agree with the argtiment that because a site had forest tax deferral it was limited to 
forest use. While the applicant had raised valid questions regarding the viability of commercial 
forest use, the applicant had not provided evidence into the record to support a claim of the site 
not being commercial. Therefore, F-1 was appropriate. F-2 was supported by the criteria of 
access by arterial roads. Mr. Dignam disagreed with the staff argument that because the site had 

· forest tax deferral it was limited to forest use and did not see that as relevant to the Planning 
Commission's decision. Under the commercial forest management criteria, he disagreed with 
both staffs and applicant 's argument, but there was nothing else in the record that showed the 78 
acres was not under commercial forest management. The only information in the record said that 
the 78 acres was under commercial forest management. Based upon the evidence in the record he 
would support the motion. 

Mr. Shapiro stated he intended to. support the motion. 
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Mr. Noble agreed with the reasons stated by both Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Dignam, and he would 
support the motion. The only concern for him was creation of a non-conforming use but staff had 
allayed those concerns. 

Ms . Nichols said she would support the motion, as she saw no logical reason to do otherwise. 

Mr. McCown would support the motion, and appreciated the effort of staff and the applicant to 
make the entire parcel congnient. 

Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki would support the motion based on F-1 and F-2 criteria. Additionally, the 
applicant gave no reason for creating the property line they requested, thus creating a 78 acre 
parcel. 

Ms. Arkin would support the motion. She thanked stafffor their analysis of the application. She 
agreed with the points previousiy raised by Commission~rs. She was caught by the request for 
split zoning thqt would leave 48 acres "hanging out there" which would set a precedent for small 
tracts of resource land which had not previously been allowed. She saw not reason to split the lot, 
opining the choice of where to place the dividing line was arbitrary. Since the land had · 
historically and recently logged, and was currently in forest regeneration, it appeared it was 
productive forest land. She was troubled about the home since it would be a pernlitted non
conforming use. 

Ms. Arkin called for a vote on the motion. 

The motion passed unanimously, 8:0. 

Mr. Sullivan encouraged staff to present the dialogue from the motion early in the written 
presentation to the BCC. · 

The Planning Commission took a five minute break at 6: 15 p.m. 

2. PA 09-5109-Map Amendment to Update the Delineation of the Time of 
Travel ZDnes (TOTZ) within the Springfield Utility Board's Willamette Wellfield on 
the Drinking Water Protection Plan Map. 

Applicant(s): Springfield and SUB 
Agent: Mark Metzger, Springfield Senior Planner 

Ms. Schulz introduced Mark Metzger from the City of Springfield and Chuck Davis from the 
Springfield Utility Board (SUB). 

Mr. Metzger offered the staff report which was included in the Staff Men1o dated Apri114 and 
2 1, 2009, from Stephanie Schulz to the Lane County Planning Commission. He referred to 
several charts, copies of which were distributed to Plamling Commissioners: 

• Overview of the Proposed Action: 
• · Springfield Drinking Water Protection Area Map. 
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• Willamette Wellfield Protection Area- Fanner Time of Travel Zones (pre-2008 
delineations). 

• Willamette Wellfield Protection Area-Amended Time of Travel Zones (Feb 2008 
delineations) . 

Mr. Metzger explained the City of Springfield used wells as the source of the city's drinking 
water. TOTZ zones are identified in the City's development code. Commercial and industrial 
developments are required to meet certain criteria regarding certain dangerous chemicals and · 
substances that might pollufe ground water. J:>recautions and restrictions were more stringent for 
developments closer to the wellfield, and become less stringent in the outer. time of travel zones. 
TOTZ were developed by hydrologists who studied the groundwater. Improvements were made 
to the Willamette Wellfield in 2007/2008 which changed the hydrology of the Wellfield and 
increased the distance from the well for the one year aiJ.d five year time of travel zones. The outer 
boundary of the overlay zone does not change with this proposed amenciment. · 

·Mr. Metzger said the Lane County plamling commission was reviewing the amendment to make a 
recommendation to the BCC whether to co-adopt the proposed map amendment to the Springfield 
Drinking Water Protection Plan by up dating. the delineation of the Willamette Wellfield' in 
southwest Springfield. The proposal changed the TOTZ for certain properties as described in the 
Staff Memo. The proposed changes do not usually apply to residential users since they did not 
use large quantities of highly toxic materials and the proposed changes did not apply to 
agricultural uses, which by state law, were regulated. by the Oregon Department of Agriculture. 
The Springfield Planning Commission had already taken action to approve the changes. The 
businesses affected by the changes were primarily within the city limits. Knife River was 
currently the only industrial user outside of the city limits that was affected by the proposal. The 
remainder of the land within the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) was zoned for agricultural use 
by Lane County. Mr. Metzger said the proposed action was a map change that reflected reality 
underground regarding the hydrology. The change would affect a portion of the Knife River . 
quarry. SUB had worked with Knife River regarding the impact of the change. There was no 
opposition offered at Springfield Planning Commission public hearings by Knife River or other 
entities. The city Planning Commission unanimously approved the proposal. 

Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki asked if home businesses such as painting contractors, as an example of a 
business that stored 300 gallons of paint on property in a residential zone, was considered an 
issue. He asserted this was a practice of some contractors. 

Mr. Metzger responded it would become an issue if the City was aware that was happening, but 
the City was assuming residents were residential dwellers. He added home occupations were 
allowed in some zones. The purpose of tonight's meeting was not to amend the policy but to 
amend the map to reflect the changes in hydrology. · 

Mr. Dignam could find nothing in the record that explained the impact of the proposed action and 
he could not support the plan unless staff were able to explain the real impact. Even with only 
one property, there was potential for Goal 9 Economic Development issues if the action · 
precluded further industrial development on impacted prope~ies. 

Mr. Metzger asserted Table 2-Willamette Welljield TOTZAmendments Affected Properties and 
Acreage in the Staff Memo provided that information. He explained the overlay required that 
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businesses advise t.he City on how much hazardous material they had and develop plans for 
· containment, management, and disposal when it became hazardous waste: This did not restrict 

establishment of'any businesses, but it did restrict how they managed their hazardous materials . 
. He. reviewed applicable fire code requirements for hazardous materials. 

Mr. Dignam stated he would not be able to vote for the proposal until saw a complete list of the 
restrictions included in Article 17 of the City Code. 

Responding to Ms. Nichols, M.r. Davis said existing businesses in the county and .outside the city 
limits were on their own wells, and risked contaminating their own property as well as the City's 
if they disposed of hazardous materials down their septic tanks. When contamination occurred, it · 
was the responsibility of the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) to follow up with the 
business on managing their clean ups. When the Springfield Planning Conunission was 
developing recommendations for drinking water protections in 1999, they discussed what should 
be done with existing businesses, but that had not yet l:Jeen adopted. The City's practices were 
preventative and focused ori education for new and expanding businesses, 

Responding to a question from Mr. Noble, Mr. Davis said when the City of Springfield purchased 
the Willamette Water Company the City acquired the water rights for two wells the company was 
abandoning. The City moved those water rights to the Willamette Wellfield for justificatioll_for 
use of the well drilled as part of the water treatment plant. By using water from that well, it 
caused the water to move more quickly in the aquifer. He concurred residential use was not 
causing any change in the movement of the water. Changes in ground water were caused by the 
amount pumped by the City for the water treatment plant. 

Mr. Noble asked if the sand filtration system extracted any industrial or toxic materials. 

Mr. Davis said the purpose of the sand filtration system was to treat the water from the wells. 

Noting the Springfield Planning Conunission had been involved in the process but the City 
Council had not been involved in the process, Mr. Sullivan asked what assurances the Lane 
Cmmty Planning Commission would have that the City Council concurred with the Springfield 
Planning Commission with their recommendation? 

Mr. Davis explained there was one process with SUB and one with the Rainbow Water District 
Board, which included public hearings. The recornmendati.ons from those bodies were forwarded 
to the Springfield Planning Commission. · 

. Mr. Metzger said Springfield ordinances and code gave the authority to make a decision of this 
type with the Planning Commission. The next higher authority would occur if the decision was 
appealed. He added there were enforcement provisions in the city code but the City relied 
heavily on education and the permit process with new development. DEQ became involved in 
the event of spills . 

Mr. Metzger said Knife River wanted to do some new things such as an asphalt batch plant and a 
cement plant. They engaged SUB and the City early on in the planning process. 

Noting the time, Ms. Arkin suspended the work session at 7:00p.m. 
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PUBLIC H EARING 

PRESENT: 

ABSENT: 

Lisa Arkin, Chair; Roberi Noble, Vice Chair; Steve Dignam, Tony 
McCown, Nancy Nichols, Howard Shapiro, Jozef Siekiel-4dzienicki, John 
Sullivan, Lane County Planning Commissioners; Jerry Kendall, Stephanie 
Schulz, Lane County Land Management Division; Chuck Davis, Springfield 
Utility Board; Mark Metzger, City of Springfield. 

Todd Johnston, Lane County Planning Commissioner. 

Ms. Arkin opened the public hearing at 7:00p.m. 

1. P A 09-5109-Map Amendment to Update the Delineation of the Time of 
T ravel Zones(TOTZ) within the Springfield Utility Board' s W illam ette Wellfield on 
the Drinking Water Protection Plan M ap: 

Applicant(s): Springfield and SUB 
Agent: Mark Metzger, Springfield Senior Planner 

Ms. Schulz provided the staff report. The City of Springfield and Springfield Utility board (SUB) 
were requesting consideration of a map amendment to the Springfield Drinking Water Protection 
Plan which presented the City strategy for providing healthy and safe water to the residents and 
businesses of Springfield. The proposed map amendment was an update to the plan that revised 
the delineation of the Willamette Wellfield's "time of travel zones" (TOTZ). The City of 
Springfield and Lane County had co-adopted the Springfield Drinking Water Protection Plan 
(Plan) in 2004 during the Eugene Springfield M etropolitan Area General Plan (Metro Plan) 
P eriodic Review Process. The Springfield Drinking Water Protection Plan was a refmement plan 
to the Metro Plan and as such Metro Plan procedures applied. Because the TOTZ of the 
W ellfield extended beyond the urban growth boundary (UGB), the proposal fell under the two 
jurisdiction process which included .both the City of Springfield and Lane County. She reviewed 
the notice process. On April 8, 2009, a legal ad was published in the Register Guard notifying 
interested parties of the upcoming hearing scheduled for .this eveni:rig. However, notice was not 
mailed to affected property owners. Therefore, Ms. Schulz recommended that the Planning 
Commission continue the public hearing to the May 19, 2009 Planning Cominission meeting. 
This would allow time for mailing notice to affected property owners and interested parties, and 
sending referral to other agencies within the required timeli,ne to provide adequate opportunity for 
public comment on the proposal. 

Mr. Dignam, seconded by Mr. McCown, moved to Gontinue the public 
hearing to May 19, 2009. The motion passed unanimously, .8:0. 

Ms. Arkin reconvened the Planning Commission work session. 

Responding to a question from Ms. Aikin, Mr. Metzger said by agreement with Lane County the 
City of Springfield exercised some planning control and regulation outside of the city limits but 
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within the UGB. Map q.mendments and policy changes were first adopted by the City for 
employment inside the city limits. When applying those same rules outside the·city limits in the 
UGB, the issues were forwarded. to the Lane County Planning Commission. Although the Lane 
County Planning Commission process was different than the City of Springfield's, staff was· 
currently fully able to impl ement protection measures based on the new map inside the city limits. 
The permission of the Lane County Planning Commission and BCC was needed to apply those 
measures outside the city limits, 

Ms. Arkin said home businesses w~re an issue that deserved consideration. She noted pesticide 
application businesses were allowed in residential areas, which could result in a substantial 
quantity of water soluble hazardous materials in the one and two year zones. This was an
excellent opportunity to consider map amendments, to reassess who may be falling into the new 
boundary and what kinds of regulatqry or educational actions the City of Springfield and SUB 
could t~ke . She was distressed at the disconnect of the potential ofthose hazardous materials 
being put into the drinking water system . 

. Mr. Davis said those issues had not been ignored. The risk had been assessed when the slow sand 
filtration treatment process was selected. If a chemical spill got to the plant, SUB needed to be 
able to respond to that, and did so iri several ways which he reviewed. Since there was currently 
no Lane County process to address the risks, the City was addressing them through education 
with the Lane County Pollution Prevention Coalition which included the DEQ and Lane County 
agencies," as well as the cities, the schools, and the watershed councils . The insurance companies 
worked closely with SUB since it was in everyone's best interests to not spill or leak chemicals 
which .could cause damage to others. 

Mr. Siekiel-Zdzienicki noted landscapers were well regulated but homeowners were not. 

M s. Arkin reviewed the Commission's calendar. 

The meeting adj ourned at 7:30 p.rri. 

(Recorded by Linda Henry) 
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LANE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

STAFF REPORT 

HEARING DATE: February 17, 2009 FILE No. 06-5888 

REPORT DATE: February 10, 2009 

I. APPLICATION DESCRIPTION 

A. Owner/ Applicant: 

Ravin Ventures, LLC 
Ramon Fisher, President 
Ed Fisher, interest holder 
P.O. Box 751 
Oakridge, Or. 97463 

B. Proposal 

Agent: 

Kim O'Dea 
Law Office of Bill Kloos, PC 
375 W. 41

h St., Suite 204 
Eugene, Or. 9740 I 

LAND MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

http://www. LaneCounty.org/PW _LMD/ 

Proposed Minor Amendment to the Rural Comprehensive Plan, of a 78 acre portion of a 126 acre parcel, 
from an Agricultural Land Designation to Forest Land and Rezone from E-40/RCP Exclusive Farm Use 
Zone to F-2/RCP Impacted Forest Lands Zone. 

II. RECOMMENDATION 

Based on information in the submittal, and this report, staff recommends: 
1. Approval of the Plan Amendment from Agricultural Land to Forest Land. 
2. Denial of the zone change from E-40/Exclusive Farm Use to F-2/Impacted Forest Lands. The appropriate 
zone designation appears to be F-1/Nonimpacted Forest Lands . 

Ill. SITE AND PLANNING PROFILE 

A. Background 

This application was originally submitted in May of 2006, and scheduled for a hearing before the 
Planning Commission on April 17, 2007. The original proposal included all 126 acres of the parcel 
(tax lot 700, Map 16-01-08). The staff report recommended denial of the rezone portion of the 
request, based on an interpretation of a Goal4 RCP policy1 by the Board of Commissioners, which 
the Applicant had failed to utilize. The application was withdrawn before the hearing. 

In September of 2008, a revised application was submitted. Of note was the revision of the 
proposal to include only the 78 easternmost acres of the subject parcel. The remaining 48 

1 See BCC Ordinance No. PA 1236, Symbiotics, included as Applicant' s Exhibit PP. 
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westernmost acres is not part of this proposal, and will retain its Plan/zone designation of 
Agricultural Land/E-40. 

The 78 acres of land which is the subject of the revised proposal will be referred to as the "subject 
property" throughout this report. It is located on the west side of Marcola Rd., Springfield. Please 
refer to the Applicant's submittal for further details. That submittal includes a location map, zone 
map, aerial photo, addressing map, etc. 

A dwelling is found on the eastern end of the parcel, near Marcola Road. 

B. Zoning 

Located on Plots 499 & 511 . Zoned E-40/RCP Exclusive Farm Use Zone. 

C. Site Characteristics 

The site fronts Marcola Road, and rises to the west. The subject property is on the east side of the 
Coburg Hills and can be described as a foothill thereof. Again, refer to the Applicant's submittal 
and exhibits for further background data. 

D. Surrounding Area 

Refer to the color zoning map attached to this report (Attachment #"). The subject parcel is 
bordered by resource zoned land, except to the east, across Marcola Road, and to the extreme NE, 
where RR-5 zoned land is found . E-40 zoned land is found adjacent on the south. This differs from 
the Applicant's assertion (p.4) that "[t]he subject property is surrounded by Forest designation and 
exception area". Also, see page 10 ofthe submittal; "The subject property is an E-40 parcel [sic] in 
a sea of Forest and RR Exception area land." 

E. Services 

Fire: Mohawk RFPD 
Police: County, State 
Water & Sewer: On site septic and well 
School: Marcola School District #79J 
Power: Emerald PUD 
Access: Marcola Rd . (County) 

F. Referral Comments Received: 

No comments on the revised proposal have been received as of the writing of this report. 

IV. APPROVAL CRITERIA & ANALYSES 

A. Character of the Request 

The proposal is a Minor Amendment pursuant to Lane Code 16.400(6)(h) and involves a rezoning 
subject to LC 16.252. 
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Rural Comprehensive Plan policies affecting the proposal, as well as Plan amendment and rezoning 
criteria, are recited and discussed in the applicant's statements attached to this Staff Report, and so 
will not be repeated here, except for the RCP Policy discussion below. 

No exception to any Goal, resource or otherwise, is necessary. This is simply a proposed change 
from one resource designation to another. 

B. Evaluation 

Describing a history of commercial forest use, staff agrees with the Applicant that the subject 
property should be amended to a Forest Lands designation. However, staffs analysis concludes 
that the proper zoning designation is F-1 (Nonimpacted Forest Lands), not F-2 (Impacted Forest 
Lands), as maintained by the Applicant. 

This revised application was submitted in September of2008. In August of2006, the Lane County 
Board of Commissioners adopted Ordinance No. 1236 (aka the Symbiotics case, Applicant's 
Exhibit PP). That ordinance states the Board's interpretation and position concerning RCP Goal 4 
(Forest), policy 15. Policy 15 describes the characteristics which distinguish F-1 zoned land from 
F -2 zoned land. This ordinance is critical to an analysis of this application, as it supercedes the 
previous interpretations of policy 15. Ordinance 1236 is binding upon all rezone requests involving 
policy 15. The Planning Commissioners are especially advised to read pages 7-16 of the Findings. 

Two subsequent rezones from F-1 to F-2 employed Ordinance 1236. The first is PA 06-6054, the 
Dockum case (June 2007). The second is PA 06-6170, the Lininger case (affirmed by LUBA, April 
2008). Rezones such as these, without the need for a change in Plan designation, are initially 
reviewed by the Hearings Official. Dockum was denied, and Lininger approved. Both decisions 
were appealed to the Board, which elected not to hear either appeal. 

In the course of deciding whether or not to hear an appeal, the Board must decide whether to 
simply affirm the Hearings Official 's decision, or, explicitly adopt any and all interpretations made 
by the Hearings Official (LC 14.600(2)(d)f While the Board chose to simply affirm both 
decisions, the interpretations and rulings made in those cases can be instructive in reviewing other 
F-1 to F-2 proposals. The decision for both cases is attached to this report. 

Together, Ordinance 1236, PA 06-6054, and PA 06-6170, each with distinctive fact patterns, give 
insight as to how to evaluate RCP Goal 4, policy 15. 

Original vs. Revised submittal 
As already stated, the main change between the original and the revised application is the change to 
include only the easternmost 78 acres of tax lot 700 in the proposal. 

The revised submittal includes a five page letter dated September 10,2008 and titled "Applicant' s 
Response to Staff Report", referring to the original staff report produced on April 10, 2007. This 
missive criticizes a referral response received from County Transportation Planning on April 3, 
2007, requesting that road issues be examined, because the 126 acre parcel contained six legal lots 
and could potentially add (five) dwellings subsequent to the proposal being approved. Planning 

2 
(d) If the decision of the Board is to not have a hearing, the Board order shall specify whether or not the Board expressly agrees with or is 

silent regarding any interpretations of the comprehensive plan policies or implementing ordinances made by the Hearings Official in the 
decision being appealed. The Board order shall affirm the Hearings Official decision. 
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staff is also cited for " ... putting the cart before the horse . .. " in concern over the Applicant' s 
original assertions that no further development opportunities would result from an approval of the 
proposal. Those assertions, contained in the original submittal, are as follows: 

• p. 3: "Because the parcel already contains a dwelling, it is considered developed and not 
likely eligible for further development." 
• p. 3: "Furthennore, the proposal neither results in any development approvals nor increases 
development opportunities." 
• p. 22: "The subject plan change and zone change do not increase development 
opportunities on the subject site. As discussed above, the subject property is already developed 
with a residence. Under F-2 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any additional dwellings." 
• p. 27: "There is no additional residential development allowed by this application." 

In the report of April I 0, 2007, Planning staff requested that the Applicant" . .. eliminate staff's 
confusion as to the accuracy of the statements quoted above, and, if unable to do so, strike them 
from the record." 

The Applicant evidently noted the request, as the wording in the current revision was changed 
slightly. The changes are noted below, using italics. 

• p. 3: "Because the parcel already contains a dwelling, it is considered developed and not 
likely eligible for further outright development." 
• p. 3: "Furthermore, the proposal neither results in any development approvals nor increases 
development opportunities." (This statement was eliminated entirely in the revision) 
• p. 21: "The subject plan change and zone change do not increase outright development 
opportunities on the subject site. As discussed above, the subject property is already developed 
with a residence. Under F-2 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any outright dwellings." 
• p. 26: "There is no additional outright residential development allowed by this 
application." 

By the above revisions, the Applicant downplays the potential for additional development 
(dwellings), using technically correct language. While no new dwellings would be allowed on the 
subject property outright, the potential still exists to place multiple template dwellings per LC 
16.211(5). It is difficult to understand why the Applicant is currently critical ofstafffor making 
comments based on the Applicant's own original misleading statements, especially when those 
statements have been now been revised and staff and the Planning Commission have been 
instructed to disregard the original text submittal. 

In any event, the present focus is on RCP Goal4, policy 15. This policy lists the characteristics of 
F-1 and F-2 land. It is customary to designate land to the zone which most matches the 
characteristics listed in this policy. 

Policy 15 Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest land shall be 
zoned Non-Impacted (F-1/RCP) or Impacted Forest Land (F-2/RCP). A decision to apply 
one of the above zones or both in a split zone fashion shall be based upon: 

a. A conclusion that characteristics ofthe land correspond more closely to the 
characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other forest zone. The 
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zoning characteristics referred to are specified below in subsections band c. This conclusion 
shall be supported by a statement of reasons explaining why the facts support the conclusion. 

The Applicant is correct in asserting that Symbiotics instructs us to equate the land being proposed 
with "ownership" as it appears in policy 15. The Applicant has chosen to scale down the proposal 
from the original126 acres, to 78 acres. No explanation has been provided, other than to state (p.l) 
that after reviewing Symbiotics, the " ... applicant acknowledged that a different scope would be 
required". However, the findings in the Symbiotics case also acknowledge the need " ... to exercise 
discretion on a case-by-case basis". 

Symbiotics was ground breaking in that prior to that decision, the county required that land 
proposed for rezoning be a legal lot. In Symbiotics, a 37.5 acre portion of a much larger 970.7 acre 
parcel (legal lot) was proposed for rezoning. However, in that case, the rezoning was requested 
under a "conformity determination" (RCP Goal2, policy 27.a.vii) to cure an omission wherein the 
subject property had no assigned zone. In addition, the other sections of the parcel were distinct 
from the subject property, containing a reservoir or different facilities. No such distinction has been 
offered in the present case, to explain why the dividing line between the 78 and 48 acre portions 
was drawn where it was. 

In the Dockum case, the Applicant proposed to rezone only a 38 acre portion of a 118 acre parcel. 
The proposal had been down scaled after an initial attempt to rezone the entire parcel failed meet 
policy 15, and was denied. While the Applicant appealed the (2nd) denial based on Symbiotics, the 
hearings Official noted that no explanation was offered as to why an amount less than the entire 
parcel was proposed for rezoning. Selection of less than the entire parcel also created conflict with 
some of the language found in policy 15, such as in 15.b.2 . A similar conflict in the present 
proposal is detailed under that standard below. Barring no explanation by the Applicant as to why 
the portion of the parcel was selected (failure to carry the burden of proof), the Hearings Official 
denied the request. 

In the Lininger case, the subject parcel was split zoned, with an approximate one acre panhandle 
zoned RR (Rural Residential) . However, a finding was made that a Goal4 policy (forestland) did 
not pertain to residential land, and the rezoning of the remainder of the parcel was accepted. This 
case withstood an appeal to LUBA, and was affirmed in its entirety (LUBA No. 2007-l 89). 

Lacking an explanation as to why the present proposal was downscaled to a portion ofthe property 
less then the entire parcel, the Planning Commission could recommend denial of the rezone portion 
of the request using similar logic as in the Dockum case. This would result in an F-1 designation for 
the 78 acres (assuming the Commission agrees that the Plan change portion is acceptable). 

Staff proceeds with comments below on the F-1.F-2 "characteristics", using 78 acres as the subject 
property. Analysis under an entire 126 acre parcel scenario is not provided, as the proposal does 
not contain that scenario information to critique. 

(F-1) 
b. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1/RCP) characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

The 78 acre subject property contains a dwelling near Marcola Road, apparently built in 1900. Both 
staff and the Applicant agree that this favors an F-2 zone designation. 
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(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

Ordinance 1236 addresses this policy on page 10 of its Findings: 

"Contiguous", as defined in Lane Code 16.090 definitions, is used in Policy 15.b. (2) and (3) to look 
for the different characteristics of F-1 land The text in LC 16.090 provides: "Having at least one 
common boundary line greater than eight feet in length. Tracts of land under the same ownership 
and which are intervened by a street (local access, public, County, State or Federal street) shall not 
be considered contiguous." In the case of 15.b. (2), the intent is to look within the land being 
proposed for rezoning to determine whether or not that land being proposed for rezoning consists of 
contiguous land owned by the applicant that is 80 acres or larger in size. In the case of 15.b. (3), the 
intent is to determine whether other land contiguous to the land being proposed for rezoning is in 
commercia/forest or commercia/farm use. 

The Applicant addresses this policy on page 32 of the submittal. The Applicant asserts that the 
finding in the Symbiotics case should apply to this case also, that is, that this standard focuses on 
the subject (38 acre) property only. The Dockum case is instructive here (see p.7 of that decision). 
The Hearings Official stated as follows: 

"Section (a) of Policy 15 requires that the rezoning inquiry examine whether the 
characteristics of the " land" correspond more closely to the characteristics of the other forest 
zone. To apply the term 'contiguous, ownerships' to a portion of property that is otherwise a 
stand-alone, 1egallot essentially makes the criterion meaningless. That is, there is no initial 
baseline from which to measure compliance as 'contiguous ownerships' would be whatever 
size (and location) an applicant wishes the rezoned parcel to be. Further, despite the 
applicant 's intent to carve up an otherwise homogenous parcel, the bisected portions are still 
under the same ownership and still contiguous." 

"A statement crucial to the application of Policy 15.b.(2) is found on page 8 of the Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions ofLaw of Ordinance 1236. This statement is as follows (emphasis 
mine): 

' We find that the term 'ownerships contained in the criteria ofRCP Goal4 Policy 15 
should be considered as including only the land being proposed for rezoning (unless other 
qualifiers in a particular characteristic compels a different result) because of the 
introductory language in Policy 15 and that the finding constitutes a reasonable 
interpretation of the term 'ownerships' as contained in that policy.' 

"Ordinance No. PA 1236 concerned the application ofRCP Goal4 Policy 15 to property that, 
because of an oversight, had no zoning. Further, the property subject to the rezoning was 
fundamentally different, both in terms of geography and usage, from the remainder of its 
contiguous ownership, which was essentially used as a reservoir and supporting facilities 
(dam). In the present case, tax lot 3800 is homogenous in nature and there is little to 
distinguish the property subject to the rezoning from the remainder of its parent tax lot." 

"I find that Policy l5.b(2) must be applied to the whole of tax lot 3800 and therefore the 
characteristics of that property are consistent with this criterion." 

A similar fact pattern as in Dockum applies to the present case. The remainder of tax lot 700 is 
contiguous with and in the same ownership as the subject property. The two portions of tax lot 700 
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are essentially homogenous. No qualifiers have been offered which distinguish the subj ect property 
from the reminder of the parent 116 acre parcel. 

As such, this standard favors an F-1 designation. 

(3) Predominantly ownerships contiguous to other land utilized for commercial forest or 
commercial farm uses. 

Refer to page 33 of the Applicant's submittal for their response to this standard. In addressing this 
standard, the Applicant takes an approach that up to this point has not been attempted in a forest 
rezone application. Refer to Table F on page 34 ofthe submittal. The basic logic oftheir argument 
is to draw a distinction between big commercial timber companies with holdings all over the 
county with individual landowners who do not have large holdings elsewhere in the county. For 
example, Rosboro Lumber owns 65 acres ofland contiguous to the subject property, and 292 other 
holdings (throughout the county), totaling over 2,000 acres. The logic is that because Rosboro has 
large holdings in forest production, it is to be considered "commercial forest" per policy 15.b.(3). 
Conversely, since the other properties contiguous with the subject property do not have extensive 
holdings throughout the county in forest production, they are not "commercial forest" per this 
policy. Since, by this logic, Rosboro Lumber is the only large commercial forest holder contiguous 
to the subject property, the subject property is not predominantly contiguous to other lands utilized 
for commercial forest uses, and an F-2 designation is justified. This logic is flawed. It implies that a 
very large parcel contiguous to the subject property, conscientiously managed for commercial 
timber use, but having no holdings elsewhere in the county, would not be considered a commercial 
forest endeavor. By extension, it also implies that small woodlot owners, which comprise a 
valuable segment of the Lane County forest holdings and forest economy, are not engaged in 
commercial forest use. 

It is noted that the large timber companies such as Rosboro, Weyerhaeuser, Bohemia, McDougal 's 
etc, have Real Estate sections which are involved with developing their holdings for residential use. 
According to the Applicant's logic, an abutting residential subdivision owned by the McDougal's 
would be considered a "commerCial forest use" within the context of this standard. 

In Symbiotics, the subject property was sandwiched between a reservoir and Rural Residential 
lands. The map of such sufficed to document that no commercial forest uses took place contiguous 
to the subject property. 

In the Lininger case, the Applicant documented that statistically, the subject property was abutted 
by Rural Residential land, or forest zoned land which was not, for reasons explained in the findings 
(seep. 12 of that decision) engaged in commercial forest use. The few properties that were so 
engaged were not a majority (predominance), either by parcel count or percent of perimeter of 
subject property they abutted. 

In the Dockum case, (p. 8), the Hearings Official relied on a tried and true method .. . noting if the 
property in question was receiving some form of forest tax deferral. In the present case, ALL of the 
properties listed in Applicant' s Table F which are contiguous to the subject property are receiving 
forest tax deferral on ALL of the acreage (information from Dave Evans, Lane County Assessment 
& Taxation Property Appraiser, see file record email ofFeb. 9, 2009). This indicates an F-1 zone 
characteristic for the subject property. 

It is noted that Applicant's Table F is flawed in that Rosboro Lumber sold tax Jot 200 to High 
Mountain Investment on May 2, 2007. Likewise, J. Paschelke formed an LLC and sold his property 
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to it on December 30, 2008. No documentation of the holdings of High Mountain Investment or 
Paschelke's LLC (Ranch & 120 LLC) is on record . 

(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest management. 

The subject property is accessed by Marcola Road, an arterial road. The Applicant and staff agree 
that this standard favors an F-2 designation. 

(5) Primarily under commercial forest management. 

The Applicant uses the same flawed logic as in the 5.b.(3) standard above in determining that the 
subject property is not involved in commercial forest use. 

According to tax records (information from Dave Evans, Lane County Assessment & Taxation 
Property Appraiser, see file record email of Feb. 10, 2009), 33.0 acres of tax lot 700 is receiving 
deferred forestland special assessment. Of the remainder, 92.228 acres is in "non-specially" 
assessment, and one acre in residential assessment for the homesite. In addition, the record reflects 
that the subject parcel was logged in 2002 and between 1955-1960. 

The subject property appears to be managed for commercial forest use, and, under this standard, 
should have an F-1 designation. 

In summary, the subject property exhibits three of the five characteristics of property that 
should be zoned non- impacted forest land (F-ll. 

c. Impacted Forest Land Zone (F-2, RCP) Characteristics 

These F-2 characteristics are mostly the converse of the F-1 characteristics. 

(!)Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

The Applicant and staff agree that since the subject property contains a dwelling, this standard 
favors an F-2 zone designation. 

(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. 

The ownership of Ravin Ventures LLC consists of 126 acres. No qualifying circumstances 
differentiating the subject property from the remainder of tax lot 700 is on record. See also the 
similar Dockum decision at page 9. This standard favors an F-1 zone designation for the property. 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less than 80 acres and residences 
and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an exception has been taken in 
the Rural Comprehensive Plan . 

See page 38-39 for the Applicant's response. 

In regards to this standard, the findings for Symbiotics notes (p.10 ofFindings): 
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Policy 15.c. (3) does not use the term "contiguous" to determine the same relationship between the 
land proposed for rezoning and the tapestry of uses and development in the surrounding area. P of icy 
15.c. (3) uses "generally contiguous" in a broader sense that looks beyond the definition of 
"contiguous" to determine if "tracts" owned by other property owners in the general area of the 
land being proposed for rezoning are less than 80 acres in size and developed with residences. The 
analysis is intended to venture beyond the only contiguous properties with common property lines. In 
some instances, common sense may push that analysis a distance in some or all directions to fully 
assess the characteristics of the surrounding uses and development particularly when considering a 
"tract". 

Policy 15.c.(3) also uses the term "adjacent" to look even further beyond the nearby tracts or across 
intervening right-of-way to acknowledge the impacts of development within developed and committed 
exception areas in the general vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look 
at the complete tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in the general area. 
It does not depend on contiguity for that consideration. 

This interpretation affirms the Lane Code 16.090 definition of "contiguous" as it is used in Policy 
15. b. (2) and I 5. b. (3) in the assessment of F-1 characteristics. It also makes clear that "generally 
contiguous" as used in Policy 15.c. (3) is different and broader in meaning and application when 
assessing the F-2 characteristics. It will remain for the Board of Commissioners to exercise 
discretion on a case-by-case basis, in making a final determination on how wide and how Jar that 
assessment pursuant to Policy 15.c.(3) would need to reach to provide a factual basis in arriving at a 
decision to approve or deny a request for rezoning. In all cases, the analysis under Goal Four, 
Policy 15 does not require a precise mathematical computation since the focus is on all the 
characteristics and whether, on balance, the land proposed for rezoning more closely corresponds to 
the F-I or F-2 characteristics. 

Using GIS, staff measured the subject property, and found it to have a perimeter of 8, 120'. Of that, 
4,281' abut tracts which are over 80 acres in size (such tracts being tax lots 200, 400 abutting on the 
north, owned by High Mt. Inv ., and a minimum of 106 acres. Abutting on the south, tax lot 500, 87 
acres owned by Ranch & 120 LLC. Neither of these tracts contains a dwelling). The percent of the 
perimeter abutted by these tracts equals 52.7% of the perimeter. This methodology is similar to that 
used in the Dockum case (p.9). This calculation favors an F -1 designation. 

The ordinance 1236 does not shed precise direction for this standard for the particular situation of 
the proposal under consideration. As with the other standards, the Planning Commission and in 
tum the Board of Commissioners will need to make their own conclusion. 

( 4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and roads, intended primarily for 
direct services to rural residences. 

The subject property has access to a full range of services normally available to a rural residence, 
including police and fire coverage, school, electricity, telephone, access, and solid waste disposal 
and therefore meets this characteristic oflmpacted Forest Lands (F-2). Both the Applicant and staff 
agree that this standard favors an F-2 zone designation. 

In summary, the subject property exhibits two of the four characteristics of property that 
should be zoned non-impacted forest land (F-1). 

9 



Policy 15 requires a conclusion that the characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other forest zone. In the 
present case, the subject property represents three ofthe five characteristics of Non- Impacted 
Forest Land and half of the characteristics that would denote Impacted Forest Land. This would 
favor an F-1 designation. 

V. CONCLUSION 

A. Summary and Recommendation 

While the Plan amendment portion of the proposal to Forest Land appears warranted, overall the 
proposed rezoning is not consistent with the Lane Code and the Rural Comprehensive Plan. An F-
1, Nonimpacted Forest Lands designation appears to be more justified than an F-2 designation. 

B. Attachments provided to the Planning Commission: 

1. Applicants Submittal (previously provided) 
2. Zone map, color (GIS generated) 
3. P A 06-6170 Lininger decision 
4. PA 06-6054 Dockum decision 

C. Materials to be Part of the Record 

1. Staff Report and attachments. 
2. Applicant's statement with all exhibits. 
3. File PA 06-5888 
4. Property file for Map 16-01-08, tax lot 700 
5. Lane Code Chapter 14 and sections 16.210, 16.211, 16.212, 16.252 and 16.400. 
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REQUEST FORTH~ R,EZONING OF A PORTION OF PARCEL #1 OF 
PARTITION 2006-.P2019 FROM NONIMPACTED FORESt LAND (F- 1) 

TO IMPACTED FOREST LAND (F-2) 

Ay;mlication Suml!larv 

Tom Lininger/Merle Weiner, 930 E. 37111
, Eugene, Qr. .97405. Tax lot 1602 (portion of), 

· Assessor's Map 18-04-33 . Request to change the zoning of 80 acres ofland from Non
Impacted Forest Lands (F=liRCP) to Impacted Forest ~ands (F-4/RCP). 

Parties of Record 

See Attachment "A". 

Applicati~n History 

Hearing Date: January 18, 2007 
(Record Held Open Unti l March 15, 2007) 

Decision Date: May 30, 2007 (Revised June 18, 2007; Revised July 16, 2007) 

Appeal Deadline 

An appeal must be filed within 10 days of the issuance of a final order on this rezoning 
request, using the form provided by the Lane County Land Management Division. The 
appeal will be considered by the Lane County Board ofConunissioners. 

Statement of Criteria 

LC 16.210 
LC 16.211 
LC 16.252 
Rural Comprehensive Plan (RCP) 

Procedural Issues 

Mr. Neal Miller, in a January 22, 2007 electronic message to myself, requested that I 
recuse myselfbecause ofbias. Examples of bias given were the time limitations placed 
upon speakers testifying in opposition during the January 18, 2007 hearing when none 
were placed on the applicant, modification of decisions after behind-the-scenes 
discussion with planning staff, and allegedly previous pro-development zone change 
decisions. First, Mr. Miller is correct in his allegation that the applicant is treated 
differently at the public hearing. Because the applicant carries the burden of proof, no 
time constraints are usually placed their testimony although this is not offered carte 
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blanche and exceptions are made in cases of e)(cessiv~ly redundant and irrelevant 
testimony. Most applicants wish to explain why they have submitted their application and 
the applicant in this case was no different. However, subsequent speakers were 
encouraged to direct their testimony towards the approval criteria and to avoid allegations 
going to the motives or character of the applicant. At the January 22 hearing a previous 
speaker was essentially warned to wind up his testimony as it was becoming redundant 
and not directed to the approval criteria. This speaker had already spoken for over five 
minutes. Mr. Miller took umbrage in this action. Mr. Miller mistakes bias for crowd 
control. The audience was informed that they bad the opportunity to request that the 
record be held open and, in fact, it was held open until March 15, 2007. 

Second, I did pull back my May 9, 2005 decision in PA 04-5746 regarding a request for 
a modification to a riparian setback. The re- issuance, issued on May 12, 2005, was based 
upon the recognition by mysdf that the section of the May 9 decision regarding 
compliance with Lane Code 16.253(3)(b) was erroneous. There was no private meeting 
regarding the determination to rework this part of the decision and the modification did 
not change the decision to affirm the Planning Director's decision as I had already found 
that the application complied with Lane Code 16.253(3)(c). A determination of 
compliance with (3)(b) was not necessary. 

Finally, if Mr. Miller had taken the time to do a little research he would have discovered 
that there is a published record of all my decisions that is available on request. Had he 
done his homework Mr. Miller would have discovered that I have heard five requests 
regarding the rezoning ofNonimpacted Forest Land to Impacted Forest Land. I have 
approved three applications, including this one, and have denied two. 

In conclusion, I deny any bias concerning this or other rezoning hearing that I have 
participated in. I strive to apply the approval criteria both impartially and consistently and 
believe that I have done so in this case. Had I not I am sure this decision would have 
taken far fewer pages to write. 

Findings of Fact 

1. The property subject to this application, hereinafter referred to as the "subject 
property," can be identified as tax lot 1602, assessor's map 18- 04-33 . The subject 
property lies southwest of Eugene in a neighborhood known as Peaceful Valley 
and is owned by Merle Weiner, one of the applicants. Prior to Ms. Weiner's 
ownership, the subject property was part of a 242-acre parcel owned by Roseboro 
Timber Company. In 2006, after being clear-cut in part, the parcel was 
partitioned 1 into three parcels: the subject property, Parcel 1, which is 80.6 acres 
in size; Parcel 2, which is 81.2 acres in size; and Parcel 3, which is 80 acres in 
size. The ownership of the three parcels is held by different family members and 
therefore they do not constitute a tract. All but 0.6 acres of Parcel 1 is zoned F-1. 

1 #2006-P20 19. 
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The 0.6 acres is represented by tax lot 528, which is zoned RR-10 and provides 
access to the subject property from Laughlin Road. 

The subject propetiy is not developed by a residence or nonforest use. Preliminary 
legal lot status for tax lot 1600, assessor's map 18-04-33 and tax lot 401, 
assessor's map 19--{)4-04 was verified through PA 05-5498 and PA 04-6236 by 
the Lane County Planning Director on April26, 2005. Notice of this decision was 
mailed to property owners that were entitied to notice and no appeals were filed 
during the appeal period that ended May 10, 2005. 

An examination of the assessor's maps of the area surrounding the subject 
property indicates that there arc between 50 and 60 parcels roughly within 2,000 
feet of the subject property. Of these properties, 18 parcels share a common 
boundary with the subject property. Of these 18 properties, eleven are occupied 
with residences. These eleven parcels constitute 55 percent of the subject 
property's perimeter. The following is a description ofthe 18 contiguous parcels, 
arranged according to orientation to the subject property: 

Western boundary (37. 7% of total) - all tr'!cts smaller than 80 acres 

Tax lot 400: The total size of the tract is 40.4 acres, and it is occupied with a 
residence. The frontage along the subject property is 108.7 feet (1.3% of the 
subject property's total perimeter) and it is zoned F-2. 

Tax lot 520: The total size of the tract is 8.94 acres, and it is occupied with a 
residence. The frontage along the subject property is 115.88 feet (1.3% of the 
subject property's total perimeter) and it is zoned RR-l 0. 

Tax lots 524, 525 & 527 (commonly owned): The total size of the tract is slightly 
over 10 acres, and tax lot 525 is occupied with a residence that is less than 100 
feet from the subject property. The frontage along the subject property is 688.26 
feet (8% of the subject property's total perimeter) and all of these tax Jots are 
zoned RR-10. 

Tax lot 521: The total size of the tract is 4.95 acres and it is occupied with a 
residence. The frontage along the subject property is 277.26 feet (3.2% of the . 
Subject property's total perimeter) and it is zoned RR-10. 

Ta.r: lot 526: The total size of the tract is 5 acres, and it is occupied with a 
residence that is about 150 feet and downhill from the subject propetiy. The 
frontage along the subject property is 591.17 feet (6.8% of the subject property's 
total perimeter) and it is zoned RR-1 0. 

Tax lots 516 & J60J(commonly owned): The total size ofthe tract is 8.74 acres 
and tax lot 516 is occupied with a residence. The frontage along the subject 
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property is 1150.83 feet (13 .3% of the subject property's total perimeter). Tax lot 
516 is zoned RR-10 and tax lot 1601 is zoned F-1. Tax lot 1601 is a 400-foot by 
200-foot rectangular-shaped parcel that is 1.84 acres in size. It is appurtenant to 
the 6.9-acre parcel ofRR- 1 0 zoned land on which Marie Matsen and Karla Rice 
own and reside. Ms. Matsen and Ms. Rice acquired the 1.84--acre piece in 
exchange for granting driveway access through their property to a prior owner of 
the subject property. Tax lot 1601 acquired it's F-1 zoning due to its origins in tax 
lot 1600, not due to any commercial forestry activities conducted by Ms. Matsen 
and Ms. Rice. They acquired tax lot 1601 for the purpose of insulating their 
residence from the subject property. Ms. Rice and Ms. Matsen "use tax lot 1601 
solely as a buffer, not for commercial forestry" and do not intend to harvest any 
trees on tax lot 1601 for commercial purposes. 2 

Tax lot 528: This 0.6-acre driveway is owned by Applicant Merle Weiner and is 
zoned RR-1 0. It does not have a residence. The frontage along the subject 
property is 60.6 feet (0.7% of the subject property's total perimeter). 

Tax lots 503 & 517 (commonly owned): The total size of the tract is 7.31 acres 
and tax lot 517 is occupied with a residence. The frontage along the subject 
property is 269.52 feet (3.1% of the subject property's total perimeter) and the 
two tax lots are zoned RR- 1 0. 

Northern boundarv (17.4% of total)- all tracts smaller than 80 acres 

Tax lot 510: The total size of the tract is 5.06 acres, it is occupied with a 
residence, and is zoned RR- 10. The frontage along the subject property is 218.19 
feet (2.5% of the subject property's total perimeter). 

Tax lot 505: 1l1e total size of the tract is 5.12 acres, it occupied with a residence, 
and it is zoned RR- 10. The frontage along the subject property is 231 .89 feet 
(2.7% of the subject property's total perimeter). 

Tax lot 504: The total size of the tract is 13.91 acres, it is occupied with a 
residence, and it is zoned F- 2. The frontage along the subject property is 860.25 
feet (9.9% of the subject property's total perimeter). The owners of tax lot 504 
are Larry and Joan Banfield. Ms. Banfield's affidavit (Appendix "U" to the 
applicants rezoning application) explains the nonconunercial use of this parcel. 
Ms. Banfield and her husband primarily use the property "for residential 
purposes.3

" Throughout the 30 years in which they have owned tax lot 504, Mr. 
and Ms. Banfied "have never sold any trees" nor have they held themselves out to 
the public as a forestry business. They have never incorporated nor filed business 
tax returns for a forestry operation and they have never tried to write off the 

2 See September 23, 2005 affidavit of Karla Rice (Appendix "A" to appli cants' submission.) 
3 See January 29, 2007 affidavit of Joan Banfield (Appendix "U" to applicants' submission.) 
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purchase of forcstry~related equipment as a business expense on their tax returns. 
According to Ms. Banfield, the function of the trees on tax lot 504 is to provide a 
buffer between the Banfidds' residence and the Subject Property to the south. 
Tax lot 504 is not in forest tax deferral. 

Tax lot 104: The total' size of the tract is 28.5 acres, it is occupied with a 
residence and it is zoned F-2. The frontage ~long the subject property is 200 feet 
(2.3% of the subject property's total perimeter). 

Southern boundary (14% oftotal)- one tract exactly 80 acres in size 

Newly partitioned Parcel 3: Parcel 3 is 80 acres in size, does not have a residence 
and is zoned F-2 and has qeen designated as a State-certified habitat conservation 
zone where commercial forestry is not allowed. The frontage along the subject 
property is 1210.12 feet (14% ofthe subject property's total perimeter). 

Eastern boundary (30.9% of to tan- one trag exceeding 80 acres in size 

Newly partitioned Parcel 2: Parcel 2 is 81.2 acres in size, is not occupied with a 
residence, and is zoned F-1. The frontage lo}long the subject property is 2672.79 
feet (30.9% of the subject property's total perimeter) . 

The subject property receives police protection from the Lane County Sheriff and 
Oregon State Police. Electricity is available from the Lane Electric Coop and 
telephone service is provided by Qwest. The subject property is located within the 
boundary of the Eugene School District #4J. An on-site well and septic tank are 
proposed. Solid waste collection is provided to the area by Countryside Disposal 
and Ecosystems Transfer and Recycling. 

Access to the subject property is via tax lot 528 to Laughlin Road, functionally 
chtssified as a rural local road by the Lane County Transportation System Plan 
(TSP).4 Lane Code 15.010(18(e) states that local roads are "intended solely for the 
purpose of providing access to adjacent properties." An examination of the Lane 
County Official Zoning Map (Plot #299) indicates that 42 parcels have frontage 
on Laughlin Road. Three of these 42 parcels are zoned F- 2 and the remainder are 
zoned RR-10. Laughlin Road is 1.26 miles in length and appears to serve about 
40 residences. 

The subject property receives fire protection from Lane County Fire District #1. 
The District's Prevention Coordinator inspected the subject property in 2004 and 
found that the grade of the driveway was within the specifications of Lane Code 

4 I have taken official notice of Appendix 8 : County Roads Inventory of the Lane County Transportation 
System Plan, adopted via Ordinance 1202 on May 5, 2004 . 
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16.211(8)(e)(iv) (grade). The driveway also was found to meet Code standards for 
width and tum-around requirements .5 

5. Assessor's Map 18-04-33 is listed in the Lane Manual 13.010(2)(b)(i) as being 
water quantity limited for "built upon or committed" lands subject to R-1 zoning. 
The area surrounding the subject property is underlain by the Fisher Formation, 
which is known for its restricted well yields. The poor permeability of the strata 
means that water must be removed slowly but also indicates that the aquifer is 
protected from overdraft. In areas with this type of geology, wells on parcels of 
five acres in size or larger have little chance of significantly impacting a well on 
adjacent property or depleting the aquifer.6 

6. Ms. Wiener has recorded a declaration pledging that she will not pursue 
commercial forestry on the subject property7 and the Lane County Department of 
Assessment and Taxation has agreed to eliminate the subject property's forest tax 
exemption. 8 Currently, the applicants are growing diverse species of trees, 
including hardwoods, on the subject property. 

7. A large number of residents in the area surrounding the subject property have 
voiced their concerns regarding the aerial spraying of herbicides on the subject 
property during its tenure under ownership of Rosboro Lumber. (Appendix "G" to 
.the Applicants' rezoning application.) 

8. Parcel #3 abuts the southern border of the subject property and is owned by the 
applicant Tom Lininger. It is subject to a recorded declaration forbidding 
commercial forestry use, has been converted to a state- certified Wildlife Habitat 
Conservation and Management Zone, and has be assessed under this zone 
beginning in the 2006- 2007 tax year. The applicants are planting new trees on 
Parcel #3 and are managing its existing vegetation in consultation with a wildlife 
biologist. They are also working to conserve a seasonal creek on this southern 
parcel. 

9. Applicants are the largest-scale private users of mulch mats in Lane County and 
have extended this practice to all three of the parcels that comprise Partition 
2006- P20 19. Mulch mats are essentially swatches of mulch manually placed 
around tree seedlings to protect the seedling from competing grasses and weeds. 

10. The subject property and Parcels #2 and #3 have experienced hunting-related 
incidents of trespass in the past. Signs have not been effective in diminishing this 
activity and there has been at least one incident of confrontation between the 

5 See Appendix "n" of the applicants' submission. 
6 See January 30, 2007 letter from Ralph Christensen to Merle Weiner. (Appendix "X' to applicants' 
submission.) 
7 Appendix "D" to the Applicants' rezoning application. 
8 See Appendices "E" and "F" of the applicants' application for rezoning. 
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applicants and a hunter; The presence of hunters represents a safety danger that 
may deter forest crews from commercial forest operations on Parcel #2 as well as 
non- commercial forest operations the subject property and Parcel #3 during 
hunting season. 

About 80 percent of the soil on the subject property is Bellpine Silty Clay Loam, 
which has a Douglas Fir site index of 115 and a cubic toot/acre/year rating of 163. 
Lesser amounts of Witzel Very Cobbly Loam and DixonviJle-Philomath-Hazelair 
Complex are also present. 

Decision 

THE LININGER/WEINER REQUEST (P A 06-6170) FOR THE REZONING OF A 
PORTION OF PARCEL NO. #1 OF PARTITION 2006-P2019 IS APPROVED. 

Just!fication for _~he Decision {Conclusion) 

Lane Code 16.252(2) This section of the Code establishes the basic requirements for the 
proposed rezoning. Section 16.252(2) requires that rezoning be consistent with the 
general purposes of Chapter 16, not be contrary to the public interest, and be consistent 
with the purposes of the proposed zoning classifications and the Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan elements. 

A. Consistency with the general purposes of Chapter 16 of the Lane Code. 

Lane Code 16.003 sets out 14 purposes of Chapter 16. Arguably, the only relevant 
purpose statements found in Lane Code 16.003(4) are as follows: 

(1) Insure that the development of property within the County is 
commensurate with the character and physical/imitations of the land and, 
in general, to promote and protect the public health, safety, convenience 
and welfare. 

(4) 

The applicants' proposal is premised upon the limitations placed on the 
subject property by its adjacency to dense residential development. The 
close proximity of neighbors has dictated that forest management on the 
subject property and Parcels #2 and Parcel #3 be conducted through labor
intensive techniques utilizing non-chemical methods. This strategy 
requires on-site management due to the substantial amount of work 
required to maintain a sustainable forestry strategy and to protect the 
public health and safety from such traditional industrial forestry 
management techniques as aerial herbicide spraying. 

Conserve farm and forest lands for the production of crops, 
livestock and timber products. 
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The record is clear that traditional industrial methods of timber 
management on the remaining portions of the Partition 2006-P2019, such 
as the aerial spraying of herbicides, are impractical because of the 
proximity of residential use. The applicants have adopted a management 
strategy on Parcel #2 (as well as on the subject prope1ty and Parcel #3 for 
non-commercial forest management) that emphasizes non-chemical 
control of competing vegetation and have spent hundreds of hours 
implementing this strategy. This type of forest management involves 
labor-intensive techniques such as the use of mulch mats and manual 
removal of scotch broom and blackberries. The application of low-impact 
forestry methods also serves as a controlled laboratory experiment for the 
large-scale use of mulch mats. 

The applicants have pointed to examples of trespass by hunters and others 
that could discourage work crews for safety reasons and that increase fire 
danger. It is expected that the presence of a dwelling would decrease the 
threat of trespass and increase access for emergency vehicles through the 
upgrade to existing logging roads. 

(7) Provide for the orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban land 
use. 

There are a number of residences within 100 to 150 feet of the subject 
property. The Lane Code contemplates a buffer between F-1 land and 
residences of at least 500 feet. The applicants' rezoning proposal would 
create a buffer ofF- 2 land between the residential neighbors to the west 
and the applicants' F- 1 land to the east. In this manner the applicants' 
proposal would allow for "an orderly and efficient transition" from 
residential land to forestland. 

(1 3) Conserve open space and protect historic, cultural, natural and scenic 
resources. 

Applicant Lininger owns Parcel #3 that abuts the southern border of the 
subject property and have converted this parcel to a state- certified 
Wildlife Habitat Conservation and Management Zone. On this parcel, the 
applicants are planting new trees and managing existing vegetation in 
consultation with a wildlife biologist. The applicants are also working to 
conserve a seasonal creek on this southern parcel. The applicants' 
residence on the subject property will further their conservation efforts on 
the southern parcel. 

Despite the posting of"no hunting" signs throughout the applicants' 
property, trespassers continue to hunt on the subject property and on the 
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adjacent Wi1d!jfe Habitat Conservation and Management Zone, Living on 
the subject propyrty will place the applicants in the best position to protect 
the wildlife op the property from hunters . 

The proposed rezoning is consistent with applicab[e purposes of Chapter l6 of the 
Lane Code. 

B. Not be cofitrary to the public interest. 

c. 

D. 

The public interest i'S best expressed by a showing of consistency with the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan (RCP). The overall intent of the Forest Land policies of the 
RCP is to encourage the preservation of forest land, to properly characterize F~l 
lands and to protect those lands through accurate zoning and through the 
consolidation of ownerships. The best determinate of the public interest is 
therefore a showing of consistency with Fo~est Lands Policy #15 ofthe Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, addressed below in "D." 

Consistent with Sections 16.210 and 16.211 of the Lane Code. 

The joint purpose of the F~2 and F~ 1 Districts is to implement the forest land 
policies of the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan and to conserve forest 
land for forest uses consistent with Statewide Planning Goal #4, OAR 66~006 
and ORS 215.700 through .755. Consistency with the Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan is addressed in "D," below. 

OAR 660-006-0000(1) states that the purpose of the Forest Lands Goal is to 
conserve forest lands and to carry out the legislative policy of ORS 215.700. ORS 
215.700 states a policy to provide certain owners ofless productive land an 
opportunity to build a dwelling on their land and to limit the future division of and 
the siting of dwellings upon the state's more productive resource land. 

While the soil characteri~tics of the subject property appear to be homogeneous to 
those ofParcels #2 and #3, the purpose of the rezoning is to allow the more 
intensive commercial forestry management of Parcel #2 and for the non~ 
commercial (wildlife habitat conservation) forestry management of Parcel #3. 
Oregon Administrative Rule 66~006~0025(1) provides that "[U]ses related to 
and in support of forest operations" and "[U]ses to conserve soil, air and water 
quality and to provide for fish and wildlife resources" are general types of uses 
allowed in a forest environment and, under subsections (2) and (3), are allowed 
outright on forest land. 

For the above-described reasons, the proposed rezoning is consistent with 
Sections 16.210 and 16.211 ofthe Lane Code. 

Conformity with the Rural Comprehensive Pian. 
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The subject property is designated "Forest Lands" by the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan. Goal #4 Policies #15(b) and (c) describe the characteristics ofF-1 and F-2 
properties, respectively. Policy #15(a) implies that the zoning should reflect a 
conclusion that the characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteri stics of the proposed zoning (F-2) than the characteristics of the other 
forest zone (F-2). 

The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan contains several policies in the Goal 
Four element that apply to the proposed rezoning. 

Policv 1 Conserve forest land by maintaining the forest land base and 
protect the state's forest economy by making possible economically efficient 
forest practices that assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest 
tree species as the leading use on forest land consistent with sound 
management of soil, air, water, and fish and wildlife resources and to provide 
for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

This policy appears to be advisory in nature and not directly applicable to the 
rezoning at hand . 

Policv 2 Forest lands will be segregated into two categories, Non-Impacted 
and Impacted and these categories shall be delmed and mapped by the 
general characteristics specified in the Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest 
Land Zones General Characteristics. 

This policy refers to the policies set forth in Policy 15. 

Policv 1'5 Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest 
land shall be zoned Non-Impacted (F-1/RCP) or Impacted Forest Land (F-
2/RCP). A decision to apply one of the above zones or both in a split zone 
fashion shall be based upon: 

a. A conclusion that characteristics of tlie land correspond more closely 
to>Jhe characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics 
of the other forest zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are 
specified below in subsections b and c. This conclusion shall be 
supported by a statement of reasons explaining why the facts support 
the conclusion. 

The opponents argue that tax lo t 528, the 0.6:.._acre driveway owned by Ms. 
Weiner, should be combined with the subject property in this rezoning 
because it was created through an illegal lot line adjustment and because 
the two parcels are under the same ownership. 
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First, l do not agree with the opponents that Maxwell v. Lane County? is 
dispositive in this case. Central to the satisfaction of the rezoning approval 
standards in Maxwell was the counting of qualifying parcels within 
applicable exception areas . The Court of Appeals, reasoning that the term 
"parcel" had a legal definition under the Lane Code, then detennined that 
the legality of the creation of those parcels was a relevant consideration in 
the rezoning process. In the present case, the rezoning criteria ofRCP 
Goal 2, Policy 11 and its implementing Order 88-2-10-14 are not 
applicable. Second, I do not believe that the criteria of RCP Goal 4, Policy 
15 require the consideration oflegallot status. Rather, the primary inquiry 
is into ownership patterns. 

The tract sold to the appLicants in 2005 had been previously reconfigured 
through a property line adjustment. This adjustment did not reduce the 
parent parcel below 80 acres and it (the adjustment) was subject to a final 
legal lot determination that was properly noticed per Lane Code I 3.020. ln 
addition, the applicants' 2006 partition of that tract into its current three
parcel configuration was properly noticed. Both of these actions have 
achieved final land use decision status and there are no approval criteria 
that allow them to be collaterally attacked in this proceeding. 

Second, RCP Goal 4, Policy 15 concerns lands currently designated as 
forest land by the RCP. It does not concern nor does it include criteria for 
the conversion of residentially zoned land to forest land. Tax lot 528 is 
zoned RR- 1 0 and cannot be considered in the analysis of the proposed 
rezoning of Parcel 1 to F~2 Non-impacted Forest Land. 

Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or 
nonforcst uses. 

In the application ofRCP Goa14 Policy 15 in Ordinance No. PA 
1236, the Board of County Commissioners interpreted the use the 
term "ownerships" to apply only to the property subject to the 
rezoning. In the present case, the subject property is the only parcel 
owned by Ms. Weiner that is zoned F- 1. The applicants' concede 
that the subject property is not developed with a residence or other 
non-forest use. The application is consistent with this 
characteristic of non-impacted forest lands. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in 
size. 

9 Maxwell v. Lane County, 178 Or. App. 210 (200 1) , modifi ed on other grounds, 179 0 . App. 409 (2002). 
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The subject property is 80 acres in size. As discussed above, RCP 
Forest Lands Policy 15 only applies to property designated as 
forest lands by the comprehensive plan and therefore even though 
tax lot 528 is under the same ownership as the subject property it 
cannot be merged with the subject property for purposes of this 
criterion. 

Whether because of sloppy draftsmanship or careless intent, Policy 
15.b.(2) and 15.c.(2) create an incongruity in that a parcel exactly 
80 acres in size meets both criterion. The applicants have offered 
what they tenn as a "split-zone alternative" where only 79 acres of 
the subject property would be subject to the rezoning request. For 
the reasons that I articulated in the Dock'1tm case 10 I do not favor 
this approach nor do I believe this strategy is necessary. 

The application is consistent with this characteristic of non
impacted forest lands. 

(3) Predominantly ownerships contiguous to other land utilized 
for commercial forest or commercial farm uses. 

Some opponents have argued that the growing of a commercial 
tree species is, per se, a commercial forest use. This statement is 
inconsistent with Statewide Planning Goal4 and OAR 660-006-
0025(1), which specifically recognizes that forest lands include 
lands that are used to "conserve soil, water fish and wildlife 
resources, agricultural and recreational opportunities appropriate in 
a forest environment. .. " in addition to commercial forest 
operations. The presence or absence of a commercial tree species 
is but one component in detennining the presence of a commercial 
forest use. The definition of"comrnercial" connotes an aspect of 
profit. Thus, an operation where a landowner plants and nurtures a 
tree species to create a forest environment but only occasionally 
sells trees as an incidental aspect of that operation (i.e. after 
thinning for safety purposes or after the removal of trees subject to 
windfall or disease) should not be considered as a commercial 
forest operation. There must be a primary intent to harvest and sell 
trees and that intent must be divined from the actions of the 
landowner as well as the characteristics of the forest land. 

10 Lane County Hearings Official, Application of Floyd & Connie Dockum (PA 06-6054) March 29,2007, 
pg. 8. 
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The subject property is bordered by 18 parcels, at least 15 of which 
are not utilized fot commercial forest or commercial fann use. 
These 15 parcels represent over 60 percent of the perimeter of the 
subject property. 

The subject property does not meet this characteristic ofNon
Impacted Forest Lands. 

(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for 
fores't management. 

The su"bject property is accessed by Laughlin Road, a public 
county road. An examination of the county's official zoning map 
for the area surrounding the subject property shows that about 42 
parcels have frontage on Laughlin Road. All but three of these 
parcels are zoned for residential use (RR-10). 

While the record contains no direct evidence regarding a specific 
"intent" regarding the use of Laughlin Road, Lane Code 
15.010(18)(e) makes it clear that local roads are intended to 
provide access to adjacent properties. The primary intent is 
therefore is to provide access to whatever uses occur on adjacent 
properties. In the present case, the overwhelmingly primary use of 
Laughlin Road is to provide access to residentially-zoned 
properties. 

The property does not meet this characteristic of Non- Impacted 
Forest Lands. 

(5) Pdmarily under commercial forest management. 

The subject property has been logged in the recent past and its soils 
are suitable for the commercial management of trees. However, in 
past years many adjacent and nearby property owners have raised 
serious concerns about the proposed application of industrial forest 
management practices (i.e. aerial herbicide spraying) to the subject 
property. I believe both the applicants and their neighbors would 
agree that traditional commercial forest management is impractical 
on the subject property. 

The applicants have taken affirmative steps to manage the subject 
property for conservation and non-commercial forestry purposes. 
To this end, non-commercially- viable tree species have been 
planted and labor-intensive, herbicide- free methods of noxious 
vegetation control have been employed. In addition, the subject 

13 
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property is subject to a deed restriction that prohibits commercial 
forestry and the Lane County Department of Assessment and 
Taxation has agreed to remove the property from its special 
assessment program for forest land . 

The applicants have gone beyond the utterance of platitudes 
regarding their intent to remove the subject property from 
commercial forest management practices. I believe that these 
affirmative steps demonstrate that the subject property no longer 
can be considered as being primarily under commercial forest 
management. 

In summary, the subject property only exhibits two of the five 
characteristics of property that characterize land that should properly be 
zoned non-impacted forest land. 

c. Impacted Forest Land Zone (F-2, RCP) Characteristics 

(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or 
nonforest uses. 

The applicants' concede that the subject property is not developed 
with a residence or other non- forest use. The application is 
therefore inconsistent with this characteristic of non-impacted 
forest lands. 

(2) . Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. 

As explained above, the size of the subject property is consistent 
with this characteristic as well as Policy l5 .b.(2), above. 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less than 
80 acres and residences and/or adjacent to developed or 
committed areas for which an exception has been taken in the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

The subject property abuts 13 tracts, 11 of which are under 80 
acres in size. These tracts are comprised of 18 parcels, 11 of which 
are zoned RR-10. Rural residential zoning is applied to exception 
areas (nomesource land) that are devoted to rural housing. 11 In 
addition, there are between 50 and 60 parcels within 2,000 feet of 
the subject property. An "eyeball" assessment of the official 
zoning map of this area indicates that the vast majority of these 

11 Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan, Land Use Policy 11 . 
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parcels are less than 80 acres in size. -In addition, a large number of 
these parcels are zoned RR-10, including Peacefull Valley Estates, 
a residential subdivision located about 400 feet to the west. 

The subject property meets this characteristic of Impacted Forest 
Lands. 

(4) Provided with a level of public fa~;ilities and services, and 
roads, intended primariiy for direct services to rural 
residences. 

One opponent has argued that the term "provided" should be 
interpreted to mean that the subject property actually has those 
facilities and services in place rather than merely having access to 
them. While not disputing that this criterion could have been 
written more clearly, I do not believe that it should be read so 
narrowly. 

The Policy #6 of the RCP's Goal Eleven: Public Facilities and 
Services chapter describes minimum service levels for various land 
designations. Inexplicably, no description is provided for Impacted 
Forest Land but a reading of description,s for other designation:; 
reveals that the phrase "public facilities and services" includes 
schools, electrical service, telephone service, a rural level of fire 
and police protection, and reasonable access to a solid waste 
facility. 

The subject property lies within a rural fire protection district, a 
school district and the service area of the Lane County Sheriffs 
Department. Under the interpretation suggested, the subject 
property would not qualify as being provided with fire, police or 
school service unless the fire district was currently providing 
emergency services to the property, a child living on the property 
was enrolled in a School District 4J school and a representative of 
the Sheriffs Department was on the property. This is an 
oversimplification, of course, but it illustrates the difficulty in 
applying such a conservative interpretation to this criterion. 

A better interpretation is that "provided" means reasonably 
accessible and I believe that this is consistent with the Board of 
Commiss ioners interpretation ofRCP Goal Four Policy 15.c.(4) .12 

Electrical and telephone utilities, for instance, are normally made 
available via the local road system. Properties that have direct 

12 
Lane County Board Ordinance PA 1236 (Oct. 26, 2006), Findings of Fact at page 16. 
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access to the local road system therefore have direct access to 
those services and thus those services can be considered to be 
provided to the property. As a corollary, if a property does not 
have access to the local road system then the fire district, for 
example, cannot provide emergency service and that service 
cannot be considered to be "provided" to the property. In the 
present case, the subject property has direct access 13 to Laughlin 
Road via tax lot 528, which is a part of the same legal lot that 
comprises the subject property. There is no practical or legal 
impediment to the provision of the full range of rural public 
facilities and services provided along Laughlin Road to the subject 
property. 

It has also been suggested that this criterion requires that the 
applicants show the intent behind the construction of Laughlin 
Road. I must agree with the applicants' interpretation of legislative 
construction that the placement of the comma after the word 
"roads" indicates the phrase "intended primarily for direct services 
to rural residences" modifies "public facilities and services" as 
well as roads. 

The question then is whether the public services and the road are 
intended primarily for direct services to rural residences. In regard 
to Laughlin Road, it is only 1.26 miles in length and is classified as 
a rural local road . Lane Code 15 .010(18)(e) states that local roads 
are solely intended to provide access to adjacent properties. In this 
respect, ninety- two percent of the 42 parcels adjacent to (having 
frontage on) Laughlin Road are zoned RR-10. Most of these 
parcels are developed with residences. As stated above, Parcel 1, 
which includes the subject property, has frontage on Laughlin 
Road. 

The subject property, as well as the other properties in the area that 
have access to Laughlin Road, has access to a full range of services 
normally available to a rural residence, including police and fire 
coverage, school, electricity, telephone, and solid waste disposal. 
To a large degree, the public facilities and services available in the 
area and Laughlin Road are utilized by rural residences. For this 
reason, I believe that the subject property meets this characteristic 
of Impacted Forest Lands. 

13 Under LC l5.135(2)(a), the subject property is considered to have legal access to a County Road because 
it was the creature of an approved land division. 
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The subject property has three of the four characteristics that the RCP has 
ascribed to Impacted Forest Lands. 

Policy 15 requires a conclusion that the characteristics of the land 
correspond more closely to the characteristics of the proposed zoning than 
the characteristics of the other forest zone. In the present case, the subject 
property exhibits two of the five characteristics of Non- Impacted Forest 
Land and three of the four characteristics that would denote Impacted 
Forest Land. On this basis of this analysis, the rezoning of the subject 
property to F- 2 Impacted Forest Land is consistent with RCP Forest Land 
Policy 15. 

The proposed rezoning is consistent with applic-able criteria of the Lane Code and the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Gary Darnielle 
Lane County Hearings Official 
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EXHIBIT A 

LANE COUNTY HEARlNGS OFFICIAL 
REQUEST FOR THE REZONING OF TAX LOT 104, 

ASSESSOR'S MAP 16-03-35 

Applica!ion Summary 

1 ~" ZJb--- ~~s- c; 
j}CJCJ(. \.J M 

Floyd & Connie Dockum, P.O. Box. 5176, Helena, MT 59601. Tax lot 3800, Assessor's 
Map 16- 06--00. Request to change the zoning of 38 acres of a 118-acre parcel from 
Non-Impacted Pores! Lands (f-1/RCP) to Impacted Forest Lands (F-2/RCP). 

Parties of Record 

Floyd & Connie Dockum 
Eban Fodor 
Lauri Segel, LandWatch Lane County 
Tom and Diana Larsen 
Gary Hewitt 
Mona Linstromberg 
Tom Largsen 

Application Histoh• 

Hearing Date: November 16, 2006 

Becki Kammerling 
Jan Wilson, Goal One Coalition 
Nena Lovinger 
Myriam Iribarren 
Bob Gresham 
Frank Blair 

(Record Held Open Until December II, 2006) 

Decision Date: March 29, 2007 

Appeal Deadline 

An appeal must be filed within l 0 days of the issuance of a final order on thi s rezoning 
request, using the form provided by the Lane County Land Management Divis ion. The 
appeal wi ll be cons idered by the Lane County Board of Commissioners. 

Statement of Criteria 

LC 16 .2 10 
LC 16.2 11 
LC 16 .252 
RCP Policies, Goal 4 (Forest Land) 

Findings of Fact 

1. The property subject to this application, hereinafter referred to as the "subject 
property," can be identified as tax lot 3800, Assessor's Map \ 6-06- 00 . The 
applicant proposes that the southern 3 8 acres of the subject property be rezoned to 
F-2 and that the residual 80 acres remain F- i. The subject property has a 
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perimeter of about 1670 feet, 626 feet of which is conti_guous to a parcel of 80 
acres in size or larger. 

The subject properly is comprised of sloping topography ranging from 4% to 
20%< All timber was clear-cut harvested from tn.x lot 3800 in the spring of 1998 
although it is not clear whether it was ever replanted. Eighty-one percent of this 
tax lot is occupied by soils with a forest cnpabil,ity range of 162-184 cu< Ft./ac./yr. 
and the soils of portion of tax lot 3800 to be re?;oned to F-2 have a mean site site 
index for Douglas fir of between 155 and 165.1 The property to the west, north 
and east are heavily forested .2 

· · 

2. The subject property is not developed by a residence or nonforest use. Dusky 
Creek traverses the property in a northwest to southeast direction but is. not 
classified as a Class I Stream within the Rural Comprehensive Plan. No wetlands 
or flood hazard areas are identified on the subject property by the National 
Wetlands Inventory and the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) respectively. The 
property is designated as Major Big Game Range (Deer and Elk Winter Range 
Habitat). Legal Lot status for the entirety of tax lot 3800 has been verified under 
PA 99-5790. 

3. Properties contiguous to the subject property are as follows : To the north is tax lot 
3700, a !59- acre parcel zoned F-1 owned by Paul and Norma Templeton. This 
property is under forest tax deferral. Contiguous to the subject property on the 
east and southeast, respectively, are tax lot 900, assessor's map 16-06- 28, a 78-
acre parcel occupied with a residence, zoned E-40 and owned by Paul V . 
Templeton, and tax lots 3900 and 3901. Tax lot 3900 is zoned F- 1, is 29.5 acres 
in size, and is under a small tract forestland tax deferral. It is owned by an archery 
club (Cascadian Bowmen). This company also owns tax lot II 00, assessor's map 
16-06-28, a 17. 5 acre parcel adjacent to tax lot 3900 on the east. Tax lol 390 I is 
owned by Donald Meyer, is zoned F- 1 and is 8.4 acres in size. It is occupied with 
a residence. 

On the south, across Poodle Creek Road, are properties zoned Rural Residential 
RR-1 0 and RR-5 . Tax lots 3601 and 3600, adjacent to the west of the subject 
property, are zoned Impacted Forest Lands {F- 2) and are JO and 60 acres in size, 
respectively, and are owned by the Evans Family Trust. These tax lots are under 
forest tax deferraL 

Lane Code 16.090 defines "contiguous" as "having at least one common 
boundary line greater than eight feet in length ." By this definition, there are five 
parcels contiguous to the subject prope1iy as Poodle Creek Road makes the 
parcels to the sou th non-<:ontiguous. 0 f the I J tmcts that are generally 

I See attachmenl "B" (N RCS So ils tvlap for Pro perty} or applicanl's submission. 
1 See aeri a I photog raph or subject property taken 6/20/0 2, Attach111ent "A" of npplican !' s submiss ion. 



PA 06-6054 
March 29, 2007 

Page 3 of 10 

contiguous3 to tax lot 3 800, eleven are less than 80 acres in size and ten hove a 
residence. These ten tracts occupied with a dwelling can be identified as tax lots 
302, 101, 102, !OJ , 105, 100, assessor's map 16-06~32; tax lot 3901, assessor's 
map 16--06-00; a!ld tax lots II 00, 900, and 500, assessor's map 16-06-28. 

4. The subject property receives fire protection from Lane Rural Fire/Rescue District 
and police protection is by the Lane County Sheriff and Oregon State Police. 
Electricity is available from the Blachly Lru1e Cooperative and telephone service 

. is provided by Qwest. The subject property is located within the boundary of the 
Junction City School District #69. An on-site well and septic tank are proposed. 

Access to the subj ect property is from Poodle Creek Road, a Rural Major 
Collector. Lane County Roads lnventorl (Pg B-53) lists Poodle Creek Road as 
having a paved surface of26 feet and as being 6.77 miles in length. Lane Code 
l5.703(3)(a) lists the minimum right-of-way widths for rural arterial and 
collector roads shall be 80 feet in two-lane sections. At the minimum right-of
way, Poodle Creek Road is about 66 acres in area. The actual right-of- way width 
of Poodle Creek Road is not in the record . 

.. 

5. Assessor's Map 16-06-00 is not li sted in the Lane Manual 13 .0 l 0(2)(a)(ii) as 
being water quantity limited . 

Decision 

THE DOCKUM REQUST (PA 06-6054) FOR THE REZONING OF A PORTION OF 
TAX LOT 3800, ASSESSOR'S MAP 16-06--00, IS DENIED. 

Justification for the Decision (Conclusion) 

Lane Code 16.252(2) Th is section of the Code establishes the basic requirements for the 
proposed rezoning. Section 16.252(2) requi res that rezoning be consistent with the 
general purposes of Chapter 16, not be contrary to the public interest, and be consistent 
with the purposes of the proposed zoning classifications and the Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan elements. 

A. Consistency with the genera I purposes of Chapter 16 of the Lane Code. 

Lane Code f6 .003 sets out l4 purposes of Chapter l6. Arguably, the only relevant 
purpose statement is found in Lane Code 16.003( 4) that states : 

(4) Conserve farm and forest lands for the production of crops, 
livestock and timber products. 

J "Generally contiguous" is defined as properti<;s that share a common bounda1y, touch the subject properly 
at a corner point, or are separated from the subject property by a road . 
4 Appendix 8 of the Lane County Trnnsportation System Plan 
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The proposed rezoning on the subject property would reduce the amount of land 
zoned F- 1 by 32 percent and expose the remaining property zoned F-1 to the 
likelihood of an adjacent nonforest dwelling, the stated intent of the applicant. 
Commercial forest management of the 80-acre remainder would become more 
difficult, especially because access to that portion of the St!bject property would 
have to be through the rezoned portion. The applicant has not shown how the 
proposed rezoning is consistent with this genernt purpose statement of Chapter 16 
of the Lane Code. 

ll. Not be contrary to the public interest. 

The public interest is best expressed by the Rural Comprehensive Plan. The 
overall intent of the Forest Land policies is encourage the preservation of forest 
land, to properly characterize F-1 lands and to protect those lands through 
accurate zoning and through the consolidation of ownerships. The best 
determinate of the public interest is therefore a showing of consistency with 
Forest Lands Policy# 15 of the Rural Comprehensive Plan, addressed below in 
"D.u 

C. Consistent with Sections 16.210 and 16.211 of the Lane Code. 

The joint purpose of the F- 2 and F- 1 Districts is to implement the forestland 
policies of the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan and to conserve forest 
land for forest uses consistent with Statewide Planning Goal #4, OAR 660-006 
and ORS 215.700 through .755. Consistency with the Lane County Rural 
Comprehensive Plan is addressed in "D," below. 

OAR 660-006-0000( 1) states that the purpose of the Forest Lands Goal is to 
conserve forest lands and to carry out the legislative policy of ORS 215.700. ORS 
215.700 states a policy to provide certain owners of less productive land an 
opportunity to build a dwelling on their land and to limit the future division of and 
the siting of dwellings upon the state's more productive resource land. In the 
present case, the record indicates that the soils of the property to be rezoned have 
a uniformally high forest productivity rating .and it contains no evidence that 
surrounding development has or will interfere with forest management practices 
on the either the property to be rezoned or tax lot 3800 as a whole. 

For the above-described reasons, the proposed reconfiguration is not consistent 
with Sections 16.21 0 and 16.211 of the Lane Code. 

D. Conformity with the Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

The subject property is designated "Forest Lands" by the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan . Goal #4 Policies #J5(b) and (c) describe the characteristics ofF-! and F-2 
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properties, respectively. Policy #lS(a) implies that the zoning should reflect a 
conclusion that the characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristics of the proposed zoning (f-2) thnn the chnracteristics of the other 
forest zone (F-2). 

The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan contains several policies in the Goal 
four element that apply to the proposed rezoning. 

Policy 1 Conserve forest land by maintaining the forest land base and 
protect the state's fores t economy by making possible economically efficient 
fo rest practices that assure th e continuous growing and harvesting of forest 
tree sp ecies as the leadin g use on fores t land consistent with sound 
management of soil, air, water, and fish and wildlife resources and to provide 
for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

This policy appears to be advisory in nature and not directly applicable to the 
rezoning at hand. 

Policv 2 F,-orestlands will be segrega ted into two categories, Non-Impacted 
and Impacted and these categories sball be defined and mapped by the 
general characteristics specified in th e Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest 
Land Zon·es General Characteristics. 

Th.is policy appears to make reference to the policies se t forth in Policy 15. 

Policy 15 Lands designated within th e Rural Comprehensive Plan as fores t 
land shall be zoned Non-Impac ted (F-1/RCP) or Impacted Forest Land (F-
2/RCP). A decision to apply one of th e above zones or both in a sp lit zone 
fashion shall be based upon: 

a. A co nclus ion th at characteris tics of the lan d correspond more closely 
to the characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics 
of the other forest zone. The zoning characteristics referred to arc 
specified below in subsections b and c. This conclusion shall be 
supported by a statement of r easo ns explaining why the facts support 
the conclusion. 

The first issue, and one that is determinative to the success of this rezoning 
reques t, is the definition of the term "land ." Relying upon the discussion 
of-"o•vnership" in the Findings of Fact supportin g Ordinance PA 1236,5 

the applicant proposes, and the st<lff concurs, that the term "land" refers to 
the portion of the subject property that is proposed for rezoning. l do not 

5 Ordinance PA 1236, ndoptecl August20, 2006 was supported by Findings ofFoct that interpreted the 
provisions of Ruro l Comprehensive Pion Fores t Lands Policy# 15 . 
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believe that this was the definition embraced by the Doard of 
Commissioners. The term "ownerships" is used in Sec1ions b. (I) - (3) and 
c. (I)- (3) of Policy 15. The question considered by the Board was 
.'vhcther the term des~<Um-~Yimunlml(i.c. ownership pattern) 
aro~tDg !he subjec tj~gp_~_r:ty o.r 1!1~. $.,.@12E~~~!:!Yi!..li.~.f. The Board · 
determined that the latter interpretation Was' correct. For instance, in 
applying its interpretation of Policy IS.b.( I) to Planning Action (PA) 06-
5476, the Board held that the phrase "eredwinant.l)ul.wJJ.e.rships 1101 

d!_'>;§i.QJles!Jzy_residences or non-fot:.{.sl uses'i'wa_s to be measured against 
the property to be rezoned and not whether property was, for instance, one 
of several properties of common ownership within a tract. This is 
con~istel}!_ y.'ith a det~~mi!!_~~-~~_!_hat the ·~~~!?-t..PIQP~r:ty:Js.lbe.~and" 
agamst which the characteristics of F-1 and .f.~2 properties must .be 
measi.irem!iinSl."'Fiowever, taxTOt:Isoo is the smallest unit of 
"owne~~_i(~~~~ is divisible absent the applicaiionOfspht zoning. 

The findings supporting Ordinance PA 1236 expressly acknowledge that 
the application of Policy 15 may result in split zoning.6 I believe, however, 
th at this interpretation must be read extremely narrowly in order to avq.i9 

. Jh~ . .creation of a JoQph.ol~ lh!!t_coyJq_threaten the viability o( N.ol}
I~ac!.~-f~~~! ~~n_d zoning throughout the county . . 

••. , .. _ po - .. · - ·-•· • ·- · - - - --·-· • ' 0' 

Tax 1() \ ;3_8.Q_Q_i.s-.ll_~der single ownership ail;d C:~I:Jrises one legal lot. A 
r~uest.fuLWlitmiDDg-JsTriherent(y ~jffeJent from~thai:o{a situation 
where an enti[_~parcel is..,s!!Qject to .a..rezuning requ~ The. concept of split 

. zoning, as applied by the applicant and sanctioned by staf( has the 
dangerous potential . oJ.a_g_<?.~Ln~()~t::lmpacted EorestLand·to be-ear..V{lG 
~~lili..f§ZQ\!i.M . .!J.e§E~...!:!P..Qn_geographic.aLYllgaries.that .d.QnQ!_~e 
into ac~~!Jb..~-E~l)lmercl&.Yl!!bility ofth!<..PJ:QQerty as a wh~l_~. 

For this reason and for reasons explained below, I believe that the Policy 
# 15 analysis of appropriate forest zoning should be applied to the entirety 
of tax lot 3800. 

b. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by res idences or 
nonforcst uses. 

In the appli cation of RCP Goal 4 Policy 15 in Ordinance No. PA 
1236, the Board of County Commissioners interpreted the use the 
term "ownerships" to apply only to the property subject to the 

6 See th e las t I in e of th e seco nd fu II p ~ragraph of the Find.ings of Fact nnd Conclusions of Law (01·d in ance 
PA 12J6).rg.8. 

I' 
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rezoning. However the Board seemed to leave open th~2_:>siblitly_ 
that the characteristics of forestland may wnrrant a glffer_~Jl.J 
conclusion. Tax lot 3 800 is not developed with a residence nor is it 
o ccuPiea by non forest uses so regardless of whether the term 
"ownership" is applied to the entire parcel or the portion of tax lot 
3800 subject to this rezoning request, this characteristic of Non
impacted Forest Land zoning is met. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in 
size. 

Staff and the applicant have interpreted Ordinance No. PA 1236 to 
mean that the term "ownership" is to be applied to the portion of 
the subject property that is subject to the. rezoning. I find this 
in!~rp_r_e.l?Jinn, .in .the..cnn.t(},J;<.t of this.I~~<?~i!l& _r~sm.~.t. tR :be---·:_ · · 

·- i"nco_~s_i~~f!!-~ith the plain langJ~~_g_e of Policy 15 .b.(2), w!!b~-----· 
.. .. J !ltent Qf Poli~_yj~~- and \.:'!.iJh.~!: .Plal~~{;-~mg of "<;ol~~iguqus .. " 

Section (a) of Policy 15 requires that the rezoning inquiry examine 
whether the characteristics of the "land" correspond more closely 
to the characteristics of the proposed zoning than the 
characteristics of the other forest zone. To apply the terrn 
"contiguous, ownerships" to a portion _qf..QxQperty Uiat is _gthenyise 
E~i~.!l}-:~lg~~ .. !~g~TfoGS.se.f.i)~1iY.-.~-~~~s -~he~rite~on - ..... 
meaning) (:!~§. .. Jhat is, there is no initial baseline from which to 

-m:eas'uie compliance as "contiguous ownerships" would be 
whatever size (and location) an applicant wishes the rezoned parcel 
to be. Further, despite· the applicant' s intent to carve up an 
otherwise homogeneous parcel, the bi sected po rti o~_§ a re._~J.l.\'.Q5i e ~
the sam~w!lershiQ.,?nd still cont iguous. 
-~~- . .--- ~-.. ···-~ · ·· ---

A statement crucial · to the application of Policy I 5.b.(2) is found 
on page 8 of the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law of 
Ordinance No. PA 1236.7 This statement is as follows (emphasis 
mine): . 

"We find that the term "ownerships" contained in 
the criteri a of RCP Goal4 Policy I 5 should be 
considered as including only the land being 
proposed for rezoning (unless other qualifiers in a 
particular characteristic compels a different result) 
because of the introd uctory language in Policy 15 
and that the finding constitu tes a reaso nabl e 

7 Ex hibit C., Find in gs ofF acl nn d Conclu s ions of Law, Ordin ance No. PA 12JG (Augusl 20, 2006) 
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interpretation of the term "ownerships" as contained 
in that policy." 

Ordina.nce No. PA 1236 concerned the application of RCP Goal 4 
Policy 15 to property that, because of an oversight, had no zoning. 
Further, the p.ro~ty subject t<:> the. rezbning wiis fundament-ally .. 

.. ~ifferent, boih_ ~~- -~~!:_'E~.~[j:~gra~{y and usage,Jr9 .. !!1.J.hk-_.. .. 
.. ~e__~~.§:@'.~f.I~~-~o~~-i~~~-Q~':l~W..!.~hich was essential!~ us_ed 

· .. as a_r~s~rv~r-~nd supportin.&_[~jliJ]es (d'am).._lri the preserit case, ·· 
x..lot 3800 i~~!lature and there is little to 

disiingUI the prop,~tlY~b}t!i:JJ<t.!he rezoning from Uie ·remain.der 
--orn~~f1ax iot: ---~-----·-- · · · · · ..... · 
I find that Policy 15.b(2) must be applied to the whole of tax lot 
3800 and therefore the characteristics of that property are 
consistent with this criterion. 

Predominantly ownerships contiguous to other land utilized 
for commercial forest or commercial farm uses. 

Tax lot 3 800 is bordered by five contiguous ownerships, not 
counting Poodle Creek Road. Three of these ownerships, tax lots 
3601 and 3600 (Evans Family Trust), tax lot 3700 (Paul and 
Nanna Templeton), and tax lot 3900 (Cascadian Bowman) are 
under some fonn of forest deferral. Further, tax lots 3700, 3900 
and 3901 are zoned F- 1. The characteristics of tax lot 3800 are 
consistent with this criterion. 

Even if the portion of tax lot 3800 subject to the rezoning request 
were to be considered as the "ownership," there would sti ll be 
three contiguous ownerships utilized for conunercial forest or 
commerciaf farm uses: the remainder of tax lot 3 800 used for 
commercial forestry, tax lot 3900 to the east owned and used by 
the Cascadian Bowmen, and tax lot 3600 (7 acres) to the west. The 
3 8. 17 acres of the subject property does not meet this character istic 
of Non-Impacted Forest Lands. 

·~ 

Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for 
forest management. 

The subject property is accessed by Poodle Creek Road, a public 
county road with a functional classification of "Rural Major 
Collector." In rural areas, major collectors provide connections 
from outlying areas to the arterial system·(primarily state 
highways) . Thi s road serves the rural residents of the Pood le 

r 
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Creek area, including the Developed and Committed Area across 
from the subject properly, and provides access to Stnte Highway 
126 on the south end and State Highway 36 on the north end . 
Neither tax lot 3800 nor the portion of that lax lot subject to the 
rezoning request is accessed by an arterial road or a road intended 
primarily for forest management. The property does not meet this 
characteristic of Non- Impacted Forest Lands. 

(~) Primarily under commercial forest management. 
,.---·-·· 

The tax lot 3 800 is zoned F-1, is under a forest deferral and 
( contains soils with a forest capability range of 162- 184 cu. 

ft./ac./yr. on 81% of its area. Timber was harves~ed by the clear-cut 
. ! method in 1998 although it does not appear that it has been 
\ replanted. Tax lot 3 800 has been treated as a single forest 
\ management unit in the recent past and failure to adhere to State 
\ Forestry replanting regulations does not change this fact. The 
1 entire tax lot exhibits this characteristic of Non-Impacted Forest 

·LLands. -

ln summary, tax lot 3 800 exhibits four of the five characteristics of 
property that should be zoned non-impacted forest land . 

c. Impacted Forest Land Zone (F-2, RCP) Characteristics 

(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or 
nonforest uses. 

Neither tax Jot 3800 nor the portion of that tax lot subject to the 
rezoning request is developed by .a residence or non forest use and 
therefore this characteristic oflmpacted Forest Lands is not 
present. 

(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. 

~Tax lot 3800 is 118 acres in size and therefore does not meet this L-· .characteristic of Impacted Forest Lands. 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less than 
80 acres nnd residences and/or adjacent to developed or 
co mmitt ed areas for which an exception has been taken in the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan . 

Lane Code 16.090 defines "tract" as n lot or parcel. ORS 
2 t 5.0 I 0(2) defines "tract" as "one or more contiguous lots or 
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parcels under the same ownership." Using the statutory definition, 
Tax lot 3800 is contiguous on 'the west and north to tracts that 
exceed 80 acres in size. Starr defines the term "generally 
contiguous" as comprising all properties that share any length of 
common boundary. to~•ch the subject property b01mdary at a corner 
point, and include the first tier of parcels immediately across the 
road to the south. This interpretation adds an additional II tracts 
ofless than 80 acres in size; of.whic:;h I 0 are developed with one or 
more residences (clockwise from the northeast: tax lots 500, 900, 
1 roo, 3900, 3901, 100, 105, 103, 102. tot. 302). 

Tax lot 3800 meets this characteristic of Impacted Forest Lands. 

( 4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and 
ro;~ds, intended primarily for direct services to rural 
residences. 

Tax lot 3800, including the portion of this· property subject to the 
.. rezo ning request, has access to a full range of services normally 

available to a rural residence, including police and fire coverage, 
school, electricity, telephone, access, and solid waste disposal and 

,-'"'' therefore meets this characteristic of Impacted F ores! Lands. 

A·n~·;~ 
~ ! 

'1~-· 

Conclusion 

Tax lot 3800 has half the characteristics that characterize Impacted Forest 
Lands. 

Policy. 15 requires a conclusion that the characteristics of llie land 
correspond more closely to the characteristics of the proposed zoning than 
the characteri.stics of the other forest zone. In the present case, the "land" 
represents four of the five characteristics of Non- Impacted Forest Land 
and half of the characteristics that would denote Impacted Forest Land. 

The proposed rezo ning is not consistent with the Lane Code and the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan . 

Respectfully Submitted, 

~, y~ 
Gm ' arni ell e 
Lane County Hearings Official 

L 



Kimberly J.~. O'Dea 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
S ubject: 

Jerry : 

Kimberly J.R. O'Dea [kimodea@landuseoregon.comJ 
Monday, November 17, 2008 3:05 PM 
'jerry.kendall@co.lane.or.us' 
Fisher Plan Change Zone Change PA 06-5888 

Carol dropped off the "renotice" fee on the 31't of October. 

Tomorrow, Carol w ill be dropping off replace ment exhibits for Exhibit s C and 55. Exhibit C co ntai ns updated A& T maps 

th at are clea ner and clearer. Exhib it 55 is a cl eaned up lega l descripti on o f th e property proposed for rezone and plan 

ch ange. I am providing 20 copies. If you need more, just let me know. 

Kim 

Kimberly Joy-Ritterbush O'Dea, A.I.C. P., M.C. R.P. 
Attorney At Law 
Law Office of Bill Kloos, PC 
375 West 4th Street, Suite 204 
Eugene, OR 97440 
{541)954-0095 (offi ce ) 
{541}343-8702 (fax) 
{541)954-0095 (cel l) 
e-mail: KimODea@lan du seoregon.com 
W eb: www.l andu seoregon.com 

Plea se do not read, copy or disseminate this communica tion unless you are the intended addressee. This e-mail commun ication 
may contain confident ial and/ or privil eged information intended on ly for the addressee. If you have received this e-mail in error, 
pl ease ca ll immedia tely at 541-954-0095 . Also, please not ify me by e-ma il. Tha nk you . 
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Legal Description of Property being Rezoned . 

The easterly-most 78 acres ofthe following described tract of land: 

Beginning at a point on the West line of the Joseph G. Gray Donation JLand Claim No. 38, 
Notification No. 7500, in Township 16 South, Range~ Westofthe Wiilamette Meridian, 45.07 
chains North of the Southwest comer of said claim; and mnning thence North 4.33 chains to the 
Northwest comer of said claim; thence East 14.09 chains to the Sou~hwest comer of the Thomas 
Gray Donation Land Claim No. 42, of the same Township; thence North 14.66 chains; thence 
East 69.74 chains to the Westerly line of the County road, thence southwest along the Western 
Right-of-Way of County Road 1318 (as existing in 2008), more or less, to a point 2.92 chains 
North and 2.66 chains East of the Northwest comer of the heirs of Samuel Gray Donation Land 
Claim No. 40; thence North 80 45' West 21 .36 chains; thence West 41.46 chains to the Place of 
Beginning, in Lane County, Oregon. 
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LAW OFFICE OF BILL KLOOS, PC 

OREGON LAND USE LAW 

Attn: Jerry Kendall 
Land Management Division 
125 E 8111 Ave 
Eugene, OR 97401 

September 18, 2008 

Re: Fisher Plan Change and Zone Change Application 
Map 16-01-08, portion of tax lot 700 !;. '. r • :" ~/ :: ._:.~ 

Dear Mr. Kendall: 

375 W. 4'' STREET, SUITE 201 
EUGENE, OR 97401 

PHONE (541) 954 -0095 
FAX (541) 343-8702 

E-MAIL KJMOOEA@LANOUSEOREGO~ .COM 

. : 
·· ·· · 

Please find attached six copies ofthe supplemental narrative and supplemental exhibits 
for the above referenced application. Also attached are six copies of the applicant's 
"Response to Staff Report." 

Because the scope of the application has changed to reflect Ordinance 1236, the 
applicant would greatly appreciate a supplemental staff report from staff prior to the City 
Counci l hearing. 

Ki erly J.R. O'Dea, AICP 
Attorney at Law 



LAW OFFICE OF BILL KLOOS, PC 

OREGON LAND USE LAW 
375 W. 4'" STREET, SUITE 201 

EUGENE, OR 9749"'-''·· 
PHONE (541) 954-00( 

FAX (541) 343-87~"2:'-'1 
E-MAIL KIMODEA@LANDUSEOREGON.COM 

APPLICANT'S RESPONSE TO STAFF REPORT 

Board of County Commissioners 
Attn: Jerry Kendall 
Land Management Division 
125 E 81

h Ave 
Eugene, OR 97401 

September 10, 2008 

Re: Fisher Plan Change and Zone Change Application 
Map 16-01-08, portion of tax lot 700 

Dear Commissioners: 

Please accept this letter as a response to the staff report dated April 10, 2007. 

To reflect findings, guidance and interpretations in Ordinance PA 1236, applicant 
is shrinking the scope of the original application. The scope ofthe original application is 
reduced so that the area of rezone is the east 78 acre p01iion of tax lot 700. The narrative 
has been updated to reflect the reduced scope and the interpretations of Ordinance PA 
1236. 

A. Transportation Planning Comments 

I. LC 16.400(8)(c)(iii)(bb) applies to plan amendments (designation), not Code 
amendments (zoning). This is made clear by the provision itself, 

"Minor [olanl amendment proposals initiated by an applicant shall provide 
adequate documentation to allow complete evaluation of the proposal * **. Unless 
waived*** the applicant shall supply documentation concerning the following: *** 
(iii) An assessment of the probably impacts of implementing the proposed {plan! 
amendment, including the following: *** (bb) availability ofpublic and/or private 
facilities and services to the area of the [olanl amendment, including transportation 
***. " (emphasis added) 

Staff is basing her concerns on zoning. This is inappropriate. 

The proposed plan amendment is from Agriculture to Forest; from one resource 
designation to another. There are no outright development opportunities allowed based 

1S 
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Fisher Plan Amendment Zone Change PA 06-5888 
Response to Staff Report 
September 10, 2008 
Page 2 of5 

on designation in the Farm and Forest categories. As addressed in the narrative, the site 
is served by or able to be served by all public facilities. The nearby area is highly 
developed. The property abuts Marcola Road, a County road. Staff has not identified 
any transportation issues specific to Marcola Road that would result from the 
redesignation. That is because none exist. 

This code provision is more relevant when changing from a resource designation to a 
nonresource designation, where the designation itself allows for more dense 
development. That is not the case here. 

2. LC 16.400(8)(c)(iii)(bb) speaks to the availability of public and/or private 
facilities and services to the area of the [plan] amendment. This is made clear 
by the provision itself, 

"(bb) availability of public and/or private facilities and services to the area of the 
[plan] amendment, including transportation ***."(emphasis added) 

Staff attempts to replace the term "availability" with "adequacy." This is not allowed. 

The narrative establishes that the site abuts Marcola Road, a county road. Therefore, 
public transportation facilities are available to the plan change area. 

3. In one fell swoop, staff attempts to approve a zone change, numerous property 
1ine adjustments and numerous Forest Template Applications. Lane Code 
Chapter 15 is not applicable to a Plan Amendment. 

As establi shed above, LC 16.400(8)(c)(i ii)(bb) applies only to plan amendments. Staff 
gives relevance to past legal lot determinations, then presumes that F-2 zoning will be 
approved, then presumes to know the applicant's "intent" and "development scale," then 
presumes that the numerous property line adjustments that would be necessary to make · 
the referenced legal lots buildable will all be approved, then presumes that at least six 
forest template dwelling applications will be approved. That's at least seven land use 
decisions! . .. and a lot of presumption. 

Of course, all of these presumptions are improper. But more importantly, the road 
improvements standards of Chapter 15 cannot be applied to this plan change because 
compliance is not an approval criterion. Chapter 15 is triggered by development. As 
discussed above, a plan change from Farm to Forest does not approve or allow any 
additional development. 

Staff has placed the cart far before the horse. Staffs statement that "the plan 



Fisher Plan Amendment Zone Change PA 06-5888 
Response to StaffReport 
September I 0, 2008 
Page 3 of 5 

amendment/zone change is the last opportunity to effectively and equitably require 
transportation facilities that adequately serve all parcels," is not accurate. As established 
above, the applicant must apply for many additional land usc decisions before the site 
qualifies for any additional development. Most of those permits are conditional and 
discretionary, making the odds of approval impossible to predict. Chapter 15 will be 
addressed when it becomes an applicable approval standard. 

Furthermore, staffs concerns regarding future possible development is confusing 
because the property is developable as is, without a plan change or a zone change. As 
currently Planned and Zoned, the subject prope1iy qualifies for possible developed. Just 
as with F-2 zoning, with enough property line adjustments and land use applications, 
each legal lot can be developed with either a farm dwelling or a nonfarm dwelling. See 
LC 16.212. The potential for development already exists. 

B. Policy 5- Prohibit residences on Non-Impacted Forest Lands except for the 
maintenance, repair or replacement of existing dwellings. 

Staff misreads this policy. This is a zoning policy, not a designation policy. 
Furthermore, it only applies to Non-Impacted Forest Lands (F-1 ). 

There is a single forestland designation in Lane County: Forest (See Comprehensive 
Plan). There are two zoning districts that implement that designation: F-1 Non
Impacted Forest Land and F-2 Impacted Forest Lands (See Lane Code Chapter 16). The 
purpose ofthis policy is to ensure that new residences are prohibited on lands 
determined through the Comprehensive Plan process (See Policy 15) to be zoned F-1. 
To respond to thi s policy, the County prohibited new dwellings in the F-1 zone of Lane 
Code Chapter 16. 

The applicant addresses Policy 15 in great detail in the narrative. The facts establish that 
the subject property is more correctly zoned F-2- Impacted Forest Land. As such, 
Policy 5 does not apply. 

In addition to Policy 5, staff takes issue with the applicant's position that the parcel is 
not eligible for further development. This issue is not relevant to any application 
criteria. However, the applicant is happy to clarify. 

First, staff is again confusing designation with zoning. Changing from Farm designation 
to Forest designation provides no additional development opportunities. Resource 
designations, by themselves, do not permit development. This might be different if the 
proposal was from a resource designation to a nonresource designation, such as rural 
residential, where the designation itself allows for outright development. But that is not 

'[; 
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Response to Staff Report 
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the proposal here. 

Second, Planning Staff makes the same mi~take as Transportation staff in putting the 
cart far before the horse. Even ifF-2 zoning is approved, there is no outright permitted 
residential development allowed in the F-2 zone. See LC 16.211 (2). As discussed 
above, before any residential development could occur on this property, the applicant 
would need many property line adjustments, many post property line adjustment legal 
1ot verification approvals and many template dwelling application approvals. All are 
land use decisions subject to appeal. All of the template dwelling applications are 
Conditional Use Permits that are discretionary. All of the property line adjustments are 
subject to State Law requirements. 

The applicant's statement that the proposed zone change/plan change results in no 
additional residential development opportunities is accurate. lf approved, the applicant 
is not enti:tled to a sing'le additional dwelling based on the approval. 

Finally, staffs concems over future deve1opment are misguided because the property is 
potentially developable as currently planned and zoned. As discussed above in response 
to Transportation Planning, with enough property line adjustments and land use permits, 
each legal lot could be developed with either a nonfarm dwelling or a farm dwelling. 
The proposed plan change/zone change does not result in additional development 
opportunities because the development opportunities already exist. 

C. Policy 15(b)(2)- more than 80 acres 

Response: To reflect clarification in Ordinance 1236, the applicant has reduced the 
scope of the subject plan change/zone change and readdressed criteria. The subject 
property is less than 80 acres. Jt therefore does not meet this characteristic for being 
zoned F-l. 

D. Policy 15.(b)(3)- Contiguous to Commercial Uses 

Response: To reflect clarification in Ordinance 1236, the applicant has readdressed 
crjteria and reanalyzed responses. Under the new ordinance, staff is correct that the 
focus is on "contiguous" and that the analysis cannot cross the road under this standard. 
However, only one of the contiguous properties is in "commercial" forest pmduction 
and none are in "commercial" farm production. Therefore, the subject property does not 
meet this characteristic for being zoned F-1 . 

E. Policy lS(b)(S) Commercial Forest Management 
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Fisher Plan Amendment Zone Change PA 06-5888 
Response to Staff Report 
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Response: To reflect clarification in Ordinance 1236, the applicant has readdressed criteria 
and reanalyzed responses. As part of Ordinance 1236, the Board clarified "commercial" 
uses. Based on that clarification, wh ile the subject property is in forest use (an allowed use 
under F-2 zoning), it is not in "commercial" forest management. The subject property does 
not meet this characteristic for being zoned F-1 · 

E. Policy 15(c)(2)- 80 acres or less in size 

Response: To reflect clarification in Ordinance 1236, the applicant has reduced the 
scope of the subject plan change/zone change and readdressed criteria. The subject 
property is Jess than 80 acres. It therefore meets this characteristic for being zoned F-2. 

F. Policy 15( c)(3) - Generally contiguous to tracts less than 80 acres with dwellings 
and/or adjacent to exception areas. 

Response: To reflect clarification in Ordinance 1236, the applicant has readdressed criteria 
and reanalyzed responses. Stafffailed to recognize that the Board has interpreted this 
provision to go beyond contiguous properties. As such, 71% of the tracts in the general area 
are less than 80 acres with a residence; and 71% of the tracts in the general vicinity are in an 
exception area. See pages 5 and 39 of the narrative. The subject property therefore meets 
this characteristic for being zoned F-2. 

SUMMARY: 

The applicant has reduced the scope of the application and updated narrative responses to 
reflect findings, conclusions and guidance in PA 1236. The updated narrative estab lishes 
that the property is more accurately designated Forestland. The updated narrative establi shes 
that the subject property meets none of the characteristics for being zoned F-1 and all of the 
characteristj~ for being zoned F-2. 

Sincerely, 

1/ 
K~rly J.R. O'Dea, AICP 
Attorney at Law 
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LAW OFFICE OF BILL KLOOS, PC 

OREGON LAND USE LAW 
576 OLIVE STREET, SUITE 300 

PO BOX 11906 
EUGENE •. Qll9.7M.O 

PHONE (5,41) 34;}-0323 
FAX (541) 343-8702 

E-MAIL KIMODEA@LANDUSEORE:GON.COM 

APPLICANT'S SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT 
TO COUNTY BOARD 

IN SUPPORT OF 
FOREST PLAN DESIGN A l'ION AND F-2 ZONING 

PA 06-5888 

Board of County Commissioners 
Attn: Kent Howe 
Planning Director 
Land Management Division 
125 E 8111 Ave 
Eugene, OR 97401 

September 9, 2008 

Re: Fisher Plan Change and Zone Change Application 
Map 16-01-08, portion of tax lot 700 PA 06-5888 

Dear Commissioners: 

Please accept this ·letter as supplemental evidence in support of the attached plan change 
and zone change application . The proposal is to re-designate property from Agriculture to Forest 
and rezone property from E-40 to F-2. 

The original application was placed on hold in mid-2007 to address the adoption of 
Ordinance PA 1236, which clarified applicable criteria. After reviewing the new ordimance, the 
applicant acknowledged that a different scope would be required. 

Based on the interpretations in Ordinance P A 1236, the applicant believes that the west 
rear portion of tax lot 700 better fits F-1 zoning. However, the central and eastern portions of the 
property should be zoned F-2 . Therefore, the applicant is shrinking the scope of the original 
application to reflect the Board Ordinance. The scope of the original application is hereby 
reduced so that the area of rezone is the east 78 acre portion of tax lot 700. The western portion 
may be addressed at a later date. 

The remainder of the narrative ihas been updated to reflect the reduced scope. To reduce 
confusion, thi s narrative statement is intended to replace the original narrative statement in its 
entirety. However, many of the exhibits submitted with the original narrative remain applicable. 
They are identified in Section J.C . of this narrative with a single Jetter and are not being 
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resubmitted. Please refer to the original submission packet for them. Revised exhibits are 
identified in Section l.C. of this narrative with a double letter and are being resubmitted. See 
attached. Supplemental exhibits are identified in Section I.C. of this narrative with a double 
letter and are attached. 

The application first establishes that the subject property is more accurately designated 
Forest, rather than Farm. Sec predominantly pages 3 through 32 of the narrative. Second, the 
application establishes that the subject property is more accurately zoned F-2, rather than F-1. 
See predominately pages 32 through 38 of the narrative. 

I. PROPOSAL DESCRIPTION 

A. Owner/Applicant Agent 

Ravin Ventures, LLC 
Ramon Fisher, President 
Ed Fisher, interest holder 
PO Box 751 
Oakridge, OR 97463 

B. Proposal 

Kim O'Dea 
Law Office of Bill Kloos, PC 
375 West 41

h St., Ste. 204 
Eugene, OR 97401 
(541) 954-0095 

This proposal is a request to redesignate 78 acres of fatmland to forestland and 
rezone the same from E-40 to F-2. 

c. Exhibits 

Exhibit A: 
Exhibit BB: 
Exhibit C: 
Exhibit D: 
Exhibit EE: 
Exhibit FF: 
Exhibit GG: 
Exhibit H: 
Exhibit I: 
Exhibit J: 
Exhibit KK: 
Exhibit L: 
Exhibit M: 
Exhibit N: 
Exhibit 0: 
Exhibit PP: 
Exhibit Q: 

Application Form 
Location Map 
County Assessment and Taxation Maps 
Zoning Map 
"Adjacent and Nearby/General Vicinity/General Area" Maps 
Soils Map 
Aerial Photograph 
RCP Goal 5 Natural Resource Excerpt 
RLID Property Information Sheets 
RCP Agricultural Working Paper Excerpt 
Topographical Map 
PDC and Ownership Deeds 
FIRM Image 
Site Photographs 
Rural Addressing Maps 
Ordinance 1236 
Legal Lot Verification PA 00-5822 
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Exhibit R: NWI Map 
Exhib it SS: Legal Description of Subject Property 
Exhibit TT "Industrial Holdings" infonnation 

Please note that Exhibits with single letters were submitted as part of the original 
appli ca tion, have not been amended and continue to be applicable. Exhibits with 
doubl e- letters have been amended to reflect the reduced scope of the application and 
are being resubmitted or are new. 

II. SITE AND PLANNING PROFILE 

A. Location 

Map 16-01-08, a 78 acre portion ofTax lot 700, hereafter referred to as the 
"subjec t property" or "property." See Exhibit EE. 

Tax Jot 700 is a legal lot. See P A 00-5822. See Exhibit Q. The proposed plan 
change and zone change do not affect the boundaries of the lot, and therefore do 
not affect its legal s tatus. The subject property, which is a portion of tax lot 700, 
is approx imately 78 acres located west of Marcola Road, approximately one mile 
north of the unincorporated community of Marcola . See Exhibit BB . 

Split zoned properti es are allowed in Lane County. 

B. Zoning 

The subject property is des ignated fann land and zoned E-40. See Exhibit 
D. 

C. Site Characteristics/History 

The subject property is located at the foot of the Coburg Hill s and slopes 
gently upward toward the west. A set of high tension lines cuts 
diagonally across the property. The eastern portion of the property is 
bisected by an abandoned railroad right of way and old Marcola Road 
right-of-way. See Exhibits C and EE. A homestead dwell ing is located 
on th e property near Marcola Road. See Exhibit 0 . 

The appli cant purchased the subject property in I 998. The property had 
been logged and regenerated prior to the applicant's purchase. In 2002, 
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the applicants Jogged the property. It has been subsequently regenerated. 
There is no evidence that property has never been used for farm use. The 

2000 Aerial photo, included as Exhibit GG, shows the property as 
forested or in forest rejuvenation. No grazing or cultivated soils are 
apparent on the aerial photos. See Exhibit GG. 

D. Organization, Summm·y and Introduction 

This narrative is organized according to the kinds of standards that apply. Following the 
Introduction, four additional parts address the Statewide Planning Goals, the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan Policies, the standards for plan changes, and the standards for zone changes, respectively. 
Because the goals provide the most comprehensive set of standards, the evidence and legal 
argument is presented as comprehensively as possible in connection with the discussion of the 
goals. Whenever possible, in order to avoid repetition, reference is made back to the goal 
discussion when addressing the non-goal standards. Supporting exhibits are attached to this 
narrative. A list of exhibits is included on page 2, above. 

This applicant seeks a plan change from Agriculture to Forest and a zone change from E-
40 to F-2 for approximately 78 acres of land west of Marcola Road and west of the Marcola 
River. The property is roughly rectangular. It is adjacent to Marcola Road and more specifically 
described in Exhibit SS. See Exhibits BB and EE for exact location. 

Proposal in a Nutshell: The subject property is surrounded by Forest designation and 
exception area. It is an E-40 parcel in a sea of Forest designation and RR exception areas. See 
Exhibit EE. This application seeks a Forest designation, which would be consistent with the use 
of the parcel, surrounding designations and uses and topography. If the application is approved, 
the subject property would be designated Forest and zoned F-2. Because the parcel already 
contains a dwelling, it is considered developed and not eligible for further outright development. 

Requests for a plan change from Agricultural Land to Forest Land must comply with the 
Statewide Planning Goals, the Rural Comprehensive Plan, and the county zoning code. The 
standards in the goals, the plan, and the code are diverse. They overlap somewhat. This 
statement addresses each relevant standard with support from exhibits. 

The subject proposal removes no resource land from the County's inventory. It simply 
replaces one resource designation with another. Furthermore, the proposal neither results in any 
development approvals nor increases outright development opportunities. The subject property is 
already developed with a pre-land use regulation dwelling. Land divisions in the Forest zone are 
more difficult than in the E-40 zone because minimum lot size is 80 acres rather than 40-acres 
(under current E-40 zoning). At 78 acres, the subject property is not large enough to qualify for a 
land division under the forest designation. The forest designation and zoning do not allow for 
additional dwellings on a single tract ofland. Furthermore, the proposed designation reflects the 
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past, current and continued use of the property. 

The balance of this Introduction does two things: (A) It summarizes the state and local 
legal framework that authorizes Forest and Farm designations; and (B) it describes the subject 
property and the immediately surrounding property in a way that will be relevant to many of the 
state and local standards that are addressed in detail in the balance of this statement. 

A. State and Local Law Authorize Resource Designatiions. 

Goal 3 and the Goal 3 Rule define "Agricultural Land" and require that it be preserved for 
farm use. Goal 4 and the Goal 4 Rule define "Forest Lands," require it to be conserved, and alJow 
it to be put to the limited range of uses stated in the Rule. Both types oflands are "resource 
lands." As defined by LDCD, "Resource Land" is any land within the definition of Goal 3 
(Agricultural Land), Goal 4 (Forest Land), Goal 16 (Estuarirte Resources); Goal 17 (Coastal 
Shorelands); or Goal 18 (Beaches and Dunes). See OAR 660-004-0005(2). "Nonresource Land" 
is any land that is not within the definition of one of the goals listed above. See OAR 660-004-
0005(3). 

B. Description of Subject Property and Adjacent and Nearby Area. 

\il!..~>.r· This section describes the subject property in summary terms and the adjacent and nearby 
land in more detail. The purpose is to provide a factual context for the balance of the narrative. It 
is especially relevant to Section IV- Compliance with the Rural Comprehensive Plan. Reference 
is made to plan and zone designations, parcelization, and tand uses. 

In general terms, this area is in the foothills on the east side of the Coburg Hills neat the 
rural unincorporated community of Marcola. The site has soils that qualify it as both forest and 
farm land. 

"Adjacent and nearby" as used in the Comp Plan and OARs with respect to designation is 
not defined in the statute, rules or local code. The applicant therefore defines it to mean lands 
with a boundary line common to the subject property (if the comrnon line is a road, then the lands 
across the road are considered adjacent) and lands within 1,000 feet of the subject property. 
However, there are several properties within I ,000 feet of the subject ,property that are separated 
from the subject property by two county roads and the Marcola River. The applicant believes that 
these properties do little to influence or represent the character of the surrounding area because 
there are separated from the subject property by too many barriers. This issue is discussed further 
below in the "summary of table" section. 

With respect to F-1/F-2 zoning, Ordinance PA 1236 defines "contiguous" to mean 
"having at least one common boundary line greater than eight feet in length. Tracts of land under 
the same ownership and which are intervened by a street*** shall not be considered contiguous." 
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The ordinance goes on to clarify that "generally contiguous" means general area, which goes 
beyond "contiguous" and looks to the "general area of the land begin proposed ***The analysis 
is intended to venture beyond the only contiguous properties with common property lines. See 
Ordinance PA 1236, page 10. 

The Ordinance defines "adjacent" to mean general vicinity, stating that the tenn adjacent 
looks "even further beyond the nearby tracts or across intervening right of way to acknowledge 
the impact of development within developed and committed exception areas in the general vicinity 
of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look at the complete tapestry of uses and 
development, particularly nonresource uses, in the general area. It does not depend on contiguity 
for that consideration." Ordinance 1236, Page 10. 

Based on these interpretations and definitions, the applicant believes that the 1,000 foot 
perimeter used for "adjacent and nearby" with respect to "designation" is also consistent with 
"adjacent" and "generally contiguous" with respect to zoning. 

The subject property is approximately 78 acres of reforested timberland. It is developed 
with a homestead (pre-land use regulation) dwelling that is located near Marcola Road. The 
property has a history of being logged. It was most recently logged by the applicant in 2002. It is 
currently in forest regeneration. Prior to that, it was logged in approximately 1955-1960 (based 
on 2002 tree stump and site conditions). There is no evidence that the property has ever been in 
"agricultural use" as defined by the statute. 

The property is roughly rectangular in shape. Jt rises from about 700 feet in elevation at 
the east to about 750 feet at the west. See Exhibit K . It is traversed by a BPA power line and an 
abandoned railroad right-of-way. See Exhibits CandEE. There is a well and septic system on 
the site to serve the existing dwelling. 

As discussed more fully in connection with Goals 3 and 4, a majority of the soils on the 
site have an Agricultural Capability rating ofl through IV and therefore the property qualifies as 
Agricultural Land. The subject site also meets the county's acknowledged definition of forest 
lands by containing soils capable of producing more than 50 cu/ft/acre of wood fiber. 

Table A (below) summarizes uses, designation, and zoning in the general area/vicinity 
(which includes "adjacent and nearby," "generally contiguous" and "adjacent"). The table also 
includes the subject property. To determine zoning, the applicant used official County zoning 
maps, which are included as Exhibit D. To determine designation, the applicant relied on zoning 
and RLID data sheets. To determine acreage and presence of a dwelling, the applicant relied on 
RLID data sheets. To determine use, the applicant relied on RLID data sheets, aerial photos, site 
visits and site photos. See footnotes 1 and 2. RLID data sheets are included as Exhibit I. 

Whether a property is in "forest use" goes to designation. Whether a property is in 
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"commercial forest use" goes to zoning, which is addressed later in this document. 

RLID shows that the subject property is in Forest Tax Deferral and in Small Tract 
Forestland Option Deferral. Both defGrrals require the property to b~ in forest l!Se. See Exhibit I. 
RLID al~o desc;ribes the subject property as Timber and Timberlands. The site photographs 
confirm that the property is in forest m{lnagemept and that there is no farming. The aerial 
photograph shows much ofthe property as treed, some of the property in regeneration (the more 
barren areas), a small portion developed with a. dwelling, and a small portion in open field (near 
the dwelling). The owner has confirmed tha.t the small field is not in "farm use," as defined by 
the statute. 

Map& Location Zon,ing/ 
Tax Lot In relation to Dcsig 

Ex. C subject Ex. D 
property 
.Ex. EE -· 

16-0 1· 07' North F-2/F 
TL 200 (adjacent) 

J6-0I -07, North and F-1 /F 
TL 201 West 

16-01 -07, North and F-1 / F 
TL 202 West 

16-01-08, West E-40/EFU 
TL 700 (adjacent) 

TABLE A 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY LAND 

Acreage Dwelling? Use 1 ·· ·~ 

Exs. C & Exs. I & 0 
I 

64 .27 No Timberlands/ 
Forestry (F) 

51.10 No Publicly 
Owned 
Property/ 
Forestland (F) 

41UI No Timberlands/ 
Forestry (F) 

48.00 No Timberlands/ 
Forestry(~) 

Comments2 ·Parcel 
Ex.1 /Owne 

rship 
count 

Owned by Rosboro I 
Lumber Company 
and in Forest Tax 
Deferral. 
TL 200 and 400 are a 
tract 

- . 
Owned by US 2 
Government. No 
special tax 
assessment. 
Owned by 3 
Weyerhaeuser 
Company. In Forest 
Tax Deferral. TLs 
202, 400, 299 ang 
800 are a tract 
Ravin Ventures, 4 
LLC. In Forest Tax 

1 Use of the site was determined by Assessment and Taxation data (including ownership, land use category, property 
classific<~tion and tax deferral status); aerial photos and site visits (including photos). Where Assessment and 
Taxation showed tax deferral, the classification of the de ferral was used to determine overall use. A summary of tax 
deferrals crJss ifi cations is included with Exhibit I. RLID data sheets, which include Assessment and Taxation data, 
are includedi as Exhibit I. () indicates the use category given to each property for calculation purposes; (r) Forestry; 
(A) Agricuiture/farm use; (R) Residential; (0) Other. 
2 For Tax Deferral data and ownership, see Exhibit J. For explanation of the "too far removed" comment, see Table 

.;.. ,..:,,: -.. ··,t.·,. !¥ii··· " 

Tract ' 
count 

I 

2 

3 

4 

I""· ·,"" Summary below. In summary, these properties, despite 'their proximity to the subject property, arc too far removed to 
\:~' be part of the character of the 'surrounding area ' and are therefore not included in calculations. 



(west 
portion) 
16-01-07, 
TL300 

16-0 1-07, 
TL400 

16-01-07, 
TL 299 

16-01-07, 
TL 800 

16-01-07, 
TL 500 

16-01 -07, 
TL 501 

16-0 1-07, 
TL 601 

16-0 1-07, 
TL 700 

16-01-08, 
TL 700 
(cast 
portion) 
16-0 1-08, 
TL 400 
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Deferral 

Wes t F-1 /F 159.54 No Publicly Owned by BLM . No 
Owned special tax 
Property/ assessment. 
Forest land (F) 

West F-2/F 102.80 No timberlands/ Owned by 
Forestry (F) Weyerhaeuser 

Company. In Forest 
Tax Deferral. TLs 
202, 400, 299 and 
800 are a -tract. 

West F-1/F .57 No Forestry (F) Owned by 
Weyerhaeuser. In 
Forest Tax Deferra l. 
TLs 202, 400, 299 
and 800 are a tract. 

West and F- 1/F 1.08 No Forestry (F) Owned by 
South Weyerhaeuser. Part 

of larger tract. TLs 
202, 400, 299 and 
~00 are a tract. 

Sou th F-2/ 87.3 l No Fo res try (F) Paschelke. In Small 
(adj acen t) E-40 (60 in F-2) Tract Forestland 

F/Ag (STF03
) tax deferral. 

TLs 500, 60 I and 
700 are a tract. 

South E-40 30.4 6 No Brush; vacant BPA owned. No 
lAG idle propert/ specia l tax 

(0) assessment. 
South E-40 .68 No Brush; vacant Paschelke. No 

lAG idle property, special tax 
vacated assessment. TLs 500, 
rai I road right- 60 I and 700 are a 
of-way (0) tr~. 

South E-40 12.0 1 No Brush; Paschelke. In STFO 
lAG Forestry (F) Forest Tax deferral. 

T Ls 500, 60 I and 700 
are a tract. 

Subject E-40 (78) Yes Forestry in Forest Deferral 
Property lAG (SP) and STFO deferral. 

North F-2 41.74 No Timberlands/ Rosboro Lumber Co. 
IF Forestry (F) Jn Forest Tax 

3 Small Tract Fores tland Option Deferral (a second type of forest deferral for growing timber) 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 I 

12 

IJ 

. 
4 RLID says "pasture, cows, sheep, cattle." No special tax assessment. Aerial Photo shows parcel in some sort of 
natural regenera ti on . Site inspection and photos show the parcel as brush and trees. It appears to be in forest 
regeneration, but it is hard to tell. However, there is no pasture or farmin g. 

5 

6 

7 
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. 16-01 -08, 
TL402 

16-0!-08, 
, TL 501 
16~01-08, 
TL503 
16-01 -08, 
TL 504 
16-01 -08, 
TL600 
16-01-08, 
TL200 
16 -01 ~08, 

TL500 
16-01 -08, 
TL 502 
16-01-08, 
TL 900 
16-01 -08, 
TL 106 

16-01 -08 , 
TL 801 
16-01 -08, 
TL 802 
16-01 -08, 
TL 803 
16-01 -08, 

I TL 804 
ti6-0 1-08, 
TL 800 
16-01 -08, 
TL 901 
16-01-08, 
TL 1000 
I 6-01 -08, 
TL 1001 
t6-0 1-08, 
TL 1002 
16-01 -08, 
TL 1003 
16-01 -08, 
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DeferraL T Ls 200 
and 400 are a tract. 

North F-2 23.60 Yes Forestry with Jeffers. 
IF Residential In Forest Tax 

development Deferral. 
(F) 

North RR5 5.95 Yes (2) Residential No special tax 
/RR (R) assessment. 

North RR5 4.1 2 Yes Residential No special tax 
/RR (R) assessment 

N orth RR5 3.03 Yes Residential No special tax 
/RR (R) assessment 

North RR5 1.96 Yes Residenti al No special tax 
(adjacent) /RR \ (R) assessment. 
Northeast RR5 1.90 Yes (2) Residential No special tax 

· /RR (R:}_ assessment 
Northeast 

. 
RR5 2.73 Yes Residentia l No sp~;cial tax 
/RR (R) assessment 

Northeast RRS 1.19 Yes Residential No specia l lax 
/ RR (R) assessment. 

Northeast RR5 1.29 Yes Residenti al No special tax 
/RR - (R) assessment. 

Northeast RR5 2.80 Yes Residential No special tax 
/RR (R) assessment. .. 

East RR-5 2.56 Yes Residenti a1 No specia l tax 
(Adjacent) /RR (R) assessment. 
East RR-5 .8 1 Yes Resident ia l No special tax 
(Adjacent) /RR (R) assessment. 
East RR-5 .88 Yes Residenti al No Special tax 
(Adjacent) /RR . (R) assessment. 
East RR·5 1.08 Yes Residential No special tax 
(Adjacent)_ /RR (R) assessment 
East RR-5 7.65 Yes Residential No special tax 
(Adjacent) /RR (R) assessment. 
East RR-5 1.57 Yes Resident ial No special tax 

/RR (R) assessment. 
East RR-5 2.63 Yes Residential No special tax 

/RR (R) assessment. 
East RR-5 .87 Yes Res idential No special tax 

/ RR , (R) I 
assessment. 

East RR -5 .87 Yes Residenti al : No special tax 
/RR (R) assessment. 

East RR-5 .86 Yes Residentia l No special tax 
/RR (R) assessment. 

Eas t RR-5 3.20 No Vacant, idle No special tax 

14 8 

15 9 

-··· 

16 10 

11 II 

18 12 

19 13 

-
20 14 

2 1 15 

22 )6 

23 17 

24 18 

25 19 

26 20 

27 2 1 

28 22 

29 23 

30 24 

31 25 

32 26 

33 27 

34 28 



TL 1004 
16-0 1-08, 
TL 1100 
16-0 1-08, 
TL 1101 
16-01 -08, 
TL 1200 

.. 

16-01 -08, 
TL 107 
16-01 -08 , 
TL 1300 

Marcola 
Road 
BPA 
Marion-
Al vey 
Transmissi 
on 
Line 
Easement 
BPA Main 
Transm issi 
on Line 
Easement 
Mohawk 
Ri ver 
Pasche lke 
Road 
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/RR land. (0) assessment. 
Eas t RR-5 2.75 Yes (2) Residenti al N o spec ial tax 

/RR (R) assessment. 
East RR-5 1.42 Yes (2) Res idential No special tax 

IRR (R) assessment. 
Eas t RR-5 7.25 Yes Res identi al No specia l tax 

IRR (R) assessment. 
. . 

.. 

. .· . . 
. , . . .. .. 

.. . . . . . 

Southeast RR-5 7.89 Yes (3) Forest with In Fo rest Deferra l. 
/RR dwelling (F) 

Southeast E-40 79.84 No Forest In Forest Deferral. 
lAG Prod uction 

and open land 
(F) 

East N/A N/A NIA Road 
(adj acent) 
Through N/A N/A NIA 

West and N/A N/A NIA 
Through 

East NIA N/A NIA Ri ver 

East N/A NIA NIA Road 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

The subject property is an E-40 parcel in a sea of Forest and RR Exception area land. See 
Exhibit EE. 

Lots by designati on: There are 40 adj acent and nearby properti es. Nine and two-third s 
(24%) are desig nated Forest; five and one-third (13 %) are designated Agriculture and 24 (60%) 
are designated Residential. 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 ' 
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TABLEB 
SUMMARY OF SURROUNDING AREA BY ACRES AND PERCENTAGE 

•, .. .. : .. Properties within 
. '·•· I! .. 1,000 feet 

; 
· ' excluding those - ... · .. .. 
' . 

five properties 
·- separated from 

... . . the subject 
property by two 

.. county roads and 
the Mohawk 

,· .. : : River 

Exs C & I 
-

LOTS AND PARCELS 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY 

Number of adjacent and nearby properties as 40 
defined by the applicant 
Number and percentage of the adjacent and 9 2/3 (25%)Forest 
nearby properti es that are in each .- ' 4 l /3 (ll %)Ag · -
Comprehensive Plan designation 

. -
' 24 (63%) RR .. 

. . --. ·-· . .. 
Nt~mber and percentage of the adjacent and ·. . . <'' 13 (34%) Forestry 
nearby properties that are in each general use or h.t. 
category 

0 (0%) Agric. 
' 

.. . . 

~2 (58%) Res . 
. - :·:· ' . ' . . 

3 (8%) Other 
- ·' : ! ' . -

ACREAGE 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY 

Total number of acres in adjacent and nearby ... . - Approx. 800.00 
properties acres 
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Number of acres in and percentage of adjacent 
and nearby properties that are in each 
Comprehensive Plan designation 

Number of ac res in and percentage of adjacent . ' 

and nearby properties that are in each general use 
category 

- .. 

. . . . 

.. 

. . 

. . 

III. COMPLIANCE WITH STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS. 

553.01 (72%) F 
180.30 (22%) Ag 
67.27 (9%) RR 

i7 IO .OO (88%) 
Forestry or h.t. 

~ (0%) Ag. 

. .. 156. 17 (7%) Res . ... 

~4 . 34 (5%) Other 

Amendments to local plans and code must comply with the Statewide Planning Goa ls. 
ORS 197.175(2)(A). For individual appli cat ions like this, compli ance with relevant goa ls must be 
add ressed by the county. This Part addresses each relevant goa l and explains why the proposal 
comp lies. Th is application requires no goal exceptions. 

Goall: Citizen Involvement 

To develop a citizen involvement program that insures th e opportunity for citizens to 
be involved in all phases of the planning p1·ocess. 

Goal 1 is a process goal. This proposal compli es wi th Goal 1 because it will be processed 
as a quas i-judicial application through the county's acknowledged public process for individual 
plan and zone changes. This process includes public hearings before th e Planning Commission 
and the County Board. 

Goal 2: Land Use Planning 
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Part I of Goal 2 requires local governments to cst.abli,sh processes and policies for land use 
decisions. 

To establish a land use planning pr·ocess and policy framework as a basis for all 
decisions and actions related to use of land and to assure an adequate factual base 
for such decisions and actions. 

Part II of Goal 2 authorizes exceptions to the goals -land use decisions that are not in 
compliance with the goals under certain circumstances. Statutes also describe when exceptions 
are authorized. See ORS 197.732. 

This application comp.lies with Goal 2 because it is being processed under the county plan 
and code and because no exception to any resource goal is proposed. The application is simply 
trading one resource designation for another because the land better fits one category based on 
use and capability. 

Goa1s 3 and Goal 4: The Relationship Between Goals 3 and 4. 

OAR 660-006r0015(2) states, 

When lauds satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural/and and forest 
lund, an exception is not required to show w!ty one resource (/esignation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document tlte factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

The "agricultural land" designation and the "forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weight and importance to the State of Oregon. 
Through the above Rule, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both Forest 
and Ag land. For lands that qualify as both, LCDC will support either designation so long as the 
factors used to determine designation are identified. This issue is further discussed under Section 
III, below, where the designation polices are reviewed' specificaHy. 

As discussed more specifically under Goals 3 and 4 below, the subject property meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan 
Agricultural Working Paper documents the factors used to select Farm or Forest designation on 
land that meets the definition of both. See Exhibit J. Each of those factors is discussed in detail 
in Section IV, below. Based on those factors, the subject property should be designated Forest 
land. 

Because the subject property qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goal 3 and Goal4, many 
( · r_, of the RCP policies addressing Goal 3 are met by the subject property and many of the Goal4 
\.~,:;--

. . ·~ ~ , ... 
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RCP policies are met by th e subject property. It is inherent in the property's duel qualification. 
However, when detem1ining whether a property shou ld be designated Forest or Ag, the key is not 
whether the property meets or furthers the policies under the RCP, but whether the property meets 
the factors es tablished in the Plan for being Forest or Ag. These factors arc di scussed in Section 
III, below. 

Goal 3: Agricultural Lands 

To preserve and maintain agricultural lands. Agricultural lands shall be preserved 
and maintained for farm use, consistent with existing and futua·e needs for 
agricultural products, forest and open space and with the State's agricultural land 
use policy expressed in ORS 215.243 and 215.700. 

Goal 3 defines "Agricultural Land" as follows: 

Agricultural Land-- in western Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, III and 
IV soils and in eastern Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, III, IV, V and VI 
soils as identified in the Soil Capability Classification System of the United States 
Soil Conservation Service, and other lands which are suitable for farm use taking 
into consideration soil fertility, suitability fo1· grazing, climatic conditions, existing 
and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes, existing land-use 
patterns, technological and energy inputs required, or accepted farming practices. 
Lands in other classes which are necessa ,·y to permit farm practices to be 
und ertaken on adjacent or nem·by lands, shall be included as agricultural land in any 
event. 

More detail ed soil data to define agricultural land may be utilized by local 
governments if such data permits achievement of this goal. 

The LCDC has elaborated on the definition of Agricultural Land in its rules. OAR 660-
033-0020. There are four parts to the re levant definition in the rule. Each part of the definition 
is addressed separately here. 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(a): !Predominant Soil Types] 

"Agricultural Land" as defined in Goal 3 includes: 

(A) Lands classilied by the U.S. Soil Conservation Service (SCS) as predominantly 
Class I-IV soils in Western Oregon and I-VI soils in Eastern Oregon; 

Goal 3 requires that SCS so il s data be used to classify the soils, but it allows soi ls data in 
the published maps to be refined with more detailed onsite investigation. OAR 660-033-0030(6). 
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The applicant is relying on SCS soils data. 

The publi shed SCS soils maps show six types of soil on this site. See Exhibit FF. The 
soils are included in Table C, below. Based on Table C, the site qualifies as Agricultural Land 
under this p1;1rt of the test because 99% ofthe soils on the site are in soil Classes ]-IV. 

TABLEC 
SOILS: 

AGRICULTURAL CAPABILITY CLASS 

S01L TYPE ACRES PERCENT AG. FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 
CAPABIL. 

CLAS_S 
LMD5 Dept. ofForestry0 

i By soil typelbyacreage7 

By soil type By acreage 
' (cu.ftJacre/yr) ( cu .ftlyr) 

520 Hazelair SCL, 32 4 1% IV No info. 40 1280 
7% to 70% slopes 
89C Nekiil SCL, 13 17% Ill 160 159 2067 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 McAlpin SCL 13 17% II No Info. 169 2 197 
890 Neckia SCL, 12% .2 .2% Ill 160 159 31.8 
to 20% slo_!>es . -· 

I A Abiqua SCL, 0% to 19 24% I 203 1.6 1 3059 
3% sl().pes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 J% II No Info. 120 lOS 

78 100% 100% Class Site Productivity 
I-IV A._pprox. 112 cu.ft/acre/yr 

OAR 660-033-0020(l)(a): [Other Suitable Lands]: 

(B) Land in other soil classes that is suitable for farm use as defined in ORS 
215.203(2)(a), taking into consideration soil fertility; suitability for grazing; climatic 
conditions; existing and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes; 
existing land use patterns; technological and energy inputs required; and accepted 
farming practices; 

This part of the test focuses on lands, which have predominantly nonagricultural soils, and 

5 Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agri cu lture (based on NRCS data). 
6 Department of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings ( 1990 revisions). 
7 The first number is the Forest Productivity for the soi l type per acre per year (cu.ft.hl cre!year). The secol'ld number 
is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the nuh1ber of ucrcs of the soi l (cu .ftlyear) . 
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inquires into whether they are nevertheless suitable for farm use. It is commonly called the "other 
su itable lands" tes t. A li st of seven factors must be considered. The suitability for farm use must 
consider the potential for use in conjunction with adjacent or nearby land. 8 The history of the s ite 
in farm use would be relevant to its current suitabi lity,9 but not determinative. 10 

It has been established that the subject property qualifies as Agricultural land under the 
"soils test," above. Therefore, it is not necessary to address this standard. 

OAR 660-033-0020(l)(a)(C): [Land needed to permit farming practices on 
adjacent/nearby agricultural lands] 

Land that is necessary to permit farm practices to be undertaken on adjacent or 
nearby agricultura l lands. 

This part of the tes t focuses on adjacent and nearby agricultural lands. However, it has 
been established that the subject property qualifies as Agricultural land under the "soils test," 
above. It is not necessary to address this standard. 

It is worth noting that the subject property is not necessary to permit farm practices to be 
undertaken on adjacent property. First, the adjacen t property to the south is largely in timber 
production. Second, even if it were to be farmed, designation of the si te as forest lands, another 
resource designation, would not have any impact on the ability to farm the adjacent land. The 
two uses have been defined to be compatible. See OAR 660-006-00 15(2). 

OAR 660-033-0020(l)(b): [Farm unit test]: 

Land in capability classes other than I-IV/I-VI that is adjacent to or intermingled 
with lands in capability classes 1-IV/I-VI within a farm unit, shall be inventoried as 
agricultural lands even though this land may not be cropped or grazed; 

8 
See DLGD v. Curry County, 28 Or LUBA 205, 208-09 ( 1994), aff'd I 32 Or App 393 ( I 995); 

Kaye/DLCD v. Marion County, supra, 23 Or LUBA at 481-62 (interpreting i dentic;~lly worded previous Goal 3 
administra ti ve rule OAR 660-05-005( I )(b)). 

9 
See Cla rk v. Jackson County, 17 Or LUBA 594, 606 ( 1990)(past use of the property for grazing as part 

of larger operation is relevant to its current sui tabili ty for farm use). 

10 
See I 000 Friends of Oregon v. WASCO County Court, 80 Or App 525, 53 1, 723 P2d l 039 (I 986) 

(Affirming decision th at former grazing lands proposed for annexation are not suitable for farm use. "Also, there is 
no presumption th at the iahd is agricu ltu ra l land simply because of i~s previous agricultural use. Previous use is 
mere ly one factor for the county to consider in reaching its conclusion about the land's current condi ti on."). 
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This part of the tes t focuses on lands which are predominantly nonagricultural soils, and 
inquires into whether they are :idj acent to or intem1ingled with bette-r lands within a "farm uni t." 
It is commonly called the "farin unit" test. If the subj ect property is not a part of a "farm unit," 
then this test does not apply. 

It has already been determined that the subject property meets the definition of farm land 
under the "soils test," above. 'Therefore, this standard need not be addressed. 

It is worth noting that the subject property is not part of a fami unit because: the subject 
property is not adj acent to any other land in the same ownership; it is not jointly managed for 
farm use with any adjacent land; and it has not been so managed in its hi s tory. 

Goal 4: Forest Lands 

To conserve forest larids by maintaining the forest land base and to protect the 
state's forest economy by making possible economicaJly efficient forest practices that 
assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the leading use 
on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and Hsh and 
wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

Forest lands are those lands acknowledged as forest lands as of the date of adoption 
of this goal amendment. Where a plan is not acknowledged or a plan amendment 
involving forest lands is proposed, forest land shall include rands which are suitable 
for commercial forest uses including adjacent or nearby lands which are necessary to 
permit forest operations or practices and other forested hinds that maintain soil, air, 
water and fish and wildlife resources. 

The second paragraph of Goal 4 defines "Forest Lands." Because a pl an amendment is 
proposed, the second sentence of paragraph two is the operable definition. There are three parts 
to the definition: (1) Lands suitable for commercial forest uses; (2) adjacent and nearby lands 
necessary to pennit forest operations or practices ; and (3) other forested lands that maintain 
certain natural resources. Each part of the definition is addressed below. 

(1) [F]orest land shall include lands which are suitable for commercial forest 
uses. 

The term "commerc ial fores t uses" is not defined in any statute, goal , or rule. However, 
Lane County adopted a definiti on fo r the term in its plan, and the plan was acknowledged by the 
LC DC. Forest land is land that is capable of producing crops of industrial wood in excess of 50 
cubic feet pe r ac re of annual growth . Commerc ial forest types of trees include: Douglas fir, 

• ;·:..\.: 'fo' ., ~. :.· • l· 
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hemlock/cedar/spruce, other conifers, and dec iduous trees. 11 

Productivity data for wood fiber is avail able from a number of sources . The Lane County 
Soil Ratings, publi shed by the Lane County Land Management Division in 1997, summari zes 
federal data on wood productivity by soil types, but only for Douglas fir. Productivity data for 
the full range of commercial forest trees recognized by Lane County has been published by the 
Oregon Dep't of Forestry in its 1990 Forestry Dep't Ratings. Both sources of data are 
summarized in TableD, below. The data from 1990 Forestry Dep ' t Ratings is the more useful 
because it addresses all commercial tree species. 

For each soil type shown in the Soils Map (Exhib it FF) as being present on subj ect 
property , TableD displays the acreage data and the commerci al tree speci es productivity, based 
on the 1990 Forestry Dep 't Ratings and the LMD ratings. Of the s ix types of soil present on the 
property, five are capable of producing substanti ally more than 50 cubic feet of wood fiber per 
acre annually. Based on soils, the subject property is capable of producing 112 cu.ft/acre/year of 
timber. The subject property, therefore, qualifies as Forest Land under this part of the test. 

TABLED 
SOILS 

FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

SOIL TYPE ACRES PERCENT AG. FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 
CAPABIL. 

CLASS 
LM D 12 1 Dept. of Forestry 13 

11 
Lane Cou nty 's defin ition of "commercial forest uses" was the cent ra l issue and th e s ubjec t of ex tensive 

di scuss ion in Ho lland v. Lane County, 16 Or LUB A 583 ( 1988). LU BA su mmarized the re levant provisions o f the 
ack nowl edged county plan as fo llows: 

The county adopted the foll owing definiti on of"commerc ial forest land" as part of its " Working 
Paper: Forest Lands ; March, 1982" (Forest Lands Paper) and "Addendum to Working Paper: 
Forest Lands; November, 1983" (Forest Lands Addendum) documents. 

'" Commerci al' forest land [is] land capable o f producing crops o f industri al 
wood in excess of 50 cubic feet per acre of annual growth ." 

Ordinance No. 889, Ex. C. The Fores t Lands Paper, at 10, contains an inventory of"Acres of 
Commerc ial Forest Land by Cubic Foot Si te C lass, Forest Ty pe and Ownership." Thi s table 
recogni zes the foll ow ing commercial f orest types- " Doug las fir," " heml ock/cedar/spruce," "other 
conifers" and "deciduous ." 

16 Or LUBA at 586 [footnotes omitted] . 
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By soil type/by acre'l&.e 14 

By soil type By acrcag~ 
(cu . ft./acre/yr) (cu .ft/yr) 

~ · ·· ... .. 
520 Hazelair SCL, 32 41% IV No info. 40 1280 

7% to 20% slopes 
89C Neki~ SCL, 13 17% Ill 160 159 2067 
2% to 12% slopes ... 

. 78 McAfpin SCL 13 17% 11 , No Info. 169 2197 
S9D Neckia SCL, 12% .2 .2% . Ill . 160 I 159 31.8 
to 20% slop_es I 
I A Abiqua SCL, 0% to 19 24% l 203 161 3059 
3% slopes 
29 Cloqua.to sL .9 1% II No Info. 120 108 

78 100% 100% Class Site Productivity 
1-IV Approx. 112 cu.ft/acre/yr 

' 

(2) fA]djacent or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations or 
practices. 

This parrt of the test inquires into whether the subject property rnus.t be kept in a resource 
designation in order to allow forest operations or practices to continue on adjacent or nearby 

""'' lands. 

There are approximately 800 nearby and adjacent acres and 40 nearby and adjacent 
parcels. Approximately 72 percent are designated Forestland and 88% are in forest use. Please 
see Section Il.D. and Tables A and B above for a more detajled analysis of the surrounding area. 
The subject property is in a sea of nearby land designated Forest. See Exhibit E. Thus, not only 
does the subject property's soils qualify for the Forest designation, but the subject property, 
though perhaps not "necessary," is highly desirable to enable adjacent and nearby lands to 
continue forest operations. 

(3) ro)ther forested lands that maintain soil, air, water and fish and wildlife 
resources. 

The targeted resources (soil, air, water and fish and wildlife resources) are generally not 
present on the subject property. There are no perennial streams or pennanent water bodies. 
There is some relationship between the tree cover and air quality. The soil resources on the site 
have been exhaustively described. The existing tree cover (and root systems) are helpful' in 
maintaining soil on site because of slope. The wildlife resources are similar throughout the area 
in tem1s of range of species and occurrence, without respect to whether the land is vacant or 

12 Lane County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture (based on NRCS data). 
IJ Department of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings ( 1990 revisions). 

("'J.l· 14 The first number is the Forest Productivity for the soilty.pe per acre per year (cu . ft./acre/year). The second number 
-~~-'· is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the number of acres of the soil (cu.ft/year) . 
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developed. 

Goal 5: Open spaces, scenic and historic areas, and natural resources. 

To conserve open space and protect natm·al and scenic resources. 

(1) What Goal 5 requires. 

Goal 5 requires the county to inventory the locations, quality and quantity of certain 
natural resources. Where no conflicting uses are identified, the inventoried resources shall be 
preserved. Where conflicting uses are identified, the economic, social, environmental and energy 
consequences of the conflicting uses shall be determined and programs developed to achieve the 
goal. 

Where a county is amending acknowledged plan and zoning designations, as here, the 
county must address Goal 5 if any of the area proposed for change encompasses lands included on 
the county's inventory of Goal 5 resources. 15 The county need not go through the Goal 5 conflict 
resolution process for alleged Goal 5 resources that are not on the acknowledged Goal 5 
inventory. 16 The initial Goal 5 question, therefore, is whether the subject property includes any 
Goal 5 resources inventoried in the acknowledged county plan. '"'"''' 

(2) Goal 5 Resources on the Subject Property. 

The paragraphs below address the acknowledged Goal 5 resource inventories. 

Historic Resources: The acknowledged list of historic resources is listed as "Historic 
Sites or Sites." The subject property is not on the Jist. 

Mineral and Aggregate Resources: Minera:l and aggregate sites are listed in several 
appendices in the Mineral and Aggregate Working Paper. The subject property is not listed in 
any of the appendices. 

Energy: The subject property is not listed on any county inventory of sites to be 
protected for energy production. 

15 
See Urquhart v. Lane Council of Governments, 80 Or App 176, 721 P2d 870 ( 1986); Plotkin v. 

Washington County, I 65 Or App 246, 997 P2d 226 (2000); Waugh v. Coos County, 26 Or LUBA 300, 3 I 0-12 
( 1993); 1000 Friends of Oregon v. Yamhill County, 27 Or LUBA 508, 522 ( 1994). 

16 
Davenport v. City ofTigard, 23 Or LUBA 565 (1992). 
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Water Resources: The Water Resources Working Paper (1982) inventories the 
following water resources which include or potentially include the subject property: Watersheds 
(specifically the Mohawk River watershed, a tributary to the McKenzie River and Willamette 
Basin); Sl!rface Waters, including the Mohawk River, whi~h lies, at its closest point, 
approximately I 50 to 200 feet to the east of the subject property's most eastern boundary (across 
Marcola Road); and Groundwater. 

The subject plan change and zone change do not increase outright deve!.o.pm<;lnt 
opportunities on the subject site. As discussed above, the subject property is already developed 
with a residence. Under F-2 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any outright additional 
dwellings. Uses allowed in the F-2 zoning district are similar to those allowed in the E-40 zoning 
district. Tl1erefore, the proposed zone change and plan change will have no impact on the 
watershed, surface waters or groundwater resources in the area. 

Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
water resources by minimizing runoff; minimizing agricul.tural water needs; and minimizing 
agricultural chemical migration into the watershed. 

Riparian Resources: The Flora & Fauna Working Paper (1982) and Addendum (1983) 
inventories Rigarian resources. Riparian areas are inventoried to include all land within 100 feet 
of the banks of a Class l stream. Addendum at 7. There are no Class I streams on the subject 
property. The Mohawk River, a Class I stream, is approximately 125 to 200 feet from the subject 
property at its closest point. Furthermore, Marcola Road separates the subject property from the 
river. See Exhibit E. In any case, the proposed redesignation and rezoning do not increase 
development opportunities on the subject site. As discussed above, the subject property is already 
developed with a residence. Under F-2 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any additional 
outright dwellings. Uses allowed in the F-2 zoning district are similar to those allowed in theE-
40 zoning district. Therefore, the proposed zone change and plan change will have no impact on 
the Mohawk River or its riparian resources, as defined. 

Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
riparian resources by minimizing runoff; minimizing agricultura1 water needs; maintaining flora 
and fauna cover and habitat, and minimizing agricultural chemical migration into the watershed . 

Wetland Resources: At the time the Flora & Fauna Working Paper was prepared, the 
U .S. Fish and Wildlife Service had not completed its National Wetlands Inventory ("NWI") 
mapping for the entire county. As a result, the county's Goal 5 wetlands inventory was limited to 
five "major wetlands" areas, which do not include the subject property. Consideration of adding 
other "minor wetland" areas to the inventory was deferred by the county to a later date, to follow 
completion of the NWI mapping, but the reconsideration has not yet occurred. Thus, the county 
plan inventory of wetl and resources does not include any such resources on the subject prope11y. 
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Sensitive Fish and Waterfowl Areas: The inventory of these sites appears in the Flora 
& Fauna Working Paper Addendum at 1-4. The subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Natural Areas: The inventory ofthese sites appears in the 'Flora & Fauna Working 
Paper at 26-32. The subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Big Game Range: The plan classifies the entire county into three categories of Big 
Game Range: Major, Peripheral, and Impacted. See Flora & FaU:Da Working Paper at 23-25, 
Addendum at 14. 

This application would affect Big Game Range because the entire county is mapped as 
some form of big game habitat. In practical terms, however, no conflict from this proposal is 
apparent. The proposed redesignation and rezoning do not increase development opportunities on 
the subject site. As discussed above, the subject property is already developed with a residence. 
Under F-2 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any additional outright dwellings. Uses allowed 
in the F-2 zoning district are similar to those allowed in the E-40 zoning district. Therefore, the 
proposed zone change and plan change will have no impact on Big Game. 

Keeping the area in Forest use, rather than clearing and plowing for agriculture, protects 
game resources by minimizing water and wetland pollution from runoff and agricultural water 
while maintaining flora and fauna cover and habitat. 

(3) Goal 5 Program to Meet the Goal for Resources Present. 

As described above, the following Goal 5 resources inventoried by the county are present 
on the subject property: Water Resources, including watersheds, surface water, and groundwater; 
and Big Game Range. This application includes a Goal 5 ESEE analysis for each of these 
resources. The Goal 5 analysis for each resource tracks, as closely as possible, the county's 
acknowledged Goal 5 analysis for each resource included in working papers. What is 
summarized here, for each resource, is the applicant's proposed "program to achieve the Goal," 
which is the end product anticipated by the goal and the Goal 5 Rule. See OAR Chapter 660, 
Division 23. 

Water Resources: The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because 
it is not conflicting. The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest mainta,ins the property in a 
Resource designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Big Game Range: The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because 
it is not conflicting. The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest maintains the property in a 
Resource designation . Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Goal 6: Air, Water and Land Resources Quality 
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To ma.intain and improve the quality of the air, water and land resources of the 
State. 

All waste and process dlschatges from future development, when combi.ned with 
suc:J1 discharges from exist>iog developments shall not threaten to violate, or viol.ate 
applicable state or federal enviro,nmental quality statutes, rufes and standards. With 
respect to the air, water and land resources of tlie applicable air sheds and river 
basins described or iucluded in state environmental quality statutes, r-ules, standards 
and implementation ptans, such discharges shall! not (1) exceed the carr.yiog, capacity 
of such resources, considering long range needs; (2) degrade suclt resources; or (3) 
threaten the availability of such resources. 

Goal 6 protects the quality ofland, air and water resources. The focus is on discharges 
from future development in combination with discharges from existing development. State and 
federar environmental standards are the benchmark for protection. Where there are state or 
federal standards for quality in air sheds or river basins, then the carrying capacity, 
nondegradation, and continued availability of the resources are standards. 

The subject property is currently developed with a single residence and managed as a 
Commercial Forest operation. Historically it has been used for Forest operations, a permitted use 
under the existing Ag designation. Because the proposed designation of Forest matches the 
existing and historic use, there wi·ll be no impacts to land, water or air quality. 

Goal 7: Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards. 

To protect life and property from natural disasters and hazards. 
Developments subject to diamage or that could result in loss of life shall not be 
planned nor located in known areas of natural diisa,sters and hazards without 
appropr·iate safeguards. Plans shall be based on an inventory of known areas of 
natural disaster and hazards. 

The phrase "areas of natural disasters and hazards" means "areas that are subject to 
natural events that are known to result rn death or endanger the works of man, such as stream 
flooding, ocean flooding, ground water, erosion and deposition, landslides, earthquakes, weak 
foundation soils and other hazards unique to local or regional areas." OAR 660-15-000. There 
are no such areas known ·On the subject property subject property. 

Goal 8: Recreational Needs 

To satisfy the recreational needs of the citizens of the state and visit()ts and, where 
appropriate, to provide for· the siting of necessary recreational facilities including 
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destination resorts. 

The overriding purpose of Goal 8 is to address al l recreational needs, but its primary focus 
is on si ting and deve loping destination resorts, defined in Goal 8 as "self-contained 
development[s] providing visitor-oriented accommodations and developed recreational facilities 
in a setting with high natural amenities." 

Goal 8 is not directly applicable to this proposal. 

Goal 9: Economic Development 

To provide adequate opportunities throughout the State for a variety of economic 
activities vital to the health, welfare, and p1·osperity of Oregon's citizens. 

Goal 9 is focused on commercial and industrial development. The Goal 9 Rule, OAR 
660-09, is explicitly limited to areas within urban growth boundaries. Th is goal is not directly 
appli cable to this proposal. 

Goal 10: Housing 

To provid e for the housing needs of citizens of the State. 

Buildable lands for residential use shall be inventoried and plans shall encourage the 
availability of adequate numbers of needed housing units at price ranges and rent 
levels which are commensurate with the financial capabilities of Oregon households 
and allow for flexibility of housing location, type and density. 

Goal 10, like its implementing rule, is geared primarily to housing issues inside urban 
growth boundaries. The goa l's defi nition of"buildable lands," for example, is limited to lands in 
urban and urbanizable areas. This site is outsi,de any UGB. This goal is not applicable to thi s 
proposal. 

Goal 11: Public Facilities and Services 

To plan and develop a timely, orderly and efficient arrangement of public facilities 
and services to serve as a framework for urban and rural development. 

Urban and rural development shall be guided and supported by types and levels of 
urban and mral public facilities and services appropriate fo1·, but limited to, the 
needs and requirements of the urban, urbanizable, and rural areas to be served. A 
provision for key facilities shall be included in each plan. Cities or counties shall 
develop and adopt a public facility plan for areas within an urban growth boundary 

t 3 
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containing a population greater than 2,500 persons. To meet current and long-range 
needs, a provision for solid waste disposal sites, including sites for inert waste, shaH 
be included in each pian. In accordance with ORS 197.180 and Goal 2, state agencies 
that provide funding for tnmsportation, water supply, sewage and solid waste 
facilities shall identify in their coordination programs now they wiJI coord.inate that 
funding with other state agencies and with the public facility plans of cities and 
counties. 

"Public faci]ities and services" ~s defined in the Statewide Planning Goals to inclmde: 
"[p]rojects, activiti es and facilities which the planning agency determines to be necessary for the 
public health, safety and welfare." The Goal 11 Rule defines a "public facility." "A public 
facility includes water, sewer, and transportation facilities, but does not include buildings, 
structures or equipment incidental to the direct operation of those facilities." OAR 660-11-
005(5). 

Goa! I l addresses facil·ities and services in urban and rural areas. The subject property is 
"resource" land and will remain rural after this approval. The subject proposal does not provide 
for any rural or urban development. Therefore, Goal II does not apply. 

Resource designations have no required minimum level of services . However, Table E 
lists the services now available to the subject property. 

Table E 
Rural Public Facilities, Existing or Proposed 

Service Provider 

Fire Marcola Rural Fire Protection District 

Police Lane County Sheriff and State Police 
-

Schools : Marcola School District 

Access Marcola Road, a County Minor Arterial 

Electric Emerald People's Utility District 
-· 

Telephone Qwest Communications 
~ · .. 

So lid Waste Sanipac 

Sewer Individual Septic System for exis ting dwelling 
- ' 

Water Wel l for existing dwelling 

f~ ·'~ ·, 

: 
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Goal 12: Transpo•·tation 

To provide and encoUJ·age a safe, convenient and economic transportation system. 

A transportation plan shall (1) consider all modes of transportation including mass 
transit, air, water, pipeline, rail, highway, bicycle and pedestrian; (2) be based upon 
an inventory of local, regional and state transportation needs; (3) consider the 
differences in social consequences that would result from utilizing differing 
combinations of transportation modes; ( 4) avoid principal•·eliance upon any one 
mode of transportation; (5) minimize adverse social, economic and environmental 
impacts and costs; (6) conserve energy; (7) meet the needs of the transportation 
disadvantaged by improving transportation services, (8) facilitate the flow of goods 
and services so as to strengthen the local and regional economy; and (9) conform 
with local and regional comprehensive land use plans. Each plan shall include a 
provision for transportation as a key facility. 

Goa l 12 is imp lemented through the Goal 12 Rule (OAR 660- 12) adopted in 1991. The 
Rule has a section that specifically addresses proposals such this - amendments to acknowledged 
comprehensive plans and implementing regulations. OAR 660-12-060(1) provides that any such 
amendments that "significantly affect a transportation facility shal l assure that allowed land uses 
are consistent with the identified fun cti on, capacity, and level of serv ice of the facility ." 

There is no addi ti onal outright residential development a llowed by th is application. 
Therefore, the application will not affect a transportation faci lity. The rule spells out clearly what 
constitutes a "significant affect." OAR 660-12-060(2) states: 

A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a 
transportation facility if it: 

(a) Changes the functional classification of an existing or planned 
transportation facility; 

(b) Changes standards implementing a functional classification system; 

(c) Allows types or levels of land uses which would result in levels of 
travel or access which are inconsistent with the functional classification of a 
transportation fac ility; or 

(d) Would reduce the level of service of the facility below the minimum 
acceptable level identified in the TSP. 
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The proposed redesignationlrezone will not trigger thi~ section of the rule be{;ause it does 
not provide for any additional development. The site is developed with a single residence. It is 
not entitled to any additional development. 

Goal 13: Energy Conservation 

To conserve energy. 

Land and uses d;eveloped on the l~nd shaU be managed and controlled so as to 
maximize the conservation of an forms of energy, based on sound economic 
principles. 

This goal is not directly applicable to individual land use decisions. Rather, its focus is on 
the adoption and the amendment of land use regulations. 17 

Goal 14: Urban.ization 

To provide for an orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban land use. 

The subject proposal keeps the parcel in Resource designation . There, there is no 
transition. This goal does not apply. 

Goal 15: Willamettc River Greenway 
Goal 16: Estuarine Resources 
Goal 17: Coastal Shorelands 
Goal 18: Beaches and Dunes 
Goal 19: Ocean Resources 

These five goa ls are not applicable as they deal with resources that are not present on the 
subject property. 

IV. COMPLJANCE WITH RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN POLICIES 

Any plan and zone change must comply with the rekvant Rural Plan Policies. This 
requirement is based in statutes (ORS 197.175(2)), the Rural Plan Policies themselves (see, e.g. 
Rural Plan Policies at page 6)? and the Lane Code (see, e.g., LC 16.400(6)(h)). This section, 
therefore, addresses the apparently relevant elements of the Rural Plan Policies. It is organtzed 
by Goal. Where possibl e to avoid duplicative discussion, reference is made to the discussion 

17 
See Brandt v. Marion County, 22 Or LUBA 473, 484 ( 199 I), afrd in rwt. rev'd in part, ll 2 Or App 30 

I'"~'"" (1992). 
~~~i-
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under the Statewide Planning Goals. However, the following discussion regarding the 
relationship between Goals 3 and 4 bears repeating. 

OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 

Wit en lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural/and and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

The "agricu ltural land" designation and the "forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weigh t and importance to the sta te of Oregon. 
Through the above Rule, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both Forest 
and Ag land. The proper resource designation for the "duel" lands is left up to the local 
jurisd iction so long as the factors underlying the designation choice are identified. 

As discussed more specifically under Goals 3 and 4 above, the subject property meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan 
Agricultural Working Paper documents the factors used to select Farm or Forest designation on 
land that meets th e definition of both . See Exhibi t J. Each of those factors is discussed in detail 
below. Based on those factors, the subjec t property shou ld be designated Forest land. 

Because the subject property qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goa l 3 and Goal 4, many 
of the RCP policies addressing Goal 3 are met by the subject property and many of the Goa14 
RCP policies are met by the subject property. It is inherent in the property's duel qualification . 
However, when determining whether a property should be designated Forest or Ag, th e key is not 
whether the property meets or furthers the polici es under the RCP, but whether the property meets 
the factors establi shed in th e Plan for choosing between Forest or Ag. 

The Agricultural Land Working Paper states, 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 

In an inventory of agricultural lands and forest lands there will by many instances where 
land will meet Goal dejinitionfor both categories. According to [Led's} policy,farm and forest 
uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking an exception to the other 
goal. Th e factors used to select a designation need to be documented in the Plan. The policies 
within the Plan will support one designation over another depending on the situation. The county 
should consider the following items in addressing overlapping lands: 

a. Identify Agricultural and Forest Lands Goal definitions and inventories 

tl 
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b. Segregate overlapping lands from single resource lands 
c. Apply evaluations of local circumstances and Goal factors to overlapping land to 

determine appropriate designation 
d. Designate overlapping lands as agricultural, forest or agricultural/jorest through 

Plan policies and diagrams 
e. Protect designated lands for appropriate uses through the zoning ordinance and 

other impletnenting measures. 

It is intended that agricultural and forest practices be able to coexist without mutual 
interference while conserving those resource lands. 

Identify: The applicant has identified and addressed the proper definitions of farm and forest 
lands. In short, farm land is land consisting predominantly of Class I through IV soils. Forest 
land is land capable of producing 50 cu. ft./acre/year of timber fiber. As shown in Tables C and D 
above, the subject property meets both definitions. 

Segregate: By filing this application, the applicant is separating the subject property from single 
resource property for consideration. 

Evaluate Goal Factors: Goal 3 and 4 factors are thoroughly addressed in Section III, above. The 
analysis of Goal 3 factors shows that while the subject property meets the ''soils" test of Ag land, 
it does not meet the "other suitable lands," "necessary lands," or "farm unit" tests. The analysis 
of Goal 4 factors shows that the subject property meets the "productivity" test for Forest lands 
and fikely the "necessary lands" and the "other resource" tests. Just viewing the Goals 3 and 4 
factors alone shows that the subject property is more appropriately designated Forest land. 

Evaluate Local Circumstances: There is no exact definition of"local circumstances" in the Lane 
County RCP. The applicant interprets this provision to mean an evaluation of the subject property 
and surrounding designations, uses and land use patterns. Tables A and B and accompanying 
text, see pages 4 through 13 above, establish these factors for all properties in the surrounding 
area. That discussion is hereby incorporated. In summary, the subject parcel is located in a sea of 
Forest land and RR exception area land. See Exhibit E. 

The subject property is currently and has historically been used for timber production. It is in 
both Forest and Small Tract Forest Land tax deferral. The property was most recently logged by 
the applicant in 2002. It is now regenerating for future harvests. Based on 2002 tree stump and 
site conditions, the site was also logged between 1955 and 1960. There is no evidence that the 
subject property has ever been in farm use, as defined by the statute. 

Designation: The predominant designation by lot/parcel in the surrounding area is Residential 
(63%) followed by Forest (25%). The predominant designation, by aCJ"eage, in the surrounding 
area is Forest (72%). The predominant designation of adjacent parcels by acreage is Forest 
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(88%). See Table B, above, for a more in depth ana lysis. 

Use: The predominant use by lot/parcel in the surrounding area is residential (58%) followed by 
forestry (34%). The predominant use, by act·eage, in the surrounding area is forestry (88%). The 
predominant use of adjacent parcels by acreage is fores try (94%). See Table B, above, for a 
more in depth analysis. 

In summary, all evidence indicates that the subject property is currently used for forestry and is 
surrounded by fores try. Evidence further indicates that the subject property has historically been 
used for forestry. The property is not suited for farm use. Because the property is in forestry, it 
would be difficult and expens ive to convert the property to farm use. Conversion would requ ire 
tree removal and major cultivation . Such conversion is genera lly unfeasible. Furthermore, farm 
uses are not common in the surrounding area. 

Goal Three: Agricultural Lands 

Policy 8: 

Provide maximum protection to agricultural activities by minimizing activities, 
particularly residential, that conflict with such use. Whenever possible planning 
goals, policies and regulations should be interpreted in favor of agricultural 
activities. 

This policy has been interpreted by the Board of Commissioners, and the interpretation 
has been upheld on appeal. This policy addresses only conflicts that wi ll result in a s ignificant 
change in or a sign ifi cant increase in the cost of accepted farming practices. When conflicts of 
thi s magnitude might result, the proposed rezoning must be conditioned to reduce the potential 
conflicts below the level that wi ll resu lt in a sign ifi cant change or significan t increase in the cost 
of accepted agricultural practices. 18 

No conflicts are apparent between the proposed rezoning and any adjacent or nearby 
agricu ltural activ ity. There are no farming activities on adjacent land. Land directly south, wh il e 
zoned E-40, is in forest production and in forest tax deferral. See Table B, above. 

Goal Four: Forest Lands 

Policy 1: 

Conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and protect the state's 

18 
Gutoski v. Lane County, 34 Or LUBA 219, 225 n4 ( 1998), afrd 155 Or App 369, 963 P.2d 145 ( 1998). 
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forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices that assur·e 
the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the leading use on 
forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

Forest land shaH include lands which are suitable for commercial forest ~ses 
including adjacent or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations 
or p:ractkes and other forested lands that maihtain soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife •·esources. 

This policy implements Statewide Planning Goal 4 by defining "forest lands" and 
requiring they be used consistent with the goaL The subject property qualifies as Forestland. See 
discussion in connection with Statewide Planning Goal 4 above. Therefore, the proposed plan 
change/zone change from AG/E-40 to Forest/F-2 furthers this policy by adding additi.onal fand to 
the State's forest land base. 

Policy 2: 

Forest lands will be segregated into two categories, Non-impacted and Impacted and 
these categories shall be defined and mapped by the general characteristic specified 
in the Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest Land Zones General Characteristics 

The proposal is for a designation change from AG to Forest and a zone change from E-40 
to F-2. The F-2 designation is supported by the general characteristic .specified in Policy I 6 
below. Because the subject property is justified as being zoned Impacted, this policy has been 
met. 

Policy 3: 

Prohibit residence on Non-Impacted! Forest Lands except for the maintenance, 
repair or replacement of existing dwellings. 

Because the subject property is already developed with a residence, this policy further 
supports a zoning of F-2 Impacted Forestlands. 

Policy 16: 

Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest land shall be zoned 
Non-impacted Forest L~nds (F-1, RCP) or Impacted Forest Lands (F-2, RCP). A 
decision to apply one of the above zones or both the above zones is a split zone 
fashion shall be based upon: 
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a. A con<;lusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristic of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other 
forest zone. The zoning characteristics referred to arc specified below in 
subsection band c. This conclusion shall be supported by a statement of 
reasons explaining why the facts support of the conclusion. 

Characteristics of the land, not the ownership of it, control the analysis. (See ExhibitS
Ord. PA 1236; pg. 8). Focus is on the S!lbject property and the land in the immediate 
vicinity. Legal lot status is irrelevant. Ownership means, ' land being proposed for 
rezoning." This can be an entire property or a portion of it. Where it is a portion of a 
larger lot, analysis is limited to the portion under consideration for rezone. See Ord. PA 
1236, page 9- I 0. The critical focus of the analysis in on the property proposed for 
rezoning and the charac teris tics that property has that mitigate toward consideration of 
applying F- 1 or F-2. See Ord PA 1236, page 9. 

The analysis under Goal Four, Policy 15 does not required a precise mathematical 
computation since the focus is on all the characteristi cs and whether, on balance, the land 
proposed for rezoning more closely corresponds to the F-1 or F-2 characteristi cs. (See 
ExhibitS- Ord. PA 1236, pg. 1 0) 

b. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or non forest 
uses." 

The County has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property itself (not 
surrounding property) and whether it is developed wi th residences or nonforest uses . See 
Exhibit P and S. The absence of residentia l development or other non forest use is a 
characteristic of F-1 zon ing. 

The subject property is developed wi th a homestead dwelling constructed in 1900. 
Therefore, the :5ubject property does not meet this F-1 characteris ti c. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

Response: Under Ordinance PA 1236 (ExhibitS), the focus is on the subject property and 
any underlying contiguously held properties. Contiguous is defined as, 

"Having at least one common boundary li ne greater than eight feet in length . Tracts of 
land under the same ownership and which are intervened by a street*** shall not be 
considered contiguous. *** The intent of this prov ision is to look within the land being 
proposed for rezoning to determine whether or not that land being proposed for rezoning 
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consists of contiguous land owned by the applicant that is 80-acres or larger in sizes." 
(Ord. PA 1236, pg. 10). 

In other words, if the property being proposed for rezoning contained within it fo!lr 
parcels all owned by the same owner, and each of the parcels was 21 acres, then the land 
proposed for rezoning would contain 84 acres. But ifthe property proposed for rezoning 
was a 40-acre portion of a larger f60 acres parcet or a 40 acre lot contiguous ~o four 20-
acre parcels owned by the applicant, review is restricted to the 40~acre subject property. 

Being a large, contiguously held property is a characteristic of F-1 zoning. 

The subject property is 78 acres of contiguous ownership. Therefore, the subject property 
does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

"(3) Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized for commercial forest 
ot commercial farm uses." 

Response: The County has determined that this provision focuses on property adjacent to 
(contiguous to) the subject property, and whether it is uti·lized for commercial forestlfann 
uses. See Exhibit P and S. While not conclusive, the following factors can be considered 
in determining whether surrounding uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel 
size, tax deferral, and other factual information . However, the determination of whether a 
property is in "commercial" fann or forest use is weighed against a different set of 
standards. 

The County has interpreted Policy 15 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industrial forest land from small-scale non-industrial forest land ." Ordinance 1236, 
page 8. 

"Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands, forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership o{industrial forest operators. were 
[zoned} as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1) ." Ordinance 123(), Page 9. Emphasis added . 

Based on the above, commercial forest use leans toward public lands and lands that are 
large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Examples of lands that 
fall squarely under the umbrella of"large scale industrial forest land" include lands owned 
by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than 2,000 acres of la.nd in forest use in 
Lane County); Weyerhaeuser ( l 668 holdings and more than a 1 00 thousand acres ofland 
in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Industries (200 holdings and more than 2,000 
acres of land in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (I 68 holdings and more than 
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I ,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County); and McDougal Bros (92 holdings and 
more than 1,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County) . See Exhibit TT. This is just 
a sample. There are hundreds of s imilar industrial forest land companies holding property 
in Lane County. 

The Oregon Department of Revenue keeps a yearly list oflarge-scale industrial timber 
owners. That list is included as Exhibit TT. Of the adjacent property owners, only 
Rosboro is on the list. See Exhibit IT. 

Having commercial farm/forest uses on property adjacent to the subject property is a 
characteristic ofF- 1 zoning. 

There are seven properties adjacent to the subject property. See Exhibits EE and Table A, 
above. The details are set out in Table F below. Only one of the contiguous properties is 
in commercial forest use. None are in commercial farm use. 

Table F 
Contiguous Property and Commercial Use 

Tax Lot Ownership Parcel size Holdings in Comments 
Lane County 
Parcels/acres 

Ex. TT 
TL 200 Rosboro 65 acres 292 Given the number of holdings and 

Lumber Co. parcel s/more amount of land in forest production 
than 2,000 in Lane County, and given the fact 
acres that Rosboro is included on the 

state's list, this property is part of a 
large scale industrial operation and 
should be considered to be in 
commercial forest use. 

TL 700 Ravin 40 acres 4 parcels/200 Given the limited number of 
(west Ventures, acres. holdings and amount of land owned 
portion) LLC and in forest production, thi s 

property is not part of a large scale 
industrial operation and should not 
be considered to be in commercial 
forest use. This is a small-scale, non 
i,ndustrial use. 

TL 500 J. Paschelke 85 acres 5 parcles/217 Given the limited number of 
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acres holdings and amount of land owned 
and in forest production, this 
property is not part of a large scale 
industt·ial operation and should not 
be considered to be in commercial 
forest use. This is a small-scale, non 

· industrial use. 
TL 601 J. Paschelke .68 acres 5 parcles/217 Given the limited number of 

acres holdings and amount of land owned 
and in forest production, this 
property is not part of a large scale 

. industrial operation and shoufd not 
be considered to be in commercial 
forest use. Furthermore, this parcel 
is too small to be in commercial 
forest use. 

800(west Dust rude 8. 19 1 parcel/8 Zoned RR5; developed with a 
portion) (mostly on acres residence. No forest use. 

other side 
of road) 

Marcola Lane County . Road . No forest use. 
Road - .. _ 

TL600 Chris toffersen 1.86 1 parcel/1.86 Zoned RR5; developed with a 
acre residence. No forest use. 

.. . 

Based on the above, of the seven contiguous properties, one is in commercial forest use 
and six are not. 

Therefore, the subject property does not meet this F- 1 characteristic. 

It is worth noting that even ifTLs 700 (west) and 500 are considered to be in comniercial 
forest use, the subject property still does not meet this F~ 1 characteristic because, even 
then, only three of the seven are in commercial forest use. 

"(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest management. 

! 

Response: The County has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property 
and the type of access to it. See Exhibit PP. Access by an arterial road or forest 
management road is a characteristic of F-1 zoning. 
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The subject property has direct access to Marcola Road, a local collector. The purpose of 
Marcola road is to move traffic from Hwy 228 to Springfield and to support local 
residenti al transportation. Therefore, th e subject property does not meet this F-1 
characteristic. 

"(5) Primarily under commercial forest management." 

Response: The County has determined that this provision focuses on the subject property 
and whether it is utilized for commercial forest/farm uses. See Exhibit PP. While not 
conclusive, the following factors can be considered in determining whether surrounding 
uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel size, tax deferral, and other factual 
information . However, the determination of whether a property is in "commercial" farm 
or forest use is weighed against a different set of standards. 

The County has interpreted Policy 15 as being "crafted as a means to distinguish large
scale industrial forest land from small-scale non-industrial forest land." Ordinance 1236, 
page 8. 

"Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and developed with residential uses or other 
nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest land (F2) [zoning]. Public forested 
lands and larger commercially managed forest lands. forest lands that were not impacted 
by nonjorest uses. particularly in the ownership o(industria! forest operators, were 
[zoned] as Nonimpacted Forest Lands (F-1) ." Ordinance 1236, Page 9. Emphasis added. 

Based on the above, commercial forest use leans toward public lands and lands that are 
large scale and in industrial forest operator control and ownership. Exa mples of lands that 
fall squarely under the umbrell a of "large sca le industrial forest land" include lands owned 
by Rosboro Lumber Co. (292 holdings and more than 2,000 acres of land in forest use in 
Lane County); Weyerhaeuser ( 1668 holdings and more than a 100 thousand acres of land 
in forest use in Lane County); Davidson Industries (200 holdings and more than 2,000 
acres of land in forest use in Lane County); Seneca Lumber (168 holdings and more than 
1,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County); and McDouga l Bros (92 holdings and 
more than I ,000 acres of land in forest use in Lane County). See Exhibit TT. This is just 
a sample. There are hundreds of similar industrial forest land companies holding property 
in Lane County. 

The Oregon Department ofRevenue keeps a yearly list of large-sca le industrial timber 
owners. That list is included as Exhibit TT. Ravin Ventures is not on the list. 

Having commercial farm/forest uses on the subject property is a characteristic ofF-1 
zoning. 
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- --
TL 700 Ravin 78 acres 4 parcels/100 Given the limited number of 
(east Ventures, acres. holdings and amount of land owned 
portion) LLC and in forest production and given 

that Raven Venture.s is not inc.Juded 
on the state's list, this property is not 
part of a large scale industrial 
oper!ltion and should not be 
considered to be in commercial 

: forest use. This is a smaH-scale, non 
industrial use. 

-··· -- ---

Because the owner of the subject property has a small amount of forest production land 
and holdings, the property is not in large scale industrial operation. It does not meet this 
F-1 requirement. 

F-1 Zoning Test 

Non~impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1, RCP) Does the Subject Property 
Characteristics Me-et this Element? 
1. Predominantly Ownerships not developed by No. The property is 
residences or nonforest uses develo_Qed with a residence. 
2. Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or No. The property is Jess tf.Jan 
larger in size 80 acres 
3. Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands No. Only one contiguous 
uti! ized for commercial forest or commercia I farm uses. ownership out of seven are 

utilized for commercial forest 
or farm uses 

4. Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended No. Adjacent to Ma(cola 
primarily for forest management. Road,alocalcountyroad. 
5. Primarily under commercial forest management. No. The property is small-

scale nonindustrial land and 
is therefore not in 
commercial forest use. 

CONCLUSION Should not be zoned F-1 
because it none of the 
characteristics 
(0 of 5) 

(c) Impacted Forest Zone characteristics: ***" 
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"(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

Response: The County has dete1mined that thi s .provision focu ses on the subject 
property itself (not surrounding property) and whether it is developed with 
residences or nonforest uses. See Exhibits PP. A property developed with 
residence or other nonforest use is a characteristic of F-2 zoning. This criterion is a 
mirror ofPolicy 16(b)(1). 

The subject property is developed with a residence constructed in 1900. See Exhibits GG 
and I. It is currently occupied. Therefore, the subject property meets this F-2 
characteristic. 

"(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres of less in size. 

Response: The County has determined that this provision focuses on the subject 
property itself (not surrounding property) and its size. See Exhibit PP. Property 
containing 80 acres or less is a characteristic ofF-2 zoning. 

The subject property is 78 acres, smaller than 80 acre threshold. Therefore, the subject 
property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

Please note that the Board of County Commiss ioners has already determined that portions 
of property can be rezoned. Ordinance 1236, Pages 9-10 and 14, attached as Exhibit PP. 

"(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less then 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an 
exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan." 

Response: The County has determined that the focus of this criterion is on contiguous 
properties and properties in the "general area." (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 1 0). 

Ordinance 1236 interprets "generally contiguous" to mean in the general area. See page 
I 0 of the Ordinance. Exhibit PP. The distance can be pushed in some or all directions 
and can cross roads, streams and other barriers. (Ord. PA 1236, pg. 1 0). How wide and 
how far is determined on a case by case basis. (Ord. PA 1236, pg. I 0). This provision is 
two fold: F-2 should be applied ( 1) where adjacent and nearby properties are less than SO
acres and developed, or (2) where adjacent or nearby properties are within a developed or 
committed exception area. 

Ordinance 1236 interprets "adjacent" to mean general vicinity. The term adjacent looks, 

"even furth er beyond the nearby tracts or across intervening right of way to acknowledge 
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the impact of development within developed and committed exception areas in the general 
vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a broader look at the complete 
tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in the general area. it 
does not depend on contiguity for that consideration. " Ordinance 1236, Page 10. 

Gen~rally Contiguous Tracts: There are 34 tracts that are "generally contiguous," as the 
term is addressed in Section I.D, page 5 above. These tracts are included in Table A, 
above. Of the 34 generally contiguous tracts, 24 (71 %) are less than 80 aqes and contain 
a dwelling. 

Developed and Committed Tracts: The subject property is adjacent to a developed and 
committed exception area to the northeast, east and southeast. There are 34 tracts in the 
"general vicinity,'' as the term is address in Section I.D, page 5 above. Of the 34 tracts, 24 
(71 %) are i.n developed and committed exception areas. 

In summary, of 34 "generally" contiguous tracts, 71 percent are less than 80 acres and 
contain a dwelling and 71 percent are in a developed and committed exception areas. 
Therefore, the subject property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

"(4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

Response: The County Board has detennined that this provision focuses on the 
subject property itself (not surrounding property) and access to services. See 
Exhibit PP. In Lane County, rural services typically include: power, road access, 
telephone, police, ambulance, fire, and schools. Not typica_lly included are public 
stormwater, public water or public sewer. 

The subject property has direct access onto Marcola Road, a Joca1 county road. 
Power and telephone services are already connected to {he site to serve the existing 
dwelling. The site is served by the Mohawk Rural Fire Protection District, the Lane 
County Sheriffs Department, the State police department, Mohawk ambulance 
services and the Marcola School district. See discussion under Goal 11. In 
summary, the subject property is already developed with a residence which has 
access to power, transportation facilities, telephone, police, ambulance, fire and 
schools. Therefore, the subject property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

- onmg F2Z T est 
F-2 Zoning Criteria Docs the Subject Property 

Meet this Element? 
Predominantly ownerships developed by residences Yes. Property is 
or nonforest uses. developed with a residence 
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Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. Yes. Parcel is 78 acres is 
size . 

Owners hips genera lly contiguous to tracts Yes . Of the 34 "generally 
containing less then 80 acres and res idences and/or contiguous" tracts, 24 are less 
adj acent to developed or committed areas for which and 80 acres with a dwelling; 
an exception has been taken in the Rural 24 are in developed and 
Comprehensive Plan." committed exception areas. 
Provided with a level ofpublic facilities and Yes. The area is highly 
servi ces, and roads, intended primarily for direct developed. The property is 
services to rural residences. adjacent to Marcola Road 

with access to power, 
cable, DSL, police, fire and 
emergencies services . And 
is near th e communities of 
Marcola and Mabel. 

CONCLUSION The subject property should 
be zoned F-2 because it meets 
four of the four F-2 
characteristics (4 of 4) 

Based on the above analys is, the "characteristics of the land correspond more closely to 
the characteristic of the proposed zon ing [F-2}than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone [F-1}. " The subject property meets none of th e F-1 characteri sti cs, and meets four 
of the four F-2 charac teristi cs. Therefore, F-2 zoning is supported. 

Goal Five: Opens Spaces, Scenic and Histo.-ic Areas and Natural Resources 

Flo1·a and Fauna Policy 7: 

Because of incomplete County coverage by, and interpretation of, the National 
Wetlands Inventory, wetland resources are to be considered "significant" in terms of 
OAR 660-16-000/025 and placed in "IB" and "lC" categories. Major wetlands 
designated "lC" resources shall be protected per the "3C" option through a 
combination of existing County Coastal and Greenway zoning regulations, and 
federal/state ownership; where these do not occur, an appropriate wetlands zoning 
district shall be developed and applied. Other wetlands from the National Wetlands 
Inventory shall be evaluated per "lB" requirements within two years of the date of 
Plan adoption, and decisions made on the protection or use of the resource. The 
County shall consider enlarging the list of protected per Goal 5 requirements if it is 
clearly demonstrated that an unprotected significant wetland(s) is likely to be 
significantly impacted by a land use action over which the County has jurisdiction. 
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Sec discussion of wetlands resources under Statewid'e Planning Goal 5. The County has 
not yet supplemented its in veri tory of wetlands resources, as an ticipated by this policy. The 
subject property contains no wetland resources inventoried in the county plan. Hence, this po li cy 
is not directly applicable to this development proposal. Furthermore, this proposal does not result 
in any development or uses that would otherwise di sturb wetlands. Forest practices on the land 
are governed by the Forest Practices Act. 

No other Comprehensive Plan policies apply. 

V. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERJA FOR PLAN CHANGES 

LC 16.400(6)(h) sets out the criteria for amending the county plan designation. Each of 
the criteria is addressed here. Where a criterion incorporates a Statewide Planning Goal, LCDC 
Rule, or Rural Plan Policy, reference is made the relevant part of the narrative above so as to 
avoid repetition . 

LC 16.400(6)(h): Method ofPian Adoption and Amendment. 

(iii) The Board may amend or supplement the Rural Comprehensive Plan upon making 
the following findings" 

(aa) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8}(a) below, the Plan 
component or amendment meets all the applicable requirements of local and state 
law, including Statewide Planning Goaqs and Oregon Admjnistt·ative Rules. 

This criterion makes general reference to other sources of standards that apply to plan 
changes. Those other standards are addressed elsewhere in this narrative. 

(bb) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or com,ponent is: 

(i-i) necessa ry to correct an identi.fied error in the application of the Plan; OR 

(H-ii) necessary to fulfill an identified public or community need for the intended 
result of the component or amendment; OR 

(iii-iii) necessary to comply with the mandate of local, state or federal policy or law; 
OR 

(iv-iv) necessa ry to provide for the impl-ementation of adopted Plan policy or 
elements; OR 

0o 
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(v-v) other·wise deemed by the Board, for reasons briefly set forth in its decision, ~o 
be desirable, appropriate or proper. 

This criterion offers a smorgasbord of policy choices from which the county may select to 
justify initiating the plan change. At least two are relevant to this application. Item (iv-iv) allows 
the plan change if it implements the Rural Plan Policies. Goal Four, Policy 1 of the Rural Plan 
Policies anticipates the preservation of Forest lands by maintaining a forest land base. This 
proposal implements that policy because the subject property qualifies as forest land under the 
Goal 4 definition. 

Item (v-v) invites the county to make plan changes that are desirable, appropriate or 
proper. This proposal also meets that criterion. Where lands qualify as both farm and forest 
lands, OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 

When lands satisfY the definition requirements of both agricultural/and and forest 
land, an e..:'Cception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

Furthermore, the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Lands working 
paper, page 6, provides: 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 

In an inventory of agricultural lands and forest lands there will by many instances 
where land will meet Goal definition for both categories. According to {LCDC'sj policy, farm 
and forest uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking an 
exception to the other goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be documented in 
the Plan. The policies within the Plan will support one designation over another depending on 
the situation. The county should consider the following items in addressing overlapping lands: 

***" 

Those items and the analysis are discussed in detail under Section IV, above. The analysis 
shows that a plan change to Forest is desirable, appropriate and proper based on the review set 
forth. 

(cc) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan amendment or 
component does not conflict with adopted Policies of the Rural Comprehensive Plan, 
and if possible achieves policy support. 

Compliance with individual policies in the Rural Plan Policies is discussed thoroughly 
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above. 

(dd) For Minor Amendn1ents as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan amendment or 
component is compatible with the existing structure of the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan, and is consistent with the unamended portions or elements of the iJ>Ian. 

The existiFJg structttre of the plan anticipates Resource plan designations. As discussed 
above, this designation is also consistent with relevant pol.icies in the Rural Plan Policies. 

LC 16.400(8}: Additional Amendment Provisions. 

(a) Amendments to the Rural Comprehensive Plan shall be classified according to the 
following criteria: 

(i) Minor Amendment. An amendment limited to the Plan Diagram only and, if 
requir-ing an exception to the Statewide Planning GoaJs, justifies the exception 
solely on the basis that the resource land is already built upon or is 
irrevocably committed to other uses not allowed by an applicable goal. 

This is a minor amendment to the plan which requests a change to the Plan Diagram for 
the subject property - from Agriculture to Forest. No goal except ions are requested . This 
application demonstrates that the subject property is not Agricultural land, but Forest land . 

(c) Minor amendment proposals initiated by an applicant shall provide adequate 
documentation to allow complete eva.Juation of the proposal to determine if the 
findings required by LC 16.400(6)(h)(iii) above can be affirmatively made. Unless 
waived in writing by the Planning Direct01·, the applicant shall supply documentation 
concerning the fol~owing: 

(i) A complete description of the proposal and its relationship to the Plan. 

This descript ion has been provided throughout this supporting statement. 

(ii) An analysis responding to each of the required findings of LC l6.400(6)(h)(iii) 
above. 

The required ana lysis is provided above. 

(iii) Ail assessment of the probable impacts. of implementing the proposed 
amendment, including the following: 

(aa) Eva luation of land use and patterns of the area of the amendment; 
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See detailed discuss ion in Section II, above. To summari ze, the subject property is 
located in a sea of Forest land. Furthermore, it is adjacent to an RR excepti on area. Some of 
th ese uses are on land planned and zoned for resource use, and others are on land that is planned 
and zoned for Nonresource uses. See Tables A and B and supporting narrative, above. 

(bb) Availability of public and/or private facilities and services to the area 
of the amendment, including transportation, water supply, and 
sewage; 

The public faci li ties and services available or to be provided to the site are discussed in 
detail above. For a di scussion of each facil ity and service, see th e Goal I 1 discussion above. For 
a further discussion of transportation facilities, see the Goa l 12 discussion above. In summary, 
because the si te is already developed with a residence, because it is in a highly developed area, 
and because it is c lose to the rural communit ies of Marco la and Mable, all facilities and services 
are available to the site. 

(cc) Impact of the amendment on proximate natural resources, resource 
lands or resource sites including a Statewide Planning Goal 5 "ESEE" 
conflict analysis where applicable; 

Thi s di scussion appears in detai l in other parts of thi s sta tement. The proximate natural 
reso urces to cons ider are th ose that are identified as Goal 5 resources in th e comprehensive plan. 
The impact on th ese resources is discussed as part of the Goal 5 analysis above. 

Thi s proposa l will have no adverse impact on proximate resource lands because the 
subj ect property wi ll rema in in resource designation and zon ing . 

(dd) Natural hazards affecting or affected by the proposal; 

As discussed in connection with Goal 7, the subject property nei ther contains nor is 
threatened by any natural hazards. 

(gg) For a proposed amendment to a nonresource designation or a 
Marginal Lands designation, an analysis responding to the criteria for 
the respective request as cited in the Plan document entitled, 
"Working Paper: Marginal Lands" (Lane County, 1983). 

This provi sion is not applicab le. 

V. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR ZONE CHANGES 
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This proposal requests a change from E-40 zoning to F-2 zoning. LC 16.252 sets out 
standards for zone changes. The facts rekvant to the zone change standards are largely redundant 
with the facts relevant to plan policies and the Statewide Plann·ing Goals. The LC 16.252 
standards are stated here and addressed, with appropriate refe,rences to other parts of this 
narrative. 

LC 1 6.252{2): Criteria. 

Zonings, rezonings and changes in the requirements of this Chapter shall be enacted to 
achieve the general purpose of this Chapter and shall not be contrary to the pu'blic interest. 
In addition, zonings and rezonings shall be consistent with the specific purposes of the zone 
classification proposed, applicable to Rural Comprehensive Plan elements and components, 
and Statewide Planning Goals for any portion of Lane County which has not been 
acknowledged by the Land Conservation and Development Commission. Any ZQning or 
rezoning may be effected by Ordhtance or Order of the Board of County Commissioners, 
the Planning Commission or the Hearings Official in accordance with the procedures of this 
section. 

General purposes of Chapter 16: 

LC 16.003 sets forth 14 broadly~worded purpose statements that include a provision to 
ensure that development is commensurate with the character and physical limitations of the land. 
Rezoning from E-40 to F-2 implen1ents the proposed pl'an amendment to Forest land . The public 
interest is served by recognizing that the land is Forest land rather than Agricultural land. 

Purpose ofF-2 Zone: 

The F-2 zone is intended to preserve forestland in Lane County while recognizing that 
some forest l.ands are better than others. The proposed zoning is consistent with these stated 
purposes of the zone by recognizing that the subject property lies in a heavily developed area and 
is mote appropriately zoned F-2 . 

Rural Comprehensive Plan Criteria: 

The Rural Plan Policies provide the policy basis for comprehensive plan and 
implementing regulations, provide direction for land use decisions, and fulfill LCDC planning 
requirements. Compliance with relevant Comprehensive Plan policies is addressed elsewhere in 
this narrative. 

Lane Code Criteria: 

LC 16.004(4): 
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Prior to any rezoning, that will result in the potential for additional parcelization, 
subdivision or water demands or intensification of uses beyond normal single-family 
residential water usage, all requirements to affirmatively demonstrate adequacy of 
long-term water supply must be met as described in LC 13.050(13)(a)-(d). 

The request is a rezone from E-40 to F-2. These zoning districts both implement resource 
designations. The rezone will not result in any additional parcelization. In fact, the minimum lot 
size for partitions and subdivision is larger in the F-2 zoning district than in the E-40 district. 

IV. CONCLUSION: 

The subject property qualifies as both Agricultural land and Forest land based on soils and 
productivity. The Statewide Planning Goals give equal weight and value to Forest lands and Ag 
lands. Lands that qualify as both can be given either designation so long as the factors used to 
determine the designation are identified. See OAR 660-006-001 5(2). The factors that Lane 
County used to determine th e designation of these duel lands are identified in the Agricultural 
Working Paper of the Lane County Comprehensive Plan. See Exhibi t J. The main factor requires 
an evaluation of ( 1) local circumstances and (2) Goal factors . Local circumstances, which include 
the exis ting and past use of the subject property and surrounding land usage, zoning and 
designation, establish that the subject property is more properly designated Forest. Goal factors 
establish that the subject property meets both Goal 3 and Goal 4 factors and is therefore properly 
designated as either. Therefore, because the subject property meets Goal 4 factors and because 
local circumstances establish that the property is more properly designated Forest, the proposed 
redesignation shou ld be approve. 

Whether Forest designated land should be zoned F-1 or F-2 is detetmined by Forest Policy 16 in 
the Rural Comprehensive Plan. An evaluation of these policies establishes that the subject 
property is properly zoned F-2, rather than F-1. Therefore, the proposed rezone to F-2 should be 
approved. 
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UNIT ACRES 
SYMBOL 

52D 
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11J 
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89D 

1A 

29 
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12.501 

13.410 

0.163 

18.974 

0 . 884 

PERCENT 

SOIL MAP UNITS IN ACRES 
FOR MAP 16010800 LOT 700 

SOIL NAJVIE COMPONENT 
NAME 

HAZELAIR SILTY CLAY LOAM, 
7 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

HA.ZELAIR 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM , 
2 TO 12 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEKIA 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

MCALPIN 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 
1 2 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEKIA 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 
0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

ABIQUA 

CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 

CLOQUATO 

AGRICULTURA 
CAPABIL!TY 

·CLASS 

.4 

3 

2 

3 

1 

2 
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RLID Property Report 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

,,,,,,, Account # 421 0181 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00800 

sue·fi.:cmr'ess: 
Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Dustrude Ray 0 & Ida M Dust ru de Ray 0 & Ida M 
92885 Marcola Rd 92885 Marcola Rd 
MarcQia, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

-

iM!.!ltiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 002873-6, 1178795 
.. 

.. -
Approximate Tax 8.19 Subdivision 
Loi;6c~es 356,756' Name: 

Inc City: Phase: 

UGB: Lot # 

Census Tr/BI'kGrp: 0200/2 Record ing# 

.. -·--- --
•zoning: PareflUOverlay RRS 

-
Statistical Class: 190 Manufactured Home On Real Property 

Land Use: 9101 Broadleaf Brus:h 

Property Class: 409 Tract, Manufactured Structure 

__ ,., Property Value and Taxes 

~~ ... .> Land Value 
Real Market 

2007 $0 

2006 $0 

2007 Taxable Value 
$ 59,872 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Manuf<;~ctu red Structure 
. -

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$80,520 

$76,690 

2007 Taxes 
$570 .82 

Grantee 

... 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem . Marcola 

Middle Marcola 
-

High Mohawk 

-

-

Total Value 
Rea l Market Assessed 

$80,520 $59,872 

$76,690 $58, 128 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

Model Year: 1994 Make : Fleetwood 

Serial Number: 16229 Plate Number: X229233 

Length: 58 Width: 24 
.. 

Model: 

I Comments: 

'Th is report ex t racts commonly used information from the Det ailed Pro perty Report . Cli ck here for th e ful l Detailed Property Report. 

i 

I 

I 

t.x r 
10_3:, 

h tt p:i/www. rl icl .org/UncPagc l'rope rt y 1\eport/Un e !Jag~ l·'ropc rt y I Z~por t .c lnt ?tax lot_ i u-' 3 '} 5 Sl', si lc _ c t ddt~..;s:, _ .. . 5/29/2008 



RLID Property Report 

PROPERTY REPORT - LANE COUNTY 
Account# 0028736 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00800 

Site Address: 92885 MARCOLARD MARCOLA OR 97454 
···· -·-··· ··· 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address : 
Dustrude Ray 0 & Ida M Dustrude Ray 0 & Ida M 
92885 Marcola Rd 92885 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 
·-"-···· 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178 795 , 4210181 

···-

Approximate Tax 8. 19 
Lot Acres 356 ,756' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/B ikG rp : 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statis tical Class: 

Land Use: 11 50 

Property Class: 409 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2007 

2006 

$102,857 

$77,922 

RR5 

2007 Taxable Value 
$ 34,340 

Two Most Recent Sales 

. - -

Subdivision 
Name: 

- .. 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 00800 

Recording# 

Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Improvement Value 
Real Markel 

$0 

$0 

2007 Taxes 
$300.66 

Date Price Gran tor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Bui lt: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments : 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem Marcola 

Middle Marcola 

High Mohawk 

Tota l Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$102,857 $34,340 

$77,922 $33,340 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument # 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

•This report ex t racts commonly used informa tion from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detai led Property Report. 

rat;,c I VI I 
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PROPERTY REPORT · LANE COUN•TY 

Account# 0028702 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00600 

-- ·--
Site-Add.re;;s: 9-s.ooo MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 974£4 

~ -·-

[Taxpayer Name & Address: Owner N?me & Address: 
Christoffersen Merina E :ch rist<;>ffersen Merina E 
93000 'Marcola Rd 93000 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

"'" '"' '" . 
Mi,il!iple Qwners? No. 

Additional ,A.ccou rn~ Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
--- --

-

···- -- -- -~ -· 
Apprbx.irnate Tax 1.86 
Lot Actes 

I ~~~ t i t;: 

81 ,022' 
-··· 

~-- · 

i UGB: 
' .... --

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

-~--

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 
.... --·· 

Statistical Class: 190 

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class : 409 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Markel 

2007 

2006 

$169,880 

$128,697 

RR5 

,_ --
- -,. 

Subdivision 

' Name: 

:Phase: 
'' 

... 
Lot# ,il 00600 

., 

Recording# 

__ ,.., ..... 

Manufactured Home On Real Prpperty 

Single Family Housing 

Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$99,470 

$94,730 

i 

- "··- - .. 

School 'MarcoTa 
P.ist.rict: 

-··-
E;l~m Marcola 
~-··-

,Middle Marcola 
- --

High Mohawk 

Total Value 
Real Markel 

$269,350 

$223,427 

Assessed 

$114,052 

$110,730 

2007 Taxable Value 
$ 114,052 

2007 Taxes 
$1 ,087.37 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Two Most Recent Sales 

···-

Date Price 
10-31-2002 $148,500 
07-25w1996 $134,900 

Grantor 

Wechter Carolyn S & Tracy K 
Me Lean, Robert A & Lisa M H&w 

Grantee 

Christoffersen Merina E 
Instrument# 
20-02-085010 

96-05063200 

Residential Bui lding# 1 (of2) Characteristics 21 sta t 110 or 120 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1930 Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft -
;Bedrooms 1 First 704 704 Att Garage Sqft 

. ,._ 

Ful t Baths 1 Second Del Garage Sqft 
" 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total ' 704 704 
·-

--. = I Comments: 

•This report e><tracls commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Cl ick here for the full DetaiiE:d Proper ty Report. 
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I' .EXhibit C. Findings ofFa·ct and Conclusions ofLaw 
Ordinance No. P A 123 6 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

for 

A CONFORMITY DETERMINATION AMENDMENT 
PURSUANT TO RCP GENERAL PLAN POLICIES - GOAL TWO, POLICY 27. a. vii. · 

ADOPTING THE PLAN DESIGNATION OF FOREST (F) 
AND THE ZONING DESIGNATION OF IMPACTED FOREST LAND (F-2) 

FOR 37.5 ACRES LOCATED IN SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 20, RANGE 2 WEST, 
WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, AND IDENTIFIED AS A PORTION OFT AX LOT 1700 OF 

LANE COUNTY ASSESSOR MAP 21-02-06 

and 

ADOPTING SAVINGS AND SEVERABILITY CLAUSES 

APPLiCATION NO. PA 06-5476 

ORDINANCE NO. PA 1236 

Applicant: Symbiotics, LLC 

Owner: U.S. Anny Corp of Engineers 

Applicant' s Agent : Erik Steimle 
Ecosystems Research Institute 

Applica.i1t' s Attorney: Paul Vaughan 
Hershner Hunter, LLP 
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

In support of our adoption and enactment of Ordinance No. P A 1236, we make the following 
findings of fact and conclusions of law. 

GENERAL FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS: 

The property subject to this Confnrmity Oetennin~tion An:Hmdment (the Subject Property) is 
located north of the centerline thread of the Row River, south of Row River Road ancJ. east ofth~ 
Developed and Committed Exception Area Plot #453-JR.L (w.l;lich exception ~ea. i~ located ~ast of 
the intersection of Row River Road and Shor(}]jne Drive). The property includes the bo~~na 
Dam and spi1lway. The eastern boundary of the property extends south of Row River Road and 
north of the shoreline of Dorena Reservoir to the eastern boundary of Official Plan Plot # 453 
and Official Zoning Plot# 453 as depicted on Attachment "A" and Attachment ''B", 
respectively. The property includes the right-of-way of the Oregon Pacific Electric Railroad 
(OPERR) and the southern right-of-way of Row River Road within Official Zoning Plot# 453. 
The property is approximately six miles east of Cottage Grove and is outside of the City of 
Cottl:lge Grove urban growth boundary. 

The Subject Property includes an approximately 37.5 acre portion of a 970.71-acre parcel owned 
by the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers (ACOE) that is· tax lotted on Assessor's Map 21-02-06-00 
as Tax Lot 1700. The 970.71-acre ACOE parcel was developed between approximately 1942 

t"""'"· an.d 1949 with the Dorena Dam which impounded waters of the Row River and created the 
\i.~'W,. Dorena ,Reservoir, which occupies most of the 970.71 acre ACOE parcel. 

On August 29, 1978, Lane County enacted Ordinance No. 688 that zoned lands within the 
Row River-London Subarea that i.ncluded the Subject Property. The Subject Property was zoned 
FF-20 (Farm-Forest District- 20 acre minimum parcel size) pursuant to that 1978 ordinance. A 
portion of the ACOE parcel immediately south of the Subject Property was included within the 
Public Reserve (PR) zone described in Lane Code Chapter I 0, which is a zone that allows such 
uses as public paries,· playgrounds, hunting and fishing lodges, government buildings and other 
intensive, non-forest uses and the rest was zoned FP-20. 

In 19.84, Lane County enacted Ordinance No. 884 with the stated intent of applying new Rural 
Comprehensive Plan designations and zoning (Lane Code Chapter 16) to all land ouMide of 
urban growth boundaries. Although the ordinance applied new RCP designations and zoning to 
surrounding properties, there was an apparent oversrght with respect to the ACOE parcel-the 
ordinance failed ~o apply any RCP designation or zoning to any portion of the ACOE parcel, 
including the Subject Property. Although that might suggest that the Subject Property is still 
subject to the FF-20 (Lane Code Chapter I 0) zoning applied to it in 1978 pursuant to Ordinance 
No. ·688, 1984 Ordinance No. 884 went beyond merely applying new designations and zoning to 
propetiies described in the ordinance- Section 2 of the ordinance (with excepti•ons not relevant 
here) specificnHy repealed all prior plan and zone designations. As a result, we fii1d . that 
1984 Ordinance No. 884 caused the ACOE parcel that includes the Subject Property to be 
stripped of ·any RCP designation and to become unzoned. 
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LCDC has acknowledged Lane COunty's Rural Comprehet1Sive Plan and 'implementing 
regu lations that included the des ignations and zo ning appli ed by 1984 Ordinance No. 884. Since 
the 1984 ordin ance did not apply any designation o·r zoning to the Subject Property, argl1Sbly the 
use and development of the Subject Property is not regulated by Lane County zoning ordinances. 
However, where a property is not subj ect to any zoning distri ct, it is unclear what, if any, 
standards apply to the use and development of the property. In order to fill that vacuum and 
clarify the situation, Symbiotics fil ed an application for a Conformity Determination requesting 
that Lane County apply a plan designation and zoning of Impacted Forest Land (F-2, RCP) to the 
Subject Property. That resource designation, which does not require that the county take a Goal 
exception, is consistent with the FF-20 designation and zoning that was applied to the Subject 
Property in 1978 but subsequently repealed in 1984. It is also consistent with the aerial 
photographs attached as Appendix D to the application that show the current use of the Subject 
Property. 

GENERAL PLAN POLICIES: GOAL TWO - POLICY 27: 

The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan includes General Plan Policies specific to each of 
the Statewide Planning Goals One through Nineteen as they are implemented in Lane Code. 
Goal Two policies address Land Usc Planning, which includes atnepdment processes for the Plan 
and Zoning designa tions of all properties within the rural lands of Lane County. Policy 27 of 
Goal Two pertaining to Confonnity Determinations provides for the processing of a Conformity 
Determination Amendment by the Planning Commission and the Board of Commissioners for 
specific properties when a citizen, public agency or LMD staff shows that the plan and/or zoning .... ,.,_ 
desi~;;.uations satisfy one of the eight criteria s.et out in Policy 27.a.i.-viii. 

a. Circumstances qualifying for consideration by the Board of 
Commissioners under the Conformity Determinations Policy may include one or 
more of the following: 

i. Lawful, structural development existing prior to September 12, 
1984 and use of the structures at th e tim e qualified as an allowable use in a 
deve loped & cOmmitted zone designation other than that designated for th e land 
on an Official Plan or Zoning Plot. 

ii. Inappropriate Non-impacted Forest Land (F-1, RCP-zoning 
·-. - ~"' designation, where criteria of RCP Forest Land Policy 15 indicate that impacted 

Forest Land (F-2, RCP) zoning designation is more suitable. 

111. A property was actively managed primariZy as eith er an 
agricultural or forestry operation in 1984 and since, and a resource designation 
other than the primary, use was adopted on an Official Plan or Zoning Plot in 
1984. 

iv. Correction of a scrivener error on an adopted Officia l Plan or 
Zon ing Plot. 

v. Correction of an incompatible splil-zoning of a legal lot resulting 
from a survey boundmy line error that was discovered ajter September 12. 1984. 
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vi. Compliance by a . public jurisdiction or agency with a ·deed 
restriction on public land. 

vii. Correction of an inconsistency between the text of an order or 
ordinance adopted by the board of Commissioners and an Official Plan or Zoning 
diagram. 

VIII. A circumstance other than as li:sted in Policy 27. a.i.-vii. above, 
which the Planning Commission elects to forward a favorable recommendation 
for consideration by the Board of Commissioners. 

We find that a Conformity Detem)ination Amendment <:~pplicable to the Subject Property is 
appropriate under and consistent with Generl;ll Plan Pol(cy: Goal Two ....., Policy 27,a.vii. As 
stat_ed in tlhe General Findings, pursuant to 1978 Lane County Ordinance No. 688, the Subject 
Property was zoned FF-20 (Farm-Forest District-20 acre minimurn parcel size). However~ 
in 1984, Lane County enacted Ordinance No. 884 which effectively removed any RCP 
designation from the Subject Property and ca.used the property to become unzoned. Although 
the t 984 ordinance was enacted with the stated intent of applying new Rural Comprehensive 
Plan designations and zoning (Lane Code Chapter 16) to all land outside of urban growth 
boundaries, through an apparent oversight, the ordinance failed to apply any new RCP 
designation or zoning to the Subject Property. The property was simply omitted from the 
designation/zoning maps attached to the ordinance. Moreover, to compound the over-sight, the 
1984 ordinance specifically repealed all prior plan and zone designations. This is exactly the 
type of oversight and circumstances that the Confonnity Determinations Policy was intended to 
addre-ss. This Conformity Detennination Amendment restores a forestland resource desighaticm 
to the Subject Property and zoning consistent there;vith iJl accordance with the Lane County 
Rural Comprehensive Plan Goal 4: Forest Land- Policy 15 criteria discussed below. We also 
note that Subsection e. of Policy 27 recognizes that a Conformity Determination Amendment 
may be initiated by a private applicant in addition to being initiated by the county and find that 
the subject application was appropriately initiated by the applicant in accordance with that 
subsection. 

We find that this Conformity Determination Amendment is a Minor Amendment pursuant to 
Policy 27.a.vii and Lane Code 16.400(6)(h) and involves applying a plan and zoning designation 
subject to Lane Code 16.252 processes. We find that no exception to any Statewide Goal., 
resource or otherwise, is necessary, and that this Minor Amendment is consistent with all 
applicable Statewide Goals. This Minor Amendment merely corrects an oversight-it causes 
currently tmdesi:gnated and unzoned land to be designated for forest resource use and zoned 
Impacted Forest Land (F-2) in accordance with the county's Goal4: Forest Land- Policy 15 . 

CONFORMITY DETERMINATION AMENDMENT- GENERAL PROCEDURES: 

Lane Code 1 6.400(6) Plan Adoption or Amendment - General Procedures. The 
Rural Comprehensive Plan or any component of such Plan, shall be adopted or 
amended in accordance with th e following procedures: 

* * * * * 
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(h) Method of Adoption and Amendment. 

(i) The adoption or amendment of a Rural Comprehensive Plan 
component shall be by Ordinance. 

(it) The adoption or amendment shall be concurrelit with an amendment to 
LC 16.400(4) above. In the case of a Rural Compn;hensive Plan adoption, the 
Code amendment shall place such Plan in the appropriate category. In the case 
of a Rural Comprehensive Plan amendment, the Code amendment shall insert the 
number of the amending Ordinance. 

(iii} The Board may amend or supplement the Rural Comprehensive Plan 
upon making thefollowingfindings: 

(aa) For Major and Minor Amendments a,s drjined in LC I6.400(8)(a) 
below, the Plan component or amendment meets all ~pplicable requirements of 
local and state law, including Statewide Planning Goals and Oregon 
Administrative Rules. 

(bb) For J..;fajor and Minor Amendments as defined in LC I6.400(8)(a) 
below, the Plan amendment or component is: 

(i-i) necessary to correct an identified error in the application of the Plan; 
or 

(ii-ii) necessaty to fi~lfill an identified public or community need for the 
intended result of the component or amendment; or 

(iii-iii) necessary to comply with the mandate of local, state or f ederal 
policy or law; or 

(iv-iv) necessary to provide for the implementation of adopted Plan policy 
or elements; or 

(v-v) otherwise deemed by the Board, for reasons briefly set forth · in its 
decision, to be desirable, appropriate or proper. 

(cc) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC I 6.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component does not conflict with adopted Policies . of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan. and if possible, achieves policy support. 

(dd) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC I 6.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component is compatible with the existing structure of the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan, and is consistent with the unamended portions or elements 
of the Plan. 

(i) A change of zoning to implement a proposed Plan amendment may be 
considered concurrently with such amendment. In such case, the Board shall .nlso 
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make th e fina l zone change decision, and the H earings Official's consideration 
need not occur. 

We find that thi s Minor Amendment is adopted by ordinance as required by Lane Code 
16.400(6)(h)(i). 

We find that pursuant to LC 16.400(6)(h)(iii)(bb)(i-i), Ordinance No. PA 1236 is a Minor 
Amendment (processed as a Confotmity Detennii'lation Amendment) necessary to correct an 
i·dentifred error i<n the application of the Plan. In this case, the di,s-covery of unzoncd land in the 
mral area of Lane County and' the intent to appty the appropriate resource designation in 
conformity wilh similar actions at the time of adoption of the Rural Comprehensive Plan in 1984. 

As noted above, the Confbnnity Determination Amendment applicable to the Subject Property is 
appropriate under and consistent with General Plan Policy: Goal Two - Policy 27.a.vii. We also 
find that the amendment is compatible with the existing structure of the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan, and is consistent with the unamended portions or elements of the Plan. We also 
incorporate her~i.n our findings and conclusions set out below addressing Lane County Rural 

· Comprehel)sjve Plan Goal4: Forest Land- Policy 15. 

We also find that a change of zoning to implement the Conformity Determination Amendment 
was considered concurrently with the amendment, a..11d lhe Board has made the final zone change 
decision from unzoned land to Impacted Forest Land (F-2) zoning. Accordingly, we find and 
conclude that the Bearings Official's consideration need not occur. 

ADDITIONAL LANE CODE PROCEDURES FOR PLAN AMENDMENT: . 

Portions of Lane Code 16.400(8} are also applicable to the amendment process. 

Lane Code 16.400(81 Additional Amendment Provisions. 

· (8) Additional Amendment Provisions. In addition to the general 
procedures set forth in LC 16.400(6) above, the following provisions shall apply 
to any amendment of Rural Comprehensive Plan components. 

(Cl) Amendments to the Rural Comprehensive Plan shall be classified 
according to the f ollowing criteria: 

(i) Minor Amendment. An amendment limited to the Plan Diagram only . 
and, if requiring an exception to Statewide Planning Goals, justifies the exception 
solely on the basis that the resource land is already built upon or is irrevocably 
committed to oth er uses not allowed by an applicable goal. 

(iz) Maj or Amendment. Any amendment that is not classified as a minor 
amendment. 
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(b) Amendm ent p ropos'cds, either minor or major, may be init iated by the 
County or by individual application. Individual applications shall be subject to a 
f ee established by th e Board and submitted pursuant to LC 14.050. ·· 

(c) Minor amendment proposals initiated by an applicant shall provide 
adequate documentation to allow complete evaluation of th e proposa l to 
determine if th e findings required by LC 16.400(6)(h)(iii) above can be 
affirmatively made. Unless waived in writing by the Planning Director, the 
applicant shall supply documentation concerning the following: 

(i) A complete description of the proposal and its relationship to th e Plan. 

(ii) An analysis responding to each of the required findings of LC 
16.400(6)(h)(ii} above. 

(iii) An assessment of the probable impacts of implementing th e proposed 
amendment, including the following: 

(aa) Evaluation of land use and ownership patterns of the area of the 
amendment,· 

(bb) AvailabilitY of public and/or private facilities and services to the area 
of the amendment, including transportation, water supply and sewage disposal; 

(cc) Impact of the amendment on proximate natural resources, resource 
lands or resource sites, including a Statewide Planning Goal 5 "ESEE" cor,flict 
a nalysis where applicable; · 

(dd) Natural hazards affecting or affected by the prop osal: 
(ee) For a proposed amendment to a nonresidential, nonagricultural or 

nonforest designation, an assessment of employment gain or loss, tax revenue 
impacts and public service/facility costs, as compared to equiva lent fa ctors fo r the 
existing uses to be rep laced by the prop osal; . 

(fJ) For a proposed amendment to a nonresidential, nonagricultural or 
nonforest designation, an ·inventory of reasonable alternative sites now 
appropriately designated by the Rural Comprehensive Plan, within th e 
jurisdictional area of the Plan and located in. the general vicinity of the p roposed 
amendment; 

(gg) For a proposed amendment to a Nonresource designation or a 
Marginal Land des ignation, an analysis responding to the criteria f or the 
respective request as cited in the Plan document entitled, "Working Paper: 
Marginal Lands" (Lan e County, 1983) . 

We find that thi s amendment is a Minor Amendment because it is limited to the Plan.Diagram 
only and does not requ ire an except ion to any Statewide Planning Goal. 

We furth er find that the applicant submitted a complete appli cation in compliance with the 
requirements of Lan e Code 16.400(8)(b). The Plaru1 ing Director wa ived the requirement for the 
app licant to supply docum en tati on concern ing La ne Code 16.4 00(8)(c)(iii )(aa)-(gg) , above. We 

PAGE 6 ~-FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW(ORDTNAN CE PA 1236) 



t~~@! ... ~ 

~ 

~~"--
,;., 

\o~;;,.i 

find that waiver to be appropri ate because this Minor Amendment is a Conformity Determination 
Amendment to correct an inconsistency between the text of 1984 Ordinance No. 884 adopted by 
the Eoa.rd of Commissioners and the Offidal Pla:q and Zoning diagram; and beca\lse the 
(\mendment applies a forest resource designation to fores t land and does not require any 
~xception to any Statewide Goal. 

W e find that similar resource lands designated as Farm Forest 20 (FF20) within Plot# 453 from 
1976 to 1984, and amended by the Board 9f Com.mis~ioners in Febru~ 1984 by 1984 
Ordinance No. 884, were predominantly designated for forest use and zoned Inrpact~d Forest 
Land (F-2). Specifically, the zoning clesign~tjons for lands ·within the vit;;i:n.ity of the slJbject 
property were illustrated on Attaclunent "D" ~o the ~taffreport. Lands designated from 1976 to 
1984 as FF20 were predominantly amended to Impacted Forest Land (F-2). We also find, based 
on the evidence in the record, that the Subject Property is predominantly forested, that it is not in 
a farm use, and that it is appropriately designated for forest use. 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW REGARDING APPLYING THE 
RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATiON AND ZONING OF IMPACTED 
FOiillST LAND (F-2, RCP) TO THE SUBJECTPRO'P:ERTY: 

We find that the county previously ·recognized that the Subject Property is forest resource land. 
when it enacted 1978 Lane County Ordinance No. 688. A forest resource land designation is 
also consistent with what is shown by the evidence in the record including the aerial photographs 
of the Subject Property that are attached to the application. 

We find th(lt the primary issue to be d~cided in connection with this Conformity Determination 
Amendment (which will restore a forest resource designation and zoning to the su·bject Property) 
is whether the designation and zoning should be Non~Irnpacted Forest Lands (F-1, RCP) or 
Impacted Forest Lands (F-2, RCP). We find unequivocally that the Subject Property qualifies 
for an Impacted Forest Lands (F-2, RCP) designation and zoning under the applicable criteria. 

Lane County Rural Comprehensive Pla.'1 Goal 4: Forest Land - Policy 15 sets out the criteria for 
deciding whether forest land shall be designated and zoned as Non-impacted Forest Lands or 
Impacted Forest Lands as follows: · · 

15. Lands designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest 
land shall be zoned Non Impacted Forest Larids (F 1, RCP) or Impacted Forest 
Lands (F 2, RCP). A decision to apply one of the above zones or both of the 
above zones in a split zone fashion shall be based upon: 

a. A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more. 
closely to the characteristics of th e proposed zoning than the characteristics of 
the other forest zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are specified below 
in subsections b and c. This conclusion shalf · be supported by a statement of 
reasons explaining why the fac ts support th e conclusion. 

b. Non impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1, RCP) Characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly ownerships not deveiop ed by residences or 
n~v/ _ {;O, .. n<"'f " .i r nr
~ ..... ,. j f \..-VI- VI..J(...-.1. 
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(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or 
larger in size. 

(3) Predominantly ownerships contiguous, to other lands 
utilized for commercial forest or commerdal farm uses. 

(4) Accessed by arterial roads or .roads intended primarily for 
forest management. 

(5) Primarily under commercia/forest management. 

c. Impacted Forest Land Zone (F 2, RCP) Characteristics 

(1) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or 
non-forest uses. 

(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less 
then 80 acres and residences and/or adjacent to developed or 
committed areas for which an exception has been taken in the 
Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

(4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and 
roads, intended primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

A review of the evidence and testimony, including th(! objections raised around terms contained 
in this policy makes it clear that the _foc_us_oLthuoalysi~JUJJ.s.Lb .. e_un .. Jhe .. pr-epert:y-pr.oposeclfor 
forest land zoning. For reasons thai become dear when each of the various portions of the policy 
are addressed, most of the assessment of property or the area beyond the boundaries of the 
property proposed for zoning comes through the expression of the characteristics of each zone 
and does not rely on a preCise definition of the term "ownerships" as either a "legal lot or parcel" 
or a "tract" of! and since the primary focus is on the land that is the subject of the zoning request 
itself. For that reason we reject the assertion that the term mear1s more than the Subject Property. 

We find t)lat the term "ownerships" contained in the criteria ofRCP Goal 4 Policy 15 should be 
considered as including only the land being proposed for rezoning (unless other qualifiers in a 
particular characteristic compels a different result) because of the introductory language in Policy 
15 and that finding constitutes a reasonable interpretation of the term "ownerships" as contained 
in that policy. Such an interpretation is consistent with the text, context, purpose and intent of 
Policy 15. Sub-paragraph a. of Policy 15 states that a decision to npply one of the zones (or both 
in a split zone fashion) shall be based upon: 

"a. A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond 
more closely to the characteristics· of the proposed zoning than the 
characteristics of the other forest zone." (Emphasis added) 

The characteristics of the land, not the ownership of it, control the analysis. Policy 15 was 
crafted as a .means of distinguishing large-scale industrial forest land from small-scale non
industrial forest land in the present and for the foi·eseeable future. The policy was intended to 
provide an llnalysis of the size n.nd usc of the subject property nnd of the land in the im.rntdiaie 
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VICJmty. Size and use ofland constitute the four sets of characteristics of each type of forest land 
required by Policy 15 to be analyzed and compared. The listed characteristics do not include any 
reference to the determinatiOn of a particular t-ype··orowfiershlp or whelher contiguous·pro}Yerties 
owned .by the same person or entity constitute one or more ownerships. The critical focus of the 
analysis is on the property proposed for rezoning and the characteristics that prope.rty has that 
mitigate toward consideration of applyjng F-1 or F-2 zoning. 

The term "ownership" as used in Goal Four, Policy 15, has been utilized to identify different lands 
and the uses thereon, which are to he considered in m*-ing an evaluation of whether a F~ 1 or F-2 
designation is warranted for the land under consideratiQn for zoning. This was du(( to the need to 
look within the subject land to identify the development and uses present arJd to p¥tiaUy look 
beyond those boundaries to the lands in the general vicinity and identify the existing resource or 
nonresource uses and development on the surrounding lands . It really amounted to identifying a 
singular pattern within a more expansive tapestry. 

When Goal Four, Policy 15 was originally adopted iri 1984 as a component of the General Plan 
Policies of the Rural Comprehensive Plan, the two planning commissions and the Board of 
Commissioners were applying the "characteristics" of Policy 15(b) and (c) in a broad matrix 
designed to (1) acknowledge development existing at the time on specific properties; and (2) 
analyze those commitments of specific lands in context with a broad-brush view or generalized 
sense of the surrmU1ding parcelization and uses. Forest lands less than 80 acres in size and 
developed with residential uses or other nonforest uses, generally received Impacted Forest Land 
(F2) designations. Public forested lands and larger commercially managed, forest lands that were 
not impacted by nonforest uses, particularly in the ownership of mdustrial forest operators, were 
desjgoated as Nonirnpacted Forest Lands (Fl). 

Prior analysis during the 1970s and the resulting Lane Code Chapter 10 zoning designations which 
were incorporated into the thirteen subarea plans, contributed to the final decision on a property
by-property basis in 1984. At that time, the need for precise definition of the "ownership" term as 
legal Jot, or parcel or tract was not important because the whole county was the subject of the 
zoning designation. In considering the present day applications, looking at the area proposed for 
rezoning generally provides sufficient definition to the term "ownership". In the case of the 
subject 37.5 plus acres of Ordinance No. PA 1236, the subject land would have been re-designated 
from FF20 Farm-Forestry to F2 Impacted Forest Land as were other lands with similar 
characteristics in the area, at the time. 

The critical focus of the -~alysis is on the p_rop~ proposed :or rezoning and th~ characterist~cs L 
that property has that mttJgate toward consJderalJOn of applymg F-1 or F-2 zorung. Properttes ~ ~ L. 
subject to amendments in the past have included portions or combinations of tax lots as metes and ~ 
bounds descriptions with single owners or multiple owners. Lane Code does not require legal lot ~ 
determinations as a qualifier for application for a zone change in recognition of the variety of /'0' ~ 
config11rations of zoning that might make sense regardless of property boundaries. Legal lot status Ap4-J~ 
is a factor that comes into play in subsequent development pennits, both planning and building, ~- vr · 
after a zoning designation has been applied. 

PAGE 9 .~ FINDINGS 'OF FACT AND CONCLUS10NS OF LAW(ORDINANCE PA 1236) . 



A reading of Goal Four; Policy 15 ir1terpreting "ownership" to mean "land being proposed for 
rezoning" seems a reasonable approach that avoids debate over whether the focus should be more 
than the subject property, beyond the portion of that analysis · determined by other text that 'clearly 
notes the co!U1ection of the subject property to surrounding lands. 

Goal Four, Policy 15 uses three terms to defin e the areas to be reviewed when assessing the 
surrounding properties as well as the land being considered for rezoning. Those terms are 
"contiguous", "generally contiguous" and "adjacent". · 

"Contiguow;", as defined i'n Lane Code 16.090 definitions, is used in Policy 15.b. (2) and (3) to 
look for the different characteristics of F-1 land. The text in LC 16.090 provides: "Having at least 

' : '" one common boundary line greater than eight feet in length. Tracts of land under the same 
_;,).? , · . ownership and which are intervened by a street (local access, public, County, State or Federal 

~~ ,_, ,; street) shall not be considered contiguous." In the case of 15.b.(2), the intent is to look within the 
;1\ limd being proposed for rezorung to determine whether or not that land being proposed for 

\ 
rezoning consists of contiguous land owned by the applicant that is 80 acres or larger in size. In 
the case of 15.b. (3), the intent is to detennine whether other land contiguous to the land being 
proposed for rezoning is in commercial forest br commercial farm w;e. 

Policy 15.c.(3) does not use the term "contiguous" to determine the same relationship between the 
land proposed for rezoning and the tapestry of uses and development in L'le surrounding area. 
Policy 15.c.(3) uses "generally contiguow;" in a broader sense that looks beyond the defirution of 
('contiguow;" to determine if "tracts" owned by other property owners in the general area of the 
land being proposed for rezoning are less than 80 acres i.r1 size and developed ·with residences. The 
analysis is intended to venture beyond the only contiguous properties with common property lines. 
In some instances, common sense may pw;h that analysis a distance in some or all directions to 
fully . assess the characteristics of the surrounding uses and development particularly when 
considering a "tract". 

· . Policy 15.c.(3) also uses the tenn "adjacent" to look even further beyond the nearby tracts or across 
;:intervening right-of-way to acknowledge the impacts of development wilhin developed and 
committed exception areas in the general vicinity of the land being proposed for rezoning. It is a 
l:)foader look at the complete tapestry of uses and development, particularly nonresource uses, in 
the general area. It does not depend on contiguity for that consideration. 

This interpretation affirms the Lane Code 16,090 definition of "contiguous" as it is used in Policy 
15.b.(2) and 15 .b.(3) in the assessment of F-1 characteristics: It also makes clear that "generally 
contiguous'' as used in Policy I S.c. (3) is different and broader in meaning and application when 
assessing the F-2 characteristics. It will remain for the Board of Commissioners to exercise 
discretion on a case-by-case basis, in making a final detennination on how wide and how far that 
assessment pursuant to Policy 15 .c.(3) would need to reach to provide a fach.ral basis in arriving at 
a decision to approve or deny a request for rezoning. In all cases, the analysis under Goal Fm.1r, 
Policy 15 does not require a precise mathematical computation since the focus is on all the 
characteris tics and whether, on balance, the land proposed for rezoning more closely corresponds 
to the F-1 or F-2 chRracteristics. 
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We find that the characteristics of the Subject Property do not correspond closely wifh the 
Non-impacted Forest Land Zo.ne (F-1, RCP) ch;u;acter-istks: 

Policy lS.b.(l): 

Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

· We find :that the Subject Property does not have this characteristic. It consists of road and 
railroad right-of-way own~rships and a 37.5-acre owilership that are generally i~ no.n-forest uses 
such as the roadways (Row River Road and Spillway Road), the dam and the spillway. Based on 
this alone, we conclude the Subject Property consists predominantly of ownerships that are 
developed by non-forest uses. 

In addition, the Subje~t Property is a portion of the 970.71-acre ACOE ·parcel that is 
predominantly developed with non-forest uses. Specifically, we also find that most of the area of 
the ACOE parcel is developed with the Dorena Reservoir. In addition to the r6servoit, there are . 
developed improvements on other portions of the parcel including Don~na Pam and related 
infrastructure (some located on the 37.5-acre portion of the Subject Property) and parks and 
recreation facilities including those at the Schw~ Pwk campground and recreation area (located 
at the base of Dorena Dam on the banks of the Row River) which has restrooms, showers, camp 
sites and RV sites and U1ose at Baker Bay Park (located on the south side ofDOTena Reservoir) 
which has restrooms, showers, picnic areas, a swimming area, boat ramp, marina, camp .sites and 
RV sites, paved parking areas and recreational commercial facilities. We find that the assessor's 
records also reflect that there are a number of manufactured structures on the ACOE parcel 
including a single family dwelling associated with intense non-forest development. 

We conclude that the response to this criterion strongly supports our finding, conclusion and 
decision that the Subject Property be designated and zoned as Impacted Forest Land. 

Policy 15.b.(2): 

Predominantly contiguous. ownerships of80 acres or larger in size. 

The Subject Property is approximately 37.5 acres in size and therefore does not correspond to 
this characteristic even with the additional area included in the rights-of-way. 

With respect to property contiguous to the Subject Property, the tax lots referred to in these 
findings are shown on Appendix C to the application. We find that that portion of the ACOE 
parcel located contiguous to the south and east of the Subject Property is larger than 80 acres, 
although as noted above, the vast majority of that land is developed with non~forest uses, most of 
it having been developed with Dorena Reservoir. 

There is one other property 80 acres or larger u1 size that is north of the Subject Property and 
separatecJ from it only by Row River Road and the abandoned railway fi.ght-of-way. That 
property, which consists of two tax lots (Tax Lot~ 100 and 208), is owned by the Verek 
Trust et al. and contains slightly over 207 acres. It is under a different o·wi1ership than the 
Subject Property. In addition, Lane County already designated and zoned that property for Rural 
Residential (RR-1 0) use. · Furthermore, Lane Code · Section 16.090 defines "contiguous" as 
having one common boundary greater than eight feet in length and the definition makes clear 

#"'.. that even if the !arid is in the same ownership, it is not "contiguous" ifit is separated by a public 

~~ 
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road. The Verek Trust property is scpmated from the Subject Property by Row River Road so it 
is not teclmically contiguous for the purpose of analysis under this characteristic. · 

Other property located directly north of the Subject Property (but also sepfll"ated from it by Row 
Ri ver Road) are small er than 80 acres: (i) Tax Lot 203 is a 4.85 acre parcel zoned RR-5; (ii) Tax 
Lot 200 is a 5.8 acre parcel zoned RR-5; and Tax Lot 500 is a 16.20 acre parcel zoned ML 
(Marginal Lands). 

All ofthe other contiguous properties are much smaller than 80 acres. (See Appendix C to the 
application .) Those contiguous properties are as follows : 

1. Tax Lot 201 - 1.1 acres; 

2. Tax Lot 202- 12.14 acres; and 

3. Tax Lot 401 - .97 acres. 

In summary, we find that neither the Subject Property itself (which is approximately 37.5 acres 
in si:ze) nor the properties contiguous to the Subject Property (which are predominantly smaller 
than 80 acres and not in the same ownership as the Subject Property) correspond more closely to 
the stated Non-Impacted Forest Land characteristic, thereby supporting our finding, conclusion 
and decision that the Subject Property be designated and zoned as fmpacted Forest Land. 

Policy 15.b.(3): 

Predominantly ownerships contiguous, to other lands utilized for commercial 
forest or commercial farm uses. 

. ' ., 

As is reflected ill the maps attached as Appendix A, Appendix B an.d Appendix C to the .. ,. ... 
application, the other lands contiguous to the Subject Property are predominantly not utilized for 
commercial forest or commercial farm uses. 

Also, as discussed above, the other land to the north of the Subject Property are not technically 
"contiguous" because they are separated from the Subject Property by Row River Road . 
Nevertheless, even if those lands were deemed to be contiguous or connected to the Subject 
Property lmder the definition of that term in LC 16.090, not one of those other lands are in the 
same ownership as the Subject Property or used for commerCial forest or commercial farm uses. 
Those other lands are all zoned and designated for either Rural Residential (RR-5; RR-1 0) uses 
or as Marginal Land (ML). 

The contiguous lands to the west of the Subject Property are also not used for commercial forest 
or commercial farm uses. All of those lands are designated and zoned for Rural Residential (RR-
5) use, and all are developed with residential dwellings. 

The land to the south of the Subject Property across the Row River is that portion of the ACOE 
parcel that is developed with restrooms, showers, camp sites and RV sites associated with the 

. Schwan Park campground and recreation area (located at the base of Dorena Dam on the banks 
of the Row River) . We think the intervening ownership of the beds and banks of the river by the 
state makes this area noncontiguous with the Subject Property. In any case, the entire ACOE 

· parcel became unzoned as a result of 1984 Ordinance No. 884. However, the county previously 
recognized that lhe portion of the ACOE parcel south of the Subject Property was not forest 
resource lancl when, pursuant to 1978 Ordinance No. 688 , it inclurled th<lt propert y within the 
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Public Reserve (PR) zone described in Lane Code Chapter l 0, which is a zone that allows such 
uses as public parks, playgrounds, hunting and fishing lodges, government buildings and other 
intensive, non-forest uses. We find that lhe la:rn1 m · tne south of the Subject Property is not 
contiguous and is not used for commercial forest or commercial fann uses. 

Finally, the contiguous land to the east of the Subject Property is that portion of the ACOE parcel 
that is developed with Dorena Reservoir, and which is not used for commercial forest or 
commercial fann. uses. 

Since the other lands contiguous to the Subject :Property are predominantly if not exdu~ively 
utilized for purposes other than commercial f.orest or corrimercial farm uses, the response to thil) 
criterion strongly supports our finding, conclusion and decision that the Subject Prop<;rty be 
designated and zoned as Impacted Forest Land. 

Policy 15.b.(4): 

Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest management. 

We find that the Subject Property is not accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for 
forest management 

Access to the Subject Property is provided by Spitlway Road. Spillway Road is classified in the 
County's Transportation System Plan (TSP) as a Rural Local road to the point it enters the 
Subject Property, a_ryd it provides access to the rural residential development to the west of the 
Subject Property as well as access at the westerly boundary of the Subject Property. We also 
find. that from the point Spillway Road enters the Subject Property; it is not Qpen to the public. 

~'""· That portion of the road provides access through the Subject Property to the base of Dorena Dmn 
~;. ·' on the northwest bank of the Row River. That portion of the road was built for the purpose of 

providing access for the operation and maintenance of Dorena Dam; it was not built for the 
'purpose of commercial forestry. 

l),.,_, 

' ;sF 

Access to Spillway Road is via Shoreview Drive, which is classified in the TSP as a Rural Major 
Collector. 

Neither Spillway Road nor Shoreview Diive is classified as an arterial road, and neither road is 
intended primarily for forest management. Accordingly, the response to this criterion also 
strongly supports our ftnding, conclusion and decision that the Subject Property be designated 
and zoned as Impacted Forest Land. 

Policy lS.b.: 

Primarily under commercial forest management. 

We find that the Subject Property is not under commercial forest management. The primary use 
of t.he entire ACOE parcel that includes. the SubjeCt Property is for the operation and . 
maintenance of Dorena Dam and Reservoir. There is rio evide11ce that the portion of that 
operation that is on the Subject Property and the right-of-way not owned by ACOE are under 
commercial forest management. The dam and reservoir · provide flood control, irrigation, 
recreational opporhlnitics, and improved downstream pasSage. Accordingly, the response to this 
criterion similarly strongly supports our finding, conclusion and decision that the Subject 
Property be designated and zoned as Impacted Forest 'Land. 
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. We fmd that the charncteristics of the subject property do correspond closely with th e 
Impacted Fores t Land Zone (F-2; ·RCP) characteristics: 

Policy IS.c.(l): 

Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or non forested uses. 

We find that the characteristics of the Subject Property correspond closely with this 
characteristic. It consists of road and railroad right-of-way ownerships and a 37.5-acre 
ownership that are generally in non-forest uses such as the roadways (Row River Road and 
Spillway Road), the dam and the spillway. Based on this alone, we conclude the Subject 
Property consists predominantly of ownerships that are developed by non-forest uses. 

In addition, the Subj ect Property is a portion of the 970.71-acre ACOE parcel that is 
predominantly developed with non-forest uses. Almost the entire ACOE parcel is developed 
with Dorena Reservoir. In addi-tion to the reservo ir, there are developed improvements on other 
portions of the parcel including Dorena Dam and related infrastructure (some located on the 
3 7 .5-acre portion of the Subject Property) and parks and recreation facilities including those at 
the Schwarz Park campground and recreation area (located at the base of Dorena Dam on the 
banks of the Row River) which has restrooms, showers, camp sites an.d RV sites and tbose at 
Baker Bay Park (located on the south side of Dorena Reservoir) which has restrooms, showers, 
picnic areas, a swimming area, boat ramp, marina, camp sites and RV sites, paved parking areas 
and recreational conuncrcial facilities . The assessor's records also reflect that there are a munber 
of manufactured structures on the parcel including a single family dwelling. Moreover, Subject 
Property is not managed as part of a corrunercial forest operation and is deveioped with portions 
of the Dorena Dam infrastructure and the access roadway that provides access for inspection and 
maintenance of the dam and the ~pillway. 

In short, the response to thi s criterion strongly supports our finding, condusion and decision that 
the Subject Property be d esignated and zoned as Impacted Forest Land. 

Policy 1S.c.(2): 

Predominantly owm~rships 80 acres or less in size. 

While the entire ACOE parcel is much larger than 80 acres, this Conformity D etermination only 
pertains to the Subject Property. The Subject Property includes approximately 37.5 acres of 
ACOE property and accordingly, the predominant ownership of the Subject Property und er 
consideration is well under the 80-acre threshold. Moreover, as was explained previously, the 
vast majority of the entire ACOE parcel is developed with non-forest uses, most of the parcel 
having been developed with Dorena Reservoir and park, camping and recreation faciiities. 
Finally, even if the Subject Property is deemed not to confonn to this characteristic because the 
entire ACOE parcel is larger than 80 _acres, this is only one of the four Impacted Forest Land 
characteristi cs and we find that the Subject Property corresponds closely with each of the other 
three Impacted Forest Land characteristics (Poli cy 15.c.(l), (3) and (4)) . In addition, the Subject 
Property does not closely confom1 to any of the five Non-Impacted Forest Land characteristics. 
When co nsidering all the characteristics together, we conclude the Subject Property more closely 
corresponds to the Impacted Forest Land chan:cteristics. 
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PoUcy 15.c.(3) : 

. Ownerships generally dontiguous · to tracts containi71g l f?ss then 80 acres . and 
residences and/or adjacent ta dev~loped or comm1tled areas for which em 
exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

As is reflected in the map attached as Appendix C to the application, the Sobject Property is 
generally contiguous to tracts ·containing Jess then 80 ncres and residences and/or adjacent to 
developed or committed area~ for which an exception has been taken in the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan. 

As is shown by the map attached as Appendix C to the application, the tracts to t.he north of the 
Subject Property are not technicalty "contiguous" b~cat!S.e they are separate.d from ~he Subject 
Property by Row River Road. Nevertheless, except forth~ tract owned by the Verek Trust et ali. 
that is zoned RR- 1 0 and is part of a rural residential exception area, each of ~hose tracts is 
substantially smaller than 80 acres: the Richards tract (TL 203) is 4.85 acres; the Bettis tract 
(TL 200) is 4.85 acres; and the McCarthy tract (TL 500) is 16.20 acres. Furthem10re, each of 
those tracts (except the McCarthy tract that is zoned Marginal Land) is part of an "adjacent" 
developed and committed ar.ea for which an exception ha~ been taken.· Finally, except for the 
Verek Trust tract, each of the other tracts to the norlh of the Subject Property, ip.Gluding the 
McCarthy tract, is cleveioped with a r~sidence. 

The generally contiguous tracts to the west of the Subject Property are each substanti<i,lly smaller 
than · 80 acres. In addition, those areas are zoned for Rural Residential (RR-5) use and 
development artd are part of an "adjacent" developed o.r Gonunitted area for which an exception 
has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan. Fjn'aUy, all of those tracts are developed with 
residences. 

The "tract" to the south and east of the Subject Property is that portion of the ACOE par-cel that 
to the south of the Subj ect Property is developed with restroorns, .showers, camp sites and RV 
sites associated with the Schwarz Park campground and recreation area (located at the base of 
Dorena Dam on the banks of the Row River) and that to the east of the Subject Property is 
developed with the Dorena Reservoir and the associated Baker Bay Park recreational amenities 
described in our findings above. That "tract" is. larger than 80 acres, but as noted previously, it 
may be generally contiguous but it is not designated in: the RCP and is unzoned. 

In short, the majority of the tracts generally contiguous or adjacent to the Subject Property 
contain subs tantially less than 80 acres, are developed with residences, and are within developed 
or committed areas for which an exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan. 
Accordingly, the response to this criterion s trongly supports our finding, conclusion and decision 
that the Subj ect Property be designated and zoned as Impactedi Fores t Land. 

Policy 1S.c.(4):. 

Provided . with a level of public facilities and services, and roqds, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

As di scussed in our findings in response to Policy 15.b,(4), access to the Subject Properi y is 
provided by Spillway Road. Spillway Road is classified in the. County's Transportation System. 
Plan (TSP) as n Rural Local road to the point it enters the. Subject Property, and it provides 
access to th e rura l residenti al development to the west of the Subject Prope1iy as well Rs acce.ss 
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at the westerly boundary of the Subject Property. Access to Spil lway Road is via Shoreview 
Drive, which is classified in the TSP as a Rural Major Co llector. Spillway Road and Shoreview 
Drive are intended primarily to serve the [\Ira! residential development in the area and the 
Dorena Reservoir parks and recreation areas. 

While th e Subject Property is not in an urban area and therefore is not served by municipal water 
or sewer services, we find that it is provided with th e following public facilities and services: 

1. Emergency Services: Cottage Grove Fire and Ambulance Department; 

· 2. Schools: District 451 - South Lane 

The Subject Property also has access to electric utility and telephone service. 

Jn·summary, the Subject Property conforms closely lo this characteristic which also supports our 
finding, conclusion and decision that the Subject Property be designated and zoned as Impacted 
Forest Land. 

CONCLUSION REGARDING IMPACTED FOREST LAND ZONE (F-2, RCP) 
DESIGNATION AND ZONING: 

In summary, we fmd , conclude and decide that the Subject Property does not conform to the 
Non-Impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1 , RCP) characteristics and that the Subject Property does 
conform more closely to the Impacted Forest Land Zone (F-2, RCP) characteristics, 
Accordingly, we find, conclude and decide that the Subject Property should, through the 
enactment of Ordinance No. PA 1236, be designated and zoned Impacted Forest Land (F-2, 
RCP). 
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Legal Description For At·ea Being Rezon ed 

The most easterly 78 acres of the following described tract of land: 

. : ~\: .. : 
',:.:: 

·:: ~-~~~ 

I ~. • ... .... : 

PARCEL I 

Beginning at a point on the· We s t line of the Jo seph G .. Gray 
Donation Land Cla.im llo. 36, Notification No . 7 500 , in Township 
16 South; Range 1 West of the Willamette Meridian, 45 .0 7 cha~ns 
North of .the Southwest corner of said claim: a nd running thence 
North 4.33 chains to the Northwest corner of said claim: thence 
Ea•t 14.~9 chains to the Southwest corner of the . Thomas Gray 
Donation •·Land Claim No. 42, of the sa.me Township: thence North 
14.66 chains: thence East 69.74 chains to the Westerly line of 
the County road: thence South 9' 07' West 2.26 chains; thence 
South 65' 56' West 5.65 chains: thence South 42' 30' West 3.89 
chains; thence South 25' 08' West 5.07 chains; thence .South 30" 
24' West 2.64 chains; thence South 51" 06' West 'l0.4S chains; 
thence South 48 • 13' West L .. 9l chains to a point 2. 92 chains 
North and Y. 66 chains East of the Northwest corner of the heirs 
of · Samuel Gray Dona tion Land Claim: thence North 80' 45' West 
221.36 chains; thenc e West 41.46 chains to the Place of 
Beginning. -~n Lane County. Oregon. 

EXCEPT any portion lying within parcels conveyed to Weyerhaeuser 
Company by instrument Recorded Hay 25, 1960, Reel 1S3 R, 
Instrument No. 226 apd by 1tt .:;trument Recorded April 11, 1961, 
Reel 171 R, Instrument No. 2,271, and by instru.ent Recorded 
December 1, 1961, Reel 184 R, Instrument No. 52022, Lane County 
Oregon Records . 

ALSO EXCEPT all of the above tracts lying with the County Road. 

PARCEL II 

All that portion of the following tract of land lying We~t of · 
County Road No . 1318: 

That portion of those certain strips of land Thirty ( 30} a n d 
Forty-fiv e (45) feet in Hidth, re s p ec tively, as described und e r 
Paragraph number ed "4" on Page 2 of that certa in Deed dated Ha y 
31, 1960 and Recorded July 1, 1960 under File No. 3451 in Re e l 
155 D, Lane County Official Re co rds lying South of the North
line an d sa id North line projected West of that certain land 
de sc ribed as "Tract #2" of that certain Dcid to'Ray 0. Dustrude 
and Ida H. Dustrude, his wif e , d ate d July , 1957 and Recorded 
August 2, 1957 und er File No. 18536 in R;;1 103 D, Lane Coun t y 
Official Records, and North of a line extending North 80' 4 5 ' 
West and South 80' 45' East from a point located · North 192.72 
feet and Eas t 17 5.56 feet from the most Northerly Northwes t 
corner of the Samuel Gray Donation Land Cl a im No. 40. 

PARCEL III 

Gray Donation Land Claim No.'42 and of 
Land claim No . 38 , both being in 

Range One (1) West , Hillamette 

That portion of Thomas 
Joseph E. Gray Donation 
Township Sixteen (16) South, 
t!e:! ~ !~~. de~c~!~c~ as !ollc;:s: 

The Easterly Fi~e (5) feet of even width of that 

1601 foot strip of land heretofore conveyed to 
dated Hay 19, 1960, and Recorded Hay 25, 1960 , on 
under File No. 228 , Lane County Official Re cords. 

PARCEL IV 

certain Sixty 
Grantor by Deed 
Reel 153 '60 D 

the former Weyerhauser RailroRd . right - of-way 
All that portion of d R orded 

C • s Investment: Inc· • by dee s ec
2 

d 
as conveyed to 3 B9 4082 an 

1989 Reel 1592R, Recepti on No. h 
September 1219,90 Re~l 1611R, Reception No . 90 02025 between toe 
January 16, • li . of Tract 1 as conveyed to Ray . 
Northerly and Southerly ne . d wife by deed Rec orde d 
Dustrude and Ida H. Dustrude, husband ~n •1 8536 Lane county 
August 2, 1957, Reel 103R, Recept::~.on l~oel 06 0~ 00700) 
oregon Records. (Lane County Tax Lot No. 
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17 c:; ()/Q// 1\() :~ 



RLID Owner Query 

-~ 
~ ·• • j . • . '-. j 

1 ·--,.,rd(s) selected. Record numbers 1 • 1 are displayed be low. 

se click the 0 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

CHRISTOFFERSEN 
MERINA E 

93000 MARCOLA RD MAR 

New Property Search 1 Applications Menu 

htlp :/ /w ww . r l i J. org/y ueri es/0 w 11t: r __ (,)ucry _ II id::;tar.c 1111 ·; 1 ype= iJetarl 

97454 28702 

I Owne r Name 

16-01-08-00-
00600 

rage 1 01 1 

I l~1912 oos 



RLID Owner Query 

. ~ ! ; i • 

5 ~- ;;'!<; '(s) selecled. Record numbers 1 - 5 are displayed below. 

P~~;~e click the 0 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report 

... 
. ·:· .. 

PASCHELKE JAMES W 

PASCHELKE JAMES W 

PASCHELKE JAMES W 

PASCHELKE JAMES W 975 HAYDEN BRIDGE RD SPR SPR SPR 

PASCHELKE J AM ES W 

New Proper1y Search I Applica lions Menu 

~'i!' ... f . 
~. ' .. 

h ll p :// IV WI\. rl id .u1 g/qu cri c~/0 1\ li t.: I __ Q ue 1 y _ rl iJ :::. la r.cf'Ill ?Ty pc Dct<1 i I 

I owner Name 

; .~-! i . ~: ;·:; 
I 

·.:;'· 

28504 16-01-07-00-
00500 

28538 16-01-07-00-
00700 

33918 16-02-12-00-
00100 

97477 1026564 17-03-26-12-
00301 

1476421 16-01-07-00-
00601 

ri:lgt: 1 U1 I 

3 t + 

~ ! '; 

O d 

O riT!? 

0 ~ 

O IITf 

O d 

):?_/ 
5/2 9/200 8 



R.LlD Owner Query 

7 rr - --'i(s ) selecled. Record numbers 1 • 7 are displayed below. 

F .: clic k the 0 to the right o f a record to view a detailed property report . 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 28710 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 95867 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 95891 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 110716 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 1178787 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 1185196 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 152148 1 

--------
Nc,w Prop" " Y S"Arc ~ I Applicalions Menu 

http :1 / w w w . r lr d. o rg/ CJ ue 1·1es/O w n e r _ (J uc 1·y _ r I id s t ::11·. c f rn '? l'y pe'-= LJet<l rl 

I Owner Name 

. . 

16-01-08-00-
00700 

17-01-19-00-
00101 
17-01-19-00-
00300 
17-02-24-00-
00102 
16-01-08-00-
00700 

17-01-1 9-00-
00307 

16-55-21 -00-
00602 

r<:tg,c 1 v1 1 

0 r!fj? 

O mf 

O d 

O d 

O d 

____ j 

IZ '?' 
5/29/2UO~ 



1 RLI D Property Report 
;}1 

· -. - ~\ 
·-~,.,, 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Acc ou nt # 1178787 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01 -08-00-00700 

Site Address: . ~ ... . . . 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
,Ravin Ventures Lie Ravin Ventures Lie 
'37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 37B03 Upper Camp Creek Rd 
Springfield, OR 97478 Springfiel d , OR 97478 

.. 

)v1uWpje ow.neEs? No. -- ·•···· 

'Add itional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028710' . ~' -, 

··-· 

Approximate Tax 127.26 · Subdivision 
Lot Acres 5,543,446' Name: 

School 'Marco.la 
District: , .. .. ._ __ 

' Phase: Inc City: : ,, Elem 
I ... 
,Marcola 

------ --· -- ~ - '" . ·-- ... , .,. · · -
I 

UGB: i Lot # TL 00700 Middle Marcola 
... - -------

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording # High Mohawk 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay E40 

· S!a{istical crass: 120 Class 2 Single Family Home _, . ... ------ - ----

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home • Not In Mbbile Home Park 
·· · - - ··-

Property Class: 641 Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Improved 
. . . 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2007 

2006 

$359,192 

$303,586 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$72,490 

$80,540 

iotal Value 
Rea l Market 
$431,682 

$384,126 

Assessed 

$181 ,843 

$1 77,378 

2007 Taxab le Val ue 
$ 181,843 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

2007 Taxes 
$1,733.69 

Grantee 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

03-28-2004 $0 
09-29-1998 $342,000 

Fisher Edward B & Lill i A 

Dustrude, Ray 0 & Ida M H&w 
Ravin Ventures Lie 

Xx 

Instrument # 
20-04-023175 

98-07823100 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 21 stat 110 or 120 

Square feet Base Finished -- .. 

Year Built : 1900 
---·~ 

Basement : 
Bsmt Garage S"qft 

Bedrooms 4 First 756 756 Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths 1 Second 576 576 . . Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 
. -· .. 

% lrnprovmt <:;otrlplete 100 Total '1332 1332 
-·· -~-h- . 

I Comments : 

• This r eport extracts co m monly used information from the Deta iled Property Report. Cl ick here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

J~age J or t 

' 

· · ··-··. 

'" 

'. 

Jz7 
li llp //w w w .l l id.urg/O;lcPagc Property Rcpurt/Om~P agc Prupc;ty Rcport. d 1n'l tax I ul __ id- J957 cb ik _address_ ... 5/29/2008 



RLID Property Report 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028710 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01 -08-00-00700 

-~-

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures Lie Ravin Ventures Lie 
37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 
Springfield, OR 97478 Springfield , OR 97478 

.. 
Multiple Owners? No. 

···-
Add itional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178787 

Approximate Tax 127.26 
Lot Acres 5,543,446' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistica l Class: 

Land Use: 11 50 

Property Class: 641 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2007 $213,413 

2006 $176,028 

E40 

2007 Taxable Valu e 
$ 25,317 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 00700 

Recording # 

Mobi le Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Fores t, Unzoned Farm Land. Improved 

Improvement Value 
Real Marke t 

$0 

$0 

2007 Taxes 
$270.13 

Gran tee 

i 
School Marcola 

.:District: 

E1em Marcola 
--

Middle Marcola 

High Mohawk 

Total Va lue 
Real Market 

$213,413 

$176,028 

Assessed 

$25,317 

$24,580 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

03-28-2004 $0 Fisher Edward B & Lilli A Ravin Ventures Lie 

Instrument # 

20-04-023175 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Sq uare feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Gafage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Comple te Total 

I Comments: 

• This report extracts commonly used in formation from the Detailed Property Report . Cl ick here for the fu ll Deta iled Property Report . 

http :1/www. rl id or£/ Oilc:- Page p ,·opcTt v Rc J)Ort /OncP<If' e Property R cport .cfm? t;1 x lot_ i d= .1 <)57 &s ite _(l cl drcss_ .. 

rage 1 u1 1 

..... 



RLID Property Report 

1~-t~if:' ,t 

·~-;£~~'*~~ 

( 
' -.c\'fl • .,..:ll 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account # 0095867 Map, Tax Lot , & SIC# 17-01-19-00-00101 

··--· 
Si_te A(Jdress: 

Owner Name & Address: vaxpayer Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures J.Jc Ravin Ventures l ie 
37807 Upper C;=1 mp Creek Rd ~37807 Upper Camp Creek Rd 
Springfield , OR 97478 Springfield , OR 97478 

-·-··· 

Multiple Owners? No. 
-- · . . - ·- --

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
. ---- . 

- ·-- ---
Approxim~;~te Tax 40.42 . Subdivision 
Lot Af:res i, 1,760,695' ··Name: 

' r- ,._ -~ • • 

I 

Phase: Inc City: 

UGB: Lot# TL00101 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/4 Recording# 

---- - .. ------
Zoning: ParenUOverlay F2 

Statistical Class: 
- . . 

Land Use: 8310 Timberlands 

Property Class: 640 
- . ··- .. 

.Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Markel 

2007 

2006 

$131 ,025 

$11 1,000 

2007 Taxable Value 
$ 1,486 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Marke t 

$0 

$0 

2007 Taxes 
$54.88 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

School Springfield 
District 

Eiem Camp Creek 
.. . 

Middle Briggs 
·-

High Thurston 
-- -· 

-------

-. 

Total Value 
Heal Market Assessed 

$131,025 $1,486 

$111,000 $1,442 

Tax Code Area 
01 901 

1 0-18-2006 $0 

12-19-2000 $271,500 

Fisher Edward B & Lili A 

Frontier Resources 

Ravin Ventures Lie 

Fisher Edward B & Ulli A 

Instrument# 

20-06-091237 

20-00-072591 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characterist ics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: ' Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 
--

Bedrooms First All Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic All Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 
... 

*This report ex tracts commonly used information from the Deta iled Property Report. Cl ick here for the lull Deta il ed Property Report . 

t'age 1 01 1 

. ' 

-

!3; 
l1lt p:// \'. \\ \\'.rlid. org/OncPagcPropc1 iyRcport /OncPagcPropcrtyRcport. c fm " tax lot_id 136 11 &site aJ drcss... 5/29/2008 



RLJD Property Report 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0095891 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 17-01-19-00-00300 

--
Site Address: 

-

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures Lie Ravin Ventures Lie 
37807 Upper Camp Creek Rd 37807 Upper Camp Creek Rd 
Springfield, OR 97478 Springfield, OR 97478 

Multiple Owners? No. ... 
Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 83.90 
Lot Acres 3,654,684' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/4 

Zoning : ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 1150 

Property Class: 640 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2007 

2006 

$274,662 

$232,683 

F2 

2007 Taxable Value 
$ 3,115 

Two Most Recent Sales 

-

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot # TL 00300 

]Recording# 

Mobile Home - Nolin Mobile Home Park 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Marke t 

$0 

$0 

2007 Taxes 
$115.03 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

School Springfield 
District: 

Elem Camp Creek 

Middle Briggs 

High Thurston 

Total Value 
Real Marke l 

$274,662 

$232,683 

Assessed 

$3,115 

$3,024 

Tax Code Area 
01901 

1 0-18-2006 $0 

12-19-2000 $271 ,500 

Fisher Edward B & Lili A 

Frontier Resources Lie 

Ravin Ventures Lie 

Fisher Lill i A & Edward B 

Instrument# 

20-06-091237 

20-00-072591 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Bui lt: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First All Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic All Carport Sqft 

.o;o lmprovml Complete Total 
: 

I Comments: 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detai led Property Report. 

.Page 1 or 1 

132 
htt p: //www. rl icl . org/One !lageP rope ri v ReporLIOne PageProperi y Rcport.c fm? tax lot_id= l 3 620&s i te _add ress... 5/29/2008 



RLJD Property Report 

.. ~ ... 
(. 
· ... :u:.;.;· 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 
Account# 1521481 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-55-21-00-00602 

-· 
Si~e Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures Lie Ravin Ventures Lie 
37801 Upper Camp Creek Rd 37801 Upper Camp Creek Rd 
Springfield, OR 97478 Springfield, OR 97478 

Multple Owners? No. 

AddiHonal Account Numbers for this lax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 33.05 
totA.~res 1,4~9!658' 

I n~ City: 
UGB: 

· ~~nsus Tr/Bik(3rp: 0100/5 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 9100 

Property Glass: 640 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2007 $91,849 

2006 $69,465 

F2 

2007 Taxable Value 
$ 2,232 

Two Most Recent Sa les 

Subdivision 
Name: 

: Phase: 

: lot# TL 00602 
' -
Recordin9 # 

Vacant, Unused, Undeveloped Land 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2007 Taxes 
$56.49 

Grantor Grantee 

' ···-

,, 

School ;Mckenzie 
District: 

Elem McKenzie ... -

Middle McKenzie 

High McKenzie 

.. . .. 

Total Value 
R.eal Market Assessed 

$2,232 

$2,167 

$91,849 

$69,465 

Tax Code Area 
06800 

Date 
01-30-2007 

01-04-1999 

Price 
$320,000 

$275,000 

Fisher Land Company 

Stone Container Corp 

Ravin Ventures Lie 

Fisher Land Company 

Instrument # 
20-07-010420 

25-02/99001246 

Residentia l Bui lding# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 
····-··· ·····---

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First AU Garage Sqft . .. 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqrt 
Half Baths Attic AU Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
·· · · -

f Comments: 
. ··-- --

•This report e~tracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

t'age 1 or 1 

··-

.. 

/33 
lJ tt p: ;/w ww.rl iJ.org/Onel'agcProperty JZeporl! UncPagcP ropcrty lZcport .cfm?tax lot_ id= I 32 1 I &s1te _address ... )/2Y/2UU i::) 



RLID Property Report 

PROPERTY REPORT -LANE COUNTY 

Account# 1185196 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 17-01 -19-00-00307 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures Lie Sheppard Michael G & Dollane M 
37807 Upper Camp Creek Rd 88925 Shenandoah Ln 
Springfield, OR 97478 Springfield, OR 97477 

Multiple Owners? Yes.* 
-··· 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 1.47 
Lot Acres 64,033' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/B ikGrp : 0200/4 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 4590 

Property Class: 040 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2007 

2006 
$640 

$640 

RR5 

2007 Taxa ble Value 
$640 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

-·- -· 
Phase: 

lot # TL 00307 

i Record ing# 
.. ' .. 

-.. 

Private Roads 

Miscellaneous, Tract, Unbuildable 

Improvement Value 
Real Marke t 

$0 

$0 

2007 Taxes 
$6.29 

'· 

" 

- -

School Springfield 
' District: 

Elem Ca~p Creek 
. . 

.Middle Briggs 

High :Thurston 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$640 

$640 

Assessed 

$640 

$640 

Tax Code Area 
01909 

.rage 1 or 1 

Date Price 

03-30-2007 $400,000 
1 0-18-2006 $0 

Grantor 

Brock Norman S 
Fisher Edward B & Lili A 

Grantee 

Sheppard Michael G & Dollane M 
Ravin Ventures Lie 

Instrument # 

20-07-022164 
20-06-091237 

Residential Bui lding# 0 (of 0 ) Characteri stics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement : 
Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 

Ha lf Ba th s Attic At! Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 
·-

*This report ex t racts commo nly used informat ion from t he De tailed Property Report . Click here for the full Deta iled Property Report . 

ht l p ://www. rl id .o r3/0 nc P;1 ge Property Rcpnr /O ne P8tC Pro pert yReport. c fm') tax. l ot_i d- 1 3 G'2 7 & s i tc add ress .. . 5 /{9~608 



RLID Property Report Page l or 1 

PROPERTY REPORT -lAN E COUNTY 

Account# 0110716 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 17-02-24-00-00102 

. - .. 

Site Addt~ss : 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures lie Sheppard Michael G & Dollane M 
37807 Upper Camp <;reek Rd 88925 Shenandoah Ln 
Springfie ld, OR 97478 Springfield , OR 97477 

Multiple Owners? Yes.* 

, Additional Account Numbers For this Tax Lot & SIC: 

--
Approximate Tax 0.24 Subdivis ion School .Springfie ld 
Lot Acres 10,454' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: Elem Camp Creek 
---

UGB: Lot# TL 00102 Middle Sriggs 
--··-

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/4 Recording# High Thurston 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay RR2 

Statistical Class: 
---

: Land Use: 9100 Vacant. Unused, Undeveloped Land 

j Property Class: 040 Miscellaneous, Tract, Unbuildable 

•"""" Property Value and Taxes 

,.;,~"\ 

"· :~J 

2007 

2006 

Land Value 
Rea'l Market 

$500 

$500 

2007 Taxable Value 
$500 

Tw o Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Brock Norman S 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2007 Taxes 
$4.92 

Grantee 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$500 

$500 

$500 

$500 

Tax Code Area 
01909 

03-30-2007 $400,000 

10-18-2006 $0 Fisher Edward B & Lili A 

Sheppard Michael G & Dollane M 

Ravin Ventures Lie 

Instrument# 

20-07-022 164 

20-06-091237 

Resident ia l Bui lding# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 
. 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic AU Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 

•This report extracts commonly u sed informat ion from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for t he full Detai led Property Report . 

/35 
IJ ltp :It www .rl id.org/Uncl'agc f-'rope rty Rcpo rt/Unel' agePropertyReport. cfm '! ta x lot_id= I 5 ~48&s it e _ad dress .. _ 5/29/2008 



RLID Owner Query 

2?- -,rd(s) selected . Record numbers 1 - 10 are displayed below. 

P. _.a click the 0 to the right of a record to view a detai led property report. 

ROSBORO 

ROSBORO LAND ANN EX 180 1 ASTER ST 
LLC 

ROSBORO LAND ANNEX 
LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

2027 SA ST 

1649910 

SPR SPR SPR 97477 318129 

SPR SPR 1054475 

21442 

21459 

SPR SPR SPR 97477 318103 

527752 

527786 

527794 

527802 

Next Page> 

New Propr.rty Search I Applications Menu 

.r--age I U! I 

I Owner Name 

--

16-45-31-00- O d 
00102 

17-03-36-00- O d 
00300 

17-03-36-00- O d 
00401 

15-06-00-00- O riTf 
00300 

15-06-00-00- O CITf 
00400 

17-03-36-00- O d 00100 

17-09-00-00- O d 
04000 

17-09-00-00- O d 
04300 

17-09-00-00- O riTf 04400 

17-09-00-00- O d 
04500 

Last Page >> I ,.l'~·" .. 

I ?!J--
http: //www. d i cl.org/quc ri es/Owner Que ry._rl ids t ilr.c rm '~s t 3 ti == I &custom repo rt_ i ci =O&Typc= Det3 i I &sort. .. 5/2 9 /2 ()() Q 



RLID Owner Query Page 1 or 1 

I owner Name 3 t -1-
29;r·:,> rd(s) selecled . Record numbers 11 - 20 are displayed below. 

F '~'i>i:·<~ click the 0 to th e right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

.. 
527810 .17-09-00-00- O d 04600 

ROSBORO LLC 

527828 1 7-09-00-00- O rn'l' 04700 
ROSBORO LLC 

527836 17-09-00-00- O rnl 04800 
ROSBORO LLC 

527844 17-09-00-00- O d 04900 
ROSBORO LLC 

531341 17-09-35-00- O d 00200 
ROSBORO LLC 

531358 17-09-35-00- 0 ~ 00300 
ROSBORO LLC 

752566 18-05-32-00- 0 ~ 00301 
ROSBORO LLC 

752582 18-05-32-00- O m? 00500 
ROSBORO LLC 

756963 18-07-00-00- O d 00800 
ROSBORO LLC 

756989 18-07-00-00- O d 00900 
ROSBORO LLC 

C << First Page < Previous Page Next Page> Last Page » 

New Proper1y Search I Applical ions Menu 

13 7 
l1 ll p :1 I ww w .1 1 id .o1 g/qucrics/Owlle i_ Q ue1 y _rl id star.cC111 'h ta1 t- 1 I &custo n1_ repon_ , li - U&Type=- Uet;lli &sor. .. 51 2l)J 2UUo 



RLJD Owner Query Page 1 or 1 

J Owner Name ~ t -J-
2!'" ·0rd(s) selec ted. Record numbers 21 - 30 are displayed below. 

p . c click the 6 to the right of a record to view a detail ed property report. 

758613 18-08-00-00- O m? 01100 
ROSBORO LLC 

758647 18-08-00-00- O m? 01400 
ROSBORO LLC 

759132 18-08-05-00- O d 00500 
ROSBORO LLC 

759199 18:_08-07 -00- O d 
00100 

ROSBORO LLC 

759231 18-08-07-00- O d 
00500 

ROSBORO LLC 

759983 18-08-1 8-00- O d 00400 
ROSBORO LLC 

760015 18-08-18-00- O d 
00500 

ROSBORO LLC 

760080 18-08-18-00- O d 00705 
ROSBORO LLC 

760197 18~08- 18-00- O d 01500 
. ROSBORO LLC 

760205 18-08-18-00- O d 01600 
ROSBORO LLC 

<< First Page < Previous Page Next Page> Last Page>> 

Nt.:·N r"~ .. IJ;;t:r.y Sr:a rc..:h 1 Applications Menu 

1321 
http://www . rl id .o rg/queri es/Owner_ Querv _rliclstar.c fm ?s trl rt=2 1 &custom_repo rt_id=O&Type= Detai l&sor. 5/29/7008 



RLlD Owner Query Page I ot 1 

jowner Name 

2t ""'·y>rd(s) selecled. Record numbers 31 • 40 are displayed below. 

~ -~~click the 0 to th e right of a rec ord to vi ew a detailed property report. 

7604 52 18-09-00-00- O d' 00100 
ROSBORO LLC 

760601 18-09-00-00- O d' 01400 
ROSBORO LLC 

760619 18-09-00-00- Od' 01500 
ROSBORO LLC 

760627 18-09-00-00- O d' 01600 
ROSBORO L,LC 

760643 18-09-00-00- Od' 01800 
ROSBORO LLC 

760650 18-09-00-00- Od' 01900 
ROSBORO LLC 

760668 18-09-00-00- O riT!? 02000 
ROS60RO LLC 

760676 18-09-00-00- Od' 02100 
ROSBORO LLC 

760684 18-09-00-00- O f!'if 02200 
RQSSORO LLC 

760692 18-09-00-00- O riT!? 02300 
ROSBORO LLC 
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RLJD Owner Query rage J oJ 1 

I Owner Name 

29~ --·ord( s) selected. Record numbers 41 ·50 are displayed below. 

P ~ click the 0 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

.. 
_ ........ 

760700 18-09-00-00- O d 02400 
ROSBORO LLC 

760718 18-09-00-00- O d 02500 
ROSBORO LLC 

760726 18-09-00-00- O d 02600 
ROSBORO LLC 

760734 18-09-00-00- O d 02700 
ROSBORO LLC 

760742 18-09-00-00- O d 02800 
ROSBORO LLC 

760759 18-09-00-00- O d 02900 
ROSBORO LLC 

760767 18-09-00-00- O d 03000 
ROSBORO LLC 

760775 18-09-00-00- O d 03 100 
ROSBORO LLC 

760783 :18-09-00-00- O d 03200 
ROSBORO LLC 

760791 18-09-00-00- O riT'? 03300 
ROSBORO LLC 

<< First Page < Previous Page Next Page> Last Page>> 
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RLJD Owner Query ngt: 1 ut 1 

2 ~"":'"• :Jrd(s) selec led. Record numbers 51 - 60 are displayed below. 
~ I 

P ."' -~e c lick the 0 to the righ t of a record to vi ew a detailed property report. 

ROSBORO LLC 760825 

ROSBORO LLC 760833 

ROSBORO LLC 760841 

ROSBORO LLC 760866 

ROSBbRO LLC 760908 

ROSBO.RO LLC 760924 

ROSBORO LLC 760932 

ROS80RO l.LC 760965 

ROSBORO LLC 760981 

ROSBOROLLC 760999 

r-
.. ,.,._· _<_<_F_ir_st_P_a_g_e _ _ < Previous Page Next Page> 

Ne·N Propt! r1 y Sr:;trch 1 Applications Menu 

.#-,~'~!.>.. ··: '·· 
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!owner Name 

.. 

18-09-00-00- O tfif 03600 
18-09-00-00- O m? 03600 
18-09-00cOO- O rrf 03700 
1 a-o-9-oo-oo- 0 ~ 03900 
18-09-00-DO- O ri'!:f 04300 
18-09-00-00- O ri!:f 04500 
18-09-00-00- O m? 04600 
18-09-00-00- O d 04800 
18-09-00-00- O rrf 05000 
18-09-00-00- O d 05100 

Last Page >> 
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RLID Owner Query ra~t 1 u1 1 

Ow.ner N_a_m_e ----3--, t -J-

2!'- ·0rd(s) selec led . Record numbers 61 - 70 are displayed below. 

F. .a click the 0 to th e right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

761005 18-09-00-00- O d 05200 
ROSBORO LLC 

761013 18-09-00-00- O Ef 05300 
ROSBORO LLC 

761021 18-09-00-00- O Ef 05400 
ROSBORO LLC 

761039 18-09-00-00- O Ef 05500 
ROSBORO LLC 

761047 18-09-00-00- O Ef 05600 
ROSBORO LLC 

761054 18-09-00-00- O d 05700 
ROSBORO LLC 

761062 18-09-00-00- o n 05800 
ROSBORO LLC 

761070 1 8-09-00-00- o n 05800 
ROSBORO LLC 

761088 18-09-oo~oo- o n 05900 
ROSBORO LLC 

761112 18-09-00-00- o n 06100 
ROSBORO LLC 

<< First Page < Previous Page Next Page> Last Page>> - '"'~:.. 
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RLJD Owner Query rag~ 1 u1 1 

29;&'"'ord(s) selccled. Record numbers 71 - BO are displa yed below. 

F ~. ~J'~ click t he 0 to t he right of a record to vi ew a de tailed property report. 

761120 18-09-00-00- O d 06100 
ROSBORO LLC 

761138 18-09-00-00- O m? 06200 
ROSB ORO LLC 

761153 18-09-00-00- O d 06400 
ROSBORO LLC 

761302 18-09-0 7-00- O d 00600 
ROSBORO LLC 

761310 18-09-07-00- O rm? 00700 
ROSBORO LLC 

761377 18-09-08-00- O @f 
00300 

ROSBORO LLC 

761393 18-09-09-00- O d 00200 
ROSBORO LLC 

761427 18-09-09-00- 6 d 00500 
ROSBORO LLC 

761435 18-09-09-00- 6 d 00600 
ROSBORO LLC 

761492 18-09-1 0-00- 6 d 00.300 
ROSBORO LLC 

.. . . , << First Page < Previous Page Next Page> Last Page >> 
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RLID Owner Query .Page 1 ot 1 

2?- ·0rd(s) selec led. Record numbers 81 - 90 are displayed below. 

P. a click the 0 t o the righ t of a record to v iew a d etai led property report . 

761500 18-09-10-00- O rrrf 00400 
ROS BORO LLC 

761518 18-09-13-00- O d 00100 
ROSBORO LLC 

761542 18-09-13-00- O rrrf 00300 
ROSBORO LLC 

761575 18-09-13-00- O crrf 00500 
ROSBORO LLC 

76 1609 18-09-14-00- O d 00300 
ROSBORO LLC 

761633 18-09-14-00- O d 00400 
ROS BORO LLC 

761666 18-09-14-00- O d 00700 
ROSBORO LLC 

761674 18-09-15-00- O crrf 00 100 
ROSBORO LLC 

761708 18-09-16-00- O crrf 00 100 
ROSBORO LLC 

761773 18-1 0-00-00- O d 00499 
ROSBORO LLC 

<< First Page < Previous Page Next Page> Las t Page >> 
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RLID Owner Query ragt 1 u1 ' 

I Owner Name 

2P ;• 'l rd (s) selecled. Record numbers 91 • 100 are displayed below. 
;, I 

P ~i.t;t;J~ dick the 0 to the right of a reco rd to view a detai led property report. 

761781 18-1 0-00-00- O m:§ 
00500 

ROSBORO LLC 

761799 18-1 0-00-00- O rrrff 00500 
ROSBORO LLC 

761856 18-10-00-00- 0 ~ 01000 
ROSBORO LLC 

761864 18-1 0-00-00- O rrrff 01100 
ROSBORO LLC 

76 1872 18-1 0-00-00- 0 ~ 01200 
~OSBORO LLC 

76 1898 18-1 0-00-00- 0 ~ 01400 
ROSBORO LLC 

76204 5 18-10-01 -00- 0 ~ 00800 
' ROSBORO LLC 

762060 18-10-01-00- 0 ~ 00900 
ROSBORO LLC 

763894 18-10-02-00- 0 ~ 00900 
ROSBORO L.LC 

763902 18-10,02-00- 0 ~ 00800 
ROSBORO LLC 

,ii!!~" 
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RLJD Owner Query ra~:.c 1 u1 1 

jowner Name -.::1 t -l-
29' --·.ord(s ) selected. Record numbers 101 - 110 are displayed below. 

,...~\" 

F ~ click the 6 to the right o f a record to vi ew a detailed property report. 
'~"-~i 

ROSBORO LLC 764496 18-1 0-03-00- O rf 00300 

ROSBORO LLC 764520 18-1 0-03-00- O rf 00600 

ROSBORO LLC 765766 18-1 0-1 0-00- O rf 00200 

ROSBORO LLC 765824 18-10-10-00- O rf 00600 

ROSBORO LLC 765865 18-10-1 0-00- O E!? 00700 

ROSBORO LLC 766244 18-1 0-11-00- O d 00800 

ROSBORO LLC 766293 18-1 0-11-00- O E1 01002 

ROSBORO LLC 766301 18-1 0-11-00- O d 01003 
ROSBORO LLC 766319 18-10-11-00- O d 01004 

ROSBORO LLC 767184 18-1 0-12-00- O d 00600 

<< First Page < Previous Page Next Page> Last Page >> -- •)... 

' New Propert y Search I Applications Menu 
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RLlD Owner Query 

2~-·.::,ord(s ) selecled. Record numbers 111 - 120 are displayed below. 

r-\:.t.)C! click the 6 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

ROSBORO LLC 767192 

ROSBORO LLC 767200 

ROSBORO LLC 767242 

ROSBORO LLC 767259 

ROSBORO LLC 767275 

ROSBORO LLC 767341 

ROSHORO LLC 848158 

ROSBORO LLC 848166 

RO~BORO LLC 848174 

ROSBORO LLC 848182 

~~· 

l ' << First Page 
~~--------------~ 

< Previous Page Next Page> 

1\:ew P rop~rly Search 1 Applicalions Menu 
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ra2:5c I Vl I 

18-1 0-12-00- O d 00700 

18-10-12-00- O d 
00800 

18-1 0-13-00- O riT!f 00100 

18-1 0-13-00- O d 00101 

18-1 0-13-00- O d 
00201 

18-10-14-00- O d 
00400 

19-05-00-00- 6 @{ 
00900 

19-05-00-00- O d 00900 

19-05-00-00- o .&J 
01000 

19-05-00-00- O d 
01100 

Last Page >> 
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RLID Owner Query r<:~gc 1 u1 1 

!owner Name ~ t-1-
29' -~~ord(s) selec led. Record numbers 121- 130 are displayed below. .-..r .. 
F J click the 0 to the righ t of a record to v iew a detailed p roperty repo rt . 

\ 
·~ .. / 

ROS BORO LLC 848216 19-05-00-00- O d 01400 

ROSBORO LLC 848224 19-05-00-00- O d 01400 

ROSBORO LLC 848232 19-05-00-00- O d 01500 

ROSBORO LLC 848240 19-05-00-00- O d 01500 

ROSBORO LLC 1392800 18-09-00-00- O d 04901 

ROSBORO LLC 1405693 18-09-07-00- O d 00101 

ROSBORO LLC 1405701 18-09-08-00- O d 
00101 

ROSBORO LLC 87251 HADSALL CREEK RD MAP 97 453 1566650 18-1 0-13-00- O d 00200 

ROSBORO LLC 4146765 16-4 5-31-00- O d 00100 

ROSBORO LLC 1681954 17-09-34-00- O d 00301 
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RLlD Owner Query r age 1 or 1 

I Owner Name ~ t ..J.-

2'\~""· '>":o rd(s) selec led . Record numbers 131 - 140 are displayed below. 

F~· . ~ c lic k the 0 to th e r ight o f a reco rd to vi ew a detailed property repo rt. 

1805165 17-09-35-00- 0 ~ 01000 
ROSBORO LLC 

SPR SPR 1814399 17-03-36-00- 0 ~ 00 100 
ROSBORO LLC 

22325 1.5-06-35-00- O mf 001 00 
ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

28173 16-0 1 -05·00~ O rmf eo801 
ROSBORQ LUMBE R CO 

84655 16-45-31-00- 0 ~ 00100 
ROSBORO L UMBER CO 

84663 16-4 5-00-00- 0 ~ 06400 
ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

84689 16-45-00-00- O m:? 06600 
ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

84721 16-45-00-00- 0 @# 06900 
ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

84754 16-45-00-00- ct @f 
07200 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

84796 16-4 5-oo--oo. 6 d 07500 
ROSBORO l UMBER CO 

( ', << First Page 
~(l'""'' --------' 
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RLID Owner Query Yage 1 u1 1 

i Owner Name iJ t-J-
29~ ---ord(s) selected. Record numbers 141 - 150 are displayed below. 

F ~ c lick the 0 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 87633 16-45-29-00- O CIT!{ 
00400 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 87641 16-45-29-00- O CIT!{ 
00500 

ROSB ORO LU MBER CO 8764 1 16-45-29-00- O d 
00500 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 88276 16-4 5-30-4 0- O d 01200 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 2355 MAIN ST SPR SPR SPR 97477 332682 17-03-36-41- O d 02300 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 2509 MAIN ST SPR SPR SPR 97 4 77 332682 17-03-36-41 - O d 
02300 

ROSBORO LUM BER CO 2309 MAIN ST SPR SPR SPR 97477 3327 16 17-03-36-4 1- O CIT!{ 
02500 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 156 S 20TH ST SPR SPR SPR 97477 333342 17-03-36-42- O d 05200 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 519031 17-06-31-00- O d 02000 

ROSBORO LU MBER CO 552990 17-35-02-00- O CIT!{ 
00600 
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New Property Sr.;uch I Applical ions Menu 

1:-JO 
h ttp ://w wvv .rl iu.o rg/q ueries/Uwner_ Query __ rl1ds tar.c t m Js tart= 14 I &cus tom __ report _ id=O&Type= Detai l&s. .. 5/29/2008 



RLID Owner Query Page 1 ot 1 

/owner Name 

2!1,;' <~".o r<J(s) selecled. Record numbers 151 - 160 are displayed below. 

F ;.iA~e cJic:J< the 0 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report . 

.. 

... . . 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 553550 17-35-02-30- 0 ~ 03700 

RO:S80RO LUMBER CO 554426 17 -35-11 · 00- 0 ~ 00300 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554624 17-4 5-00-00· 0 ~ 00 100 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554640 17-45-00-00- 0 ~ 00300 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554665 17-4 5-00-00- 0 ~ 00500 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554681 17-45-00-00- 0 ~ 00700 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554699 17 -45·00-00- 0 ~ 00800 

~ ROS80RO LUMBER CO 554707 17-4 5-00..00- 0 ~ !..! 00900 " ,i ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554715 17-45-00-00- 0 ~ 01000 
ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554731 17-4 5-00-00- 0 ~ 01200 

,#'"""" 
' ,. . 
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RLID Owner Query Page 1 ot 1 

I Owner Name ::::1 t.J. 
29- -ord(s) se lecled. Record numbers 161 • 170 are displayed below. .,.~-~- . 
F. ~c lic k th e 6 to the r ig ht of a record to view a detailed property report . 

. , 

.. 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554749 17 -45-00~00- O d 01300 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554772 17-45-00-00- O d 01600 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554780 17-4 5-00-00- 0 ~ 01700 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554798 17-4 5-00-00- 0 ~ 01800 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554814 17-4 5-00-00- 0 ~ 01900 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554822 17-45-00-00- O d 02000 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554830 17-45-00-00- 0 ~ 02 100 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554848 17-4 5-00-00- O d 02200 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554855 17-4 5-00-00- 0 ~ 02300 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554863 17-4 5-00-00- O d 02400 

<< First Page < Previous Page Next Page> Last Page>> . .-f'<'~'-\ 
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RLJD Owner Query .rage 1 or 1 

. ! [Owner Name 

2~~'")rd (s ) selecled. Record numbers 171 - 180 are displayed below. 

• I 0 
F ~e c lic k the t o th e r ight of a record to view a detailed property report. 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 554939 17-4 5-00-00- O m"' 03100 

ROSBORO LUMBE;R CO 555142 17-4 5-24-00- & ~ 00100 

ROSBORO LUMe1I;R CO 5551;59 17-45-00-00- O mf 05300 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 555209 17 -45-00-DO- () !ITf 
05800 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 555266 17-45-00-00- O mf 06400 

ROSBORO LUMBI:R CO 555282 17-45-00-00- O d 06600 

ROSBORO LUME;IE'R CO 555332 17-45-06-00- O mf {)0100 

; ROSBORO LUMBER CO 555399 17-45-06-00- 8 !ITf • 00700 ,: 
i ROSB ORO LUMBER CO 555407 17-45-06-00-

00800 O riT!f 

ROSBORO LUMB:EiR CO 555415 17-45-06-00- O d 00900 
/fi&~ 
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.li-JD Owner Query 

29~ ·ord (s ) selecled. Record numbers 181 - 190 are displayed below. 

P. c click the 0 to the right of a record to vi ew a detailed property report . 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO SPR SPR 563294 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 746931 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 27053 PICKENS RD EUG 97402 746949 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 746956 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 945004 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 97 1562 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 971588 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 971604 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 701 S 28TH ST SPR SPR SPR 97 4 77 1 060340 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 1081379 

<< First Page < Previous Page Next Page> 

New Pror0.r1y Senrr.h 1 Appl ica!ions Menu 
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18-02-06-00-
01200 

18-05-1 0-00-
00300 

18-05-1 0-00-
00300 

18-05-1 0-00-
00400 

21-15-00-00-
00400 

22-04-35-00-
00200 

22-04-36-00-
00100 

22-04-36-00-
00300 

18-02-06-00-
01003 

18-01-06-00-
02102 
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RLID Owner Query 

2 ;"n.;,~..,rd(s) selected. Record numbers 191 - 200 are displayed below. 
( · l 

P." ,; ~c li ck th e 0 to th e right o f a re.cord to view a detailed property report. 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 49532 MCKENZIE HWY VID 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 90410 HUCKLEBERRY LN VID 

ROSBORO LUMBER CO 90407 HUCKLEBERRY LN VID 

ROSB.ORO LUMBER CO 90390 HUCKLEBERRY LN VID 

~ 
< Previous Page !,- .. <<First Page 

"~·' 

,. 
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1250073 

97488 1408523 

1408531 

1587433 

1587441 

1635042 

4252761 

97488 1671351 

97488 1671351 

97488 1671351 

Next Page> 

New PriJp :r1y Se:Hr.h I Applica tions Menu 

ruge 1 u1 1 

j owner Name 

. . -·. 

19-11-00-00- 0 ~ 03501 

17-35-11-00- O rrrr? 00300 

17-45-06-00- 0 ~ 00100 

17-45-00-00- 0 @ 05301 

17-45-00-00- O m-" 05302 

16-4 5-31-00- 0 ~ 00100 

17-35-11-00- 0 @ 
00300 

16-45-31-00- 0 @ 
00100 

16-45-31-00- O rn1 00100 

16-45-3 1-00- O m? 00100 
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i'(,)· ... , 
'it\t.;)V OWNER COMPANY :NAMES 

' . 

A0l>EIRCEC0 
APeD C.UI'UiY. PROPERTIES lLC 
APCO COOS PROPERTIES LLC 

2 ATIWOQDTHOMAS G 

3 BASCOM PACIFIC !A-C 

4 soisE NE oru:GON LA~ciJ & TIMBER GALLATINNE ORE LAND & TlfVIBER 
M~IWEJ'I'lt=IH-lW PRJ.AND & liMBER LLC . 

· . M.ERIWETHER··SOUJliERN OREGON LAND & TIMBER LLC 
l.MAINORA PROPERTIES INC ... 
GAL!-AJIN Ne. OREGQNl.AND & TIMBER LLC 

. ' , COL:'J.ER.RIDGE PRQI;>f~TIES, INC .. ·'-~ 

5 CLARUftl1NC WILWA INC FRANBEA INC EA1/3 
CLARU'rn .INC 
fRN:IBEAINC 
WILlNAINC 
t:VI;:NSON LOGGING CO 
SDS PROPERITES LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 

6 COLLINS TIMSE!l COMPANY LLC 
C LLJNS PINE 'COMPANY 

1 Cfl.OOK TIMe·f;~LAN.DS Ll.C ET Al 

8 CAS . ADE TIMBERLANDS OREGON LLC 
CASCAtJE TIMBERLA!iDS LI..C 

t--=-9 -T.D~ N INDUSTRIES INC 
~----~0~ LUUBERCO 

0 Pl-llliPS 
1---'-----!'G::'=RANT SCHRUM PROPERTIES 

POPO PR'QI>ERTIES LTD PTRSHP 
PORTAGE PROPERTlES LIMITE~ PTRSHP 
RIVER /tb.NCH LLC 
SAUSJ;HEIDI N ... 
SIUSLAW FOREST PROPERTIES INC 
SJUSLAW PROPERT.IES INC 

10 0 R JOHNSON LUMBER CO 
0 R JOHNSON TIMSER CO .. 
JOHNSON t:UMBER_C_O 

. 5-J UMITED PARTNERSHip 
JOHNSON DONALD R 
PRAIRIE WOOD PRODUCTS INC 
RUDIO MTN UMITEO PARTNERSHIP 
SOUTHERN OREGON PROPERTY MANAGEMENT LLC 
WALlOWA FOREST PRODUCTS lLC 
GRANT WESTERN LUMBER CO 

- --~ 

11 FOLLANSBEE ROGERS V 

1Z FRANK TIMBER RESOURCES INC 

13 FRERES TIMBER INC 
FRERES PARTNERSHIP llC 
FRERES lUMBER CO INC 

14 FRUIT GROWERS SUPPLY CO INC 

is GltJSJINA LAND & TIMBER CO 
_ . GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER CO LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 

GIUSTJNA RESOURCES LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
GIUSTJNA WOODLANDS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
LOST CREEK T~MBE:R 
CAOORE TltJBER CO 

16 GOOSE LAKE TIMBER CO 

17 GREEN OlAMONO RESOURCE COMPANY 
SIMPSON TIMBER COMPANY . 

P,age I 

\ !"\ 

ADDRESS CiTY STATE ZIP 
. .. -- ---· ·-- -···· 

PO BOX 30() COOS BAY OR 97420 

. 

PO BOX 1516 COLMA CA 94014 

51 MAIN STREET NORTH EASTON MA 023511 

6500 MINERAL Oft STE 101 
450 PACIFIC .<\YE·N 
450 PACifiC AVE N 
450 PACIF.ICAVE N 
6500,MINERAlDRSTE 101. 
1\SOO MINERAl,. OR STE 102 

!>OEUR,P'AlEN_E ID • MONMOl,lTH • · ·· OR ~ 61 

-~ --
OR 
OR . 97361 

. D!ALENE ID 83615 
D'ALENE 10 83.il1fi 

' 
POBOX 127 ClA'fSJ<At>!IE OR 97016 

.. 

~EVIEW OR 97630 

PO BOX 1304 COOS BAY OR 97420 

19245 TENTH AVE NE POULSBO WA 96370 

POBOX7 MAPLETON OR 97453 

POBOX66 RIDDLE OR 97469 

707 SW WASHINGTON ST STE 1300 PORTLAND OR 97205 

POBOX79 MILL CITY OR 97360 

POBOX276 LYONS OR 97358 

PO BOX iQ352 VANNUYS CA 9i409 

POBOX:989 EUGENE OR 97440 

POBOX529 EUGENE ' OR 97440 

6000 HARVARD AVE CLEVELAND OH 44105 

POBOX9001 SHELTON WA 985.84 

f-77 



18 HAMPTON RESOURCES INC 9600 SW BARNES RD SUITE 200 PORTLAND OR 97225 
HAMPTON TREE FARM INC 
AGENCY CREEK MANAGEMENT CO 
MID-VALLEY RESOURCES INC 
WILLAMINA LUMBER COMPANY 
FORT HILL LUMBER CO 

19 HARRIS FAMILY TRUST 13617 WHITTIER S LVD WHITTIER CA 90605 

20 HOOD RIVER COUNTY OF 601 STATE ST HOOD RIVER OR !i7b:i1 

21 HULL OAKES LUMBER CO PO BOX 40 MONROE OR 97456 
---

HULL RALPH W 

22 INDIAN HILL LLC iod CORPORATE WAY GRANTS PASS OR : 97526 
PERPETUA FORESTS COMPANY POBOX 5 19 _ .. CAVE JUNCTj QN , QR . 97523 
ROUGH & READY TIMBER COMPANY INC 200 CORPORATE WAY G RANTS PASS • OR 9_752ll 
BUTTE GINGER LLC 
GINGER CREEK TIMBER CO 
OAK FLAT LLC 
S & J LAND CO LLC 
QUAIL VALLE Y LLC 

23 JELDWEN INC 3250 LAKEPORT BLVD KLAMATH FALLS OR 97601 
JELD WEN TIMBER HOLDINGS INC 40\ HARBOR ISLES BLVD KLAM_ATH.FALLS OR 9760 1 
JWTR LLC 6400 HIGHWAY 66 KLAMATH FALLS OR 97601 
MOEN OLIVER E & BONN IE J & 

24 JOHN HANCOCK MUTUAL LIFE INS CO 1499 SE TECH CENTER PLACE #250 VANCOUVER WA 98683 
JOHN HANCOCK LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY ·-·· 
FORESTREE GM LLC ····--··h• 
FORESTREE WASHINGTON L TO PARTNERSHIP 

25 J SPEAR RANCH CO POBOX257 KLAMATH F.ALLS OR 9760 1 
SHAW THOMAS J TRUSTEE & 

26 K & C BUCKAROO RANCH, LLC 98 25 WILLOWS RD NE liSlE 140 REDMOND WA 98052 

27 LONE ROCK TIMBERLAND CO PO BOX 1127 ROSEBURG OR 97470 
COA.ST RANGE RESOURCES LLC 

·- • ·:o.. 

JUNIPER PROPERTIES L TO PARTNERSHIP 
DESAH LLC PO BOX 100 1 ROSEBURG OR 974!0 
NARALTO LLC 

28 LONGVIEW F IBRE COMPANY PO BOX667 LONGVIEW WA 98632 
LONGVIEW TIMBERLANDS LLC PO BOX 3000 LONGVIEW WA 98632 

1 LONGVIEW TIMBER CORP 
! LONGTIMBER CO OF OREGON 

29 MENASHA FOREST PRODUCTS CORPORATION PO BOX588 NORTH BEND OR 97459 
MENASHA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

30 M IAMI CORPORATION 4 10 N MICHIGAN AVE #STE 590 CHICAGO IL 606 11 
I 

31 MOORE MILl & LUMBER CO POBOX 277 BANDON OR 97411 

32 NORTON F!;EOLOT UC PO BOX 728 MADRAS OR 97141 

33 NYE MARTIN N & CHERIE C 3815 NW CREEKSIDE OR VANCOUVER WA 98685 

34 OCHOCO LUMBER COMPANY PO BOX 668 PRIVEVILLE OR 97154 
MALHEUR LUMBER COMPANY 

35 PENDLETON RANCHES INC PO BOX 11 86 PENDLETON OR 97801 
CUNNINGHAM SHEEP & LAND CO 
CUNNINGHAM SHEEP CO 

36 P H TIMBER LLC 15 PIEDMONT CENT ER 111250 ATLANTA GA 30305 
MATOAKA FORESTS LLC 

37 PLUM CREEK TIMBERLANDS LP 999 THIRD AVE 114300 SEATTLE WA 981 04 
PLUM CREEK LAND COMPANY 
EPC HOLDINGS 745 LLC PO BOX 1990 COLUMBIA FALLS MT 59!i i ~ .. · 

38 PONDEROSA LAND & CA TILE CO II-IX 2250 MCGILCHRIST sT SE SALEM OR 97302 . 

PONDEROSA LAND & CATTLE CO. LLC 

··-· 
39 PORT BLAKELY TREE FARMS 13'25 FOURTH AVE 10TH FLOOR SEATTLE WA 9_ll_ i 0 1 

Page 2 



.·?!"'\".,. 
) 

t.':W;/ 

40 

41 

42 

43 

. -· ··-

44. 

45 

46 

47 

-- 48 
--

49 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

5ti 

57 

58 

59 

POWERS RANCH CO 
POWERS ALBERT H l!. RUTH M 

RfWILSON 
COASTAU'IBRE INC 
'N,JLSON f'ROPERTY INVESTMENT LLC 
WllSOJII PROPERTIES 

~ 

ROCKING C RANCffiTC 
WHIPPL€ CAROL A ... ~-
ROSBORP LLC. 
HoSBORO.L(JMBER. CO 
R0SBOf'l0,LlJM£iER CO LLC~ -
USR <:OMP'-''·N'ULC 

RO$EllURQ RfS.QURCES CO 
f,ORD'All¥N 0 

.FORCJHAU:I!;: Ia -. 
M.01JNT·seorr. tJO.LOtNG co 1..1-.c 

• R-OSE;jllli}1G FOREST PROb.liCTS CO 
: RIVER B€NO ·RESOURCES CO 
W.EST COAST fOREST RESOURCES 

soscouc 

SENECA JONES TIMBER COMPANY 
SENECA TtM.EIER ·COMP_.&II\IY 
S!i;NECA-TIMBER,COMP.ANY liMJT~;:O_PARTNERSHIP 
SENECA JONE~HIM!li'R COMPANY LTD PTRSHP 

SIL~ER !'!VITE TIMBER CO 

SMEJKAL JAMES A 

SOOTH COAST lliM!!'ER CO 
SOUTH 'COAST. l iMBER 0 
ClR 'ftMilER fiOLCliNGS JN'C - .. . 
FAllE~T :ROI'o!ALO T 

STARKER FORESTS INC 
STARKER PROPERTIES LLC 

STIMSON. LVMBER COMPANY 
: FOREST FIBER PRODUCTS CO 

SUPERIOR LUMBER CO INC 
SUPERIOR VENEER CO 
SWANSON GROUP INC 
SWANSON-SUPERIOR LLC 

THOMPSON TREE FARM INC 

TIMBER Si;RVICE CO INC 

THREE VALLEYS RANCH 
HAMMOND RANCH II 26 
HAMMOND RANCH II 27 
HAMMOND RANCH II 28 

liANI;CK FRED M FOR FNO ORE UC 

WASSER & WINTERS COMPANY 

WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
WEYERHAEUSER Rl:Al ESTATE-DEVELOPMENT CO 
OREGON tiMBER COMPANY 

WOODWARD STUCKART LLC 

5800 40TH AVENUE WEST SEA TILE WA . __ 911199 
·--

P060X'99 LYONS OR 97~58 
-

-
21755 HLGHWAY 138 WEST ELKTON OR 97436 

---
PbBOX~O SPRlNGFlEL.o m fflif17 

. --· 

:PO BOX 1~86 ROSEBURG OR ·97470 - ·~·· .,., 

POBOX266 BINGEN WA 98605 
' · ''' 

PO BOX 10265 EUG-EN.E OR 97440 

POillOX4 RIOOI.!IO OR 97469 

421~2 ·NW PAlACE DR BANKS OR 97106 
-. 

POBOX670 BROOKINGS OR 97.415 

P0BOX809 CORVALLIS OR 913;19 

--
... 

POBOX66 FOREST GROVE OR ' 97116 --·--
.. 

POBOX250 GLENDALE OR 97442 

6660 SW WINDING WAY CORVALLIS OR 97333 . 

POBOX446 SWEET HOME OR 91386 

5151 CORPORATE DRIVE TROY Ml 97648 .. --- ' 

2360 NW KINGS BLVD 11103 CORVALLIS OR . 97330 

PO_BOX396 LONGVIEW WA 96632 

-
PO BOX 9777 FEDERAL WAY WA 96063 

PO BOX 663 PRINEVILLE ·OR 97754 

Page 3 



RLJD Owner Query 

2'~ ·~cord(s ) selec ted. Record numbers 1 - 10 are displayed below. 

;e click the 0 to the right of a record to v iew a detai led property report. 

GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMB ER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMB ER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 
co 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMB ER 
co 

35343 

37497 

37612 

37638 

37646 

77600 

77634 

77642 

77675 

77683 

Next Page > 

New Propeny Search 1 Applications Menu 

http ://w\vw .rlid org/quL:ric:o/O wttc r Quc1y t l idsl<ll c!tn?Ty pc'-Dc:ta il 
- --

Page I of I 

I Owner Name 

.•• 

16-02-25-00- O d' 00200 

16-02-35-00- 0 121 00901 

16-02-36-00- o n 00100 

16-02-36-00- 0 ~ 00201 

16-02-36-00- 0 ~ 00300 

16-25-00-00- 0 ~ 04900 

16-25-00-00- o n 05200 

16-25-00-00- o n 05300 

16-25-00-00- o n 05501 

16-25-00-00- o n 05600 

Last Page >> 



RLID Owner Query 

~· f • ~ :::-·· ~.,l ; ~:: : ~· ... :.· - i ~-~ ·:: · .; . . . 

~~) selecled. Record numbers 1 - 10 are displayed below. 

'- f ·/ 0 
•-~t , ..• ;e click the to the right of a record to view a detai led property report. 

ROSBORO 

ROSBORO LAND ANNEX 1801 ASTER ST 
LLC 

ROSBORO LAND ANNEX 
LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

ROSBORO LLC 

f""". 
f 

'l;;.;s>.<l ----~----' 

J,.~~:".i~ •. , 
,~, 

2027 SA ST 

1649910 

SPR SPR SPR 97477 318129 

SPR SPR 1054475 

21442 

21459 

SPR SPR SPR 97477 318103 

527752 

527786 

527794 

527802 

Next Page > 

New Propcr:y SeM ele 1 Applicalions Menu 

ht tp://w ww. rl i d.o rg/q uc rics/Uwner_ Q uery _rl ids tar. c fm' r l·ype=" Dt.:t a i I 

Page 1 Ol I 

I Owner Name 
I 

_vj t ... 

· . . ·=.;) 
·_,_ 

16-45-31-00- 0 rft!f" 00102 

17-03-36-00- 0 @!? 
00300 
17 -03-36.cOO- O ·r:tff 00401 

15-06-00-00- O rtrY 00300 
15-06-00-00- O rdl 00400 
17-03-36-00- O r:tff 00100 

17-09-00-00- 6 r:tff 04000 
17-09-00-00- O m" 04300 
17-09-00-00- () rt!!l 04400 
17-09-00-00- () IT!? 04500 

Last Page>> 

I~; 
7/24/2 00R 



RLID Owner Query Page J OJ I 

. . 

~~ 
<__, 1"" 1 re~elecled . Record numbers 1 - 10 are d isplayed below. 

. ,e click the 0 to the right of a record to vi ew a detai led property report. 

I Owner Name 

. . , . 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 34098 16-02-13-00- O d 00800 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 740 42ND ST SPR SPR SPR 97478 126282 17-02-32-22- O d 00400 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 924173 20-05-20-00- O d 00800 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 938652 21-03-05-00- O d 01700 

WEYERHAEUSER CO SPR SPR 1348802 17-02-30-00- 201 O d 02500 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 4105910 15-15-00-00- O d 01100 
WEYERHAEUSER CO 1761525 16-01-17-00- O d 01302 
WEYERHAEUSER CO INC 192 N BERTELSEN RD EUG EUG EUG 97402 458966 17-04-27-30- O d 01600 

WEYERHAEUSER CO INC 5017890 O d 
WEYERHAEUSER CO INC 5093651 O d 

Next Page> Last Page >> 

New Prop~rty s.,arcl~ I Applications Menu 

http ://ww\v .11 iJ.u1 g/qu c1 ic:-,/Owltc l_ Quny _rl iJ::,lal .cfln 'ITypc=De ta i I 7/24/2UUo 



RLID Owner Query 

. . . .. n :. . ., :· : : F:- ,:, . " . ' 
... !owner Name 

• ~.}.se(ecled . Recwj numbers 1 · 10 are displayed below. 
¥ 

..oe click the f) to the right of a record to view a deta iled property report. 

- . ' . . • -: - . ~ . t. ; 

DAVIDSON INDUSTRIES 

DAVIDSON INDUSTRIES 

D>AVIOSON IN'pl)STRIES 

DAVIDSON INDUSif:RIES 

DAVIDSOt.l INDUSTRIES 

DAVIDSON INDUSTRIES 

DAVIDSON INDUSTRieS 

DAVIDSON INDI)STR~ES 

DAVIDSON INDUSTRIES 

DAVIDSON INDUSTRIES 
INC 

JfJ~~-

~~ .. ' . : '.: : . . ,. 

92251 W INDIAN CREEK RD SWI 

t-. '; ;~ =-~- :; : . ·: 
. - ' .. · -~ ,,. ·~. -

533008 17-10-25-21 -
01000 

761096 18-09-00-00-
06000 

7611 04 18-09-00-00-
06000 

770444 18-11 -16-00-
00300 

770600 18-11-16-00-
01900 

854545 19-11-05-00-
00300 

1410495 19-12-36-00-
00401 

4261911 19-11-17-00-
00505 

1697828 19-1.1-29-00-
00701 

97480 74102 16-10-00-00-
02100 

r age 1 01 1 

I 
...::::J 

0~ 

O fi'II? 

0 ~ 

O IITff 

0 ~ 

0 ~ 

0 ~ 

'- .,.,·--------' Next Page> Last Page >> 

{(/' "f·._ 

~;w' 

New Pru;><O '.:y &n,.:l· I Appl icalions Menu 

h t ( r:l /wW\V. rl id .org/queri es/Owner Ouery __ r l i cl star.cfm 'Yrypc= \)c((1 i I 

)Co_J 
7/24/2000 



RLlD Owner Query 

i 
1~R •e(:~fselecled. Record numbers 1- 10 are displayed below. 

,e click the 0 to th e right of a record to vi ew a detai led property re port_ 

SENECA 5 LLC 

SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JON ES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 

65 N SENECA RD EUG EUG EUG 97402 4454 19 

22077 

22168 

22192 

95008 

95040 

957 19 

96006 

507242 

752228 

Next Page > 

New Properly Sen.rch 1 Applica lions Menu 

hi tp://www.rl id org/qu eries/Own er_ Qucry _ _rl id star.cJ'm '!Type=lJct<lll 

Page 1 of 1 

I Owner Name 

17-04-26-00- O m? 01700 

15-06-23-00- O m? 011 00 

15-06-25-00- O m? 00400 

15-06-26-00- O m? 00 100 

17-0 1-00-00- O m? 02400 

17-01-00-00- O m? 02800 

17-01-17-00- O m? 00700 

17-01-20-00- O d 00100 

17-06-1 0-00- 0 !2? 01700 

18-05-30-00- O d 
00601 

Last Page >> 

ICc;? 
7/2L\/2 Q0 '1) 



RLID Owner Query 

~. .· ;· . ~. ! ;-:r::.··~ -1· :- : 

0 1""" '?5'1) selected. ReGOrd number6 1 -10 are displayed below . 

. ',,. i ;e click the 0 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

. ·-
MCDOUGAL BROS INC EUG 582187 

MCDOUGAl BROS INC 690824 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC 1114683 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC 4080022 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC CRE CRE 4084065 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC 4096838 

MC-DOUGAL BHOS INC 5478092 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC 5494149 

MCDOUGAL BROS lNC 5504251 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC 5525488 

~)------------~ Next Page> 

New Pro;;c ,:y Sea,cl 1 AppliCillions Menu 

'""'' 

http://www. rl id.org/q ueri es/Owner __ Query _rl id sta r. cfm'IType=Detai I 

rr;:-:-:- - - --· 
1 vwner Name ..:::J t + 

. . ::r -

18-03-03-13- 0 " 01000 
!IT!{ 

18-03-26-00- O riT!? 00200 
18-03-26-00- 0 'l 
00101 I'IT!I 

19-0 1-08-00- O d 02907 
19-03-1i2-33- O d 02300 
19-01-08-00- O riT!? 02907 

O riT!? 

o m? 

O d 

O d 

Last Page >> 

!~s 
7/24/2006 



RLJD Owner Query r<:I~C 1 Vl 1 

j Owner Name 

1668 re cord(s) selecled. Record numbers 1 . 10 are displayed below. 

P lease click the 0 to the rig ht of a record to view a detai led property report. 

WEYERHAEUS ER CO 34098 16-02-13-00- 6 rm1 00800 

W EYERHAEUSER CO 740 42ND ST SPR SPR SPR 97478 126282 17-02-32-22- O riTf 00400 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 924173 20-05-20-00- O d 00800 
WEYERHAEUSER CO 938652 21-03-05-00- O riTf 01700 

WEYERHAEUSER CO SPR SPR 1348802 17-02-30-00- 201 O riTf 02500 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 4105910 15-15-00-00- O d 01100 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 1761525 16-01-17-00- O d 01302 

WEYERHAEUSER CO INC 192 N BERTELSEN RD EUG EUG EUG 97 402 458966 17-04-27-30- O d 01600 

WEYERHAEUSER CO INC 5017890 O d 
W EYERHAEUSER CO INC 5093651 O rrf 

Next Page> Last Page » 

New Proper1y Search 1 Appl icalions Menu 

) (,(,., 
ht tp :1/www .ri i d. org/qu eri es/Uwn e1_(!uery _rlr cl st8 r.cfm ·r J ype= Del8 rl 5/ 29/200 (:; 



RLID Owner Query rl!M,C I Ul I. 

. ~ ~ ' . i • . . •. ' : i ; i'·' ·-":"·:. ·. !owner Name 3 t -1-
9 ; '>· d(s) selecled. Record numbers 1 - 10 are displayed below. 

P . e c lick the 6 to the r ight of a reco rd to v iew a detailed property report. 

•. 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC EUG 582187 18-03-03-13- O mf 01000 
690824 18-03-26-00- O d 00200 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC 

1114683 18-03-26-00- O d 00101 
MCDOUGAL BROS INC 

4080022 19-01-08-00- O d 02907 
MCDOUGAl BROS INC 

4084065 19-03-12-33- O d 
0.0100 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC 

4096838 19-01-08-00- O d 02907 
MCDOUGAL BROS INC 

MCDOUGAL BROS INC 5478092 O d 
MCDOUGAL BROS INC 5494149 O m' 
MCDOU GAL BROS lNC 5504251 O d 
MCDOUGAL BROS INC 5525488 O m' 

Next Page > Last Page>> 

New Propert y Search 1 Applicalions Menu 



RLJD Owner Query 

168 record (s) selected. Record numbers 1 - 10 are displayed below . 

Please click the 6 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 

\_p(£ 

\ 

22077 

22168 

22192 

95008 

95040 

95719 

96006 

507242 

752228 

752327 

Next Page> 

New Prop0.rty Search 1 Applications Menu 

I Owner Name 

15-06-23-00-
01100 
15-06-25-00-
00400 
15-06-26-00-
00100 
H -o 1-00-0Q-
02400 
17-01-00-00-
02800 
17-01 -17-00-
00700 
17-01-20-00-
00100 
17-06-1 0-00-
01700 
18-05-30-QO-
00601 
18-05-31-00-
00300 

3 t-1-
_,, .. ~ 

, • .,# 

O riTf 

O riTf 

O riTf 

O t2f 

0 ~ 

0 ~ 

0 ~ 

O riTf 

0 ~ 

O r2f 

Last Page » .~~-r'~~ 

... ,,,~ ,~ll 

/(,1 
h lt p ://w ww . r l icJ .org/q tteri cs/() wm:r_ Que ry _r l idsta r elm '~s t<Jrt '-- I &c us to rn _ rc]Ju rl_ i J '-'0&Ty!Jc= Deta i l&sur·t... S/2912008 



RLID Owner Query 

.... · ... : • .. . · 

1 ~· >oord(s) selected . Record numbers 1 · 10 are displayed below. 

Pi ·· ~ click the 0 to the right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

. ' - . 

SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JON!=S TIMBER 
co 
SE.NECA JONES T11MBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 
S.ENECA JONES TIMB!E!R 
co 
SENECA JONES TIMBER 
co 

~------------~ 

t.~ 

~,,: 

,· .. , . 

22077 

22168 

22192 

95008 

95040 

95719 

96006 

507242 

752228 

752327 

NextPag~ 
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JLA W OFFICE OF BILL KLOOS, PC 

;~. OREGON LAND USE LAW 
375 WEST 4"' STREET, SUITE 204 

EUGENE, OR 97401 
TEL (541) 954-0095 
FAX (541) 343-8702 

·, ~v,. 

E-MAIL KIMODEA@LANDUSEOREGON.COM 

PLAN CHANGE AND ZONE CHANGE 
APPLICATION 

FOR 

RAVIN VENTURES, LLC 
Lane County, Oregon 

Map 16-01-08, tax lot 700 

f ·· - c . ..,, .. . ·.c.. 
~ . Lt ' 
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Prepared for: 
Ed Fisher and Ramon Fisher 

PO Box 751 
Oakridge, Oregon 97 463 

May 2006 



LAW OFFICE OF BILL KLOOS, PC 

OREGON LAND USE LAW 
576 OLIVE STREET, SUITE 300 

PO BOX 11906 
EUGENE. OR 97440 

PHONE (541) 343-0323 
FAX (541) 343-8702 

E-MAIL KIMODEA@LANDUSEOREGON.COM 

APPLICANT'S INITIAL STATEMENT 
TO COUNTY BOARD 

IN SUPPORT OF 
FOREST PLAN DESIGNATION AND F-2 ZONING 

Kent Howe 
Planning Director 
Land Management Divi sion 
125 E gth Ave 
Eugene, OR 97401 

May 16,2006 

Re: Fisher Plan Change and Zone Change Application 
Map 16-01-08, tax lot 700 

Dear Mr. Howe: 

Pl ease accept this letter as evidence in support of the attached plan change and zone 
change app li cat ion. The proposal is to re-designate property from Agriculture to Forest and 
rezone the property from E-40 to F-2. Enclosed is a check for $6,01 0 .00. 

J. PROPOSAL DESCRIPTION 

A. Owner/Applicant 

Ravin Ventures, LLC 
R amon Fisher, President 
Ed Fisher, interest hold er 
PO Box 751 
Oakridge, OR 97463 

B. Proposal 

Agent 

Kim O'Dea 
Law Office ofBill Kloos, PC 
375 West 4111 St., Ste. 204 
Eugene, OR 97401 
(541) 954-0095 

Th is proposal is a reques t to redesignate 126.28 acres of farmland to forestland 
and rezone th e same from E-40 to F-2. 

C. Exhibits 
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Exhibit A: 
Exhibit B: 
Exhibit C: 
Exhibit D: 
Exhibit E: 
Exhibit f: 
Exhibit G: 
Exhibit H: 
Exhibit 1: 
Exhibit J: 
Exhibit K: 
Exhibit L: 
Exhibit M: 
Ex.bibit N: 
Exhibit 0: 
Exhibit P: 
Exhibit Q: 
Exhibit R: 

Application Form 
Location Map 
County Assessment and Taxation Maps 
Zoning Map 
Smrounding Area Maps 
Soils Map 
Aerial PboJograph 
RCP Goal 5 Natund Resource Excerpt 
RLID Property lnforrnfl;tion Shee.ts 
RCP Agricultural Working Paper Excerpt 
Topographical Map 
PDC and Ownership Deeds 
FIRM Image 
Site Photographs 
Rura~l Addressing Maps 
Hearing Official's Interpretation ofF-1/F-2 Policies 
Legal Lot Verification PA 00-5822 
NWI Map 

II. SITE AND PLANNING PROFILE 

A. Location 

Map 16-01-08, Tax lot 700 .. See Exhibi t C. 

The property subject to the application, hereinafter referred to as the 
"subject property," is a lega l lot. See PA 00-5822. The proposed plan 
change and zone change does not affect th e boundaries of the Jot, ar:~d 
therefore does not affect its lega l status. Tax lot 700 is approximately 
126.28 acres located west of Marcola Road, approximately one mile north 
of the unincorporated community of Marcola. See Exhibit B. 

B. Zoning 

c. 

The subject property is designated farm land and zoned E-40. See Exhibit 
D. 

Site Characteristics/History 

The subject property is located at the foot of the Coburg Hills and slopes 
gently upward toward the west. The western portion of the property is 
traversed by high tension power lines. A second set of high tension lines 
cuts diagonally across th e property. The east portion of the property is 
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bisected by an abandoned railroad right of way and old Marcola Road 
right-of-way. See Exhibits C and E. A homestead dwelling is located on 
the eastern portion of the property near Marcola Road. See Exhibit 0 . 

The applicant purchased the subject property in 1998. The property had 
been logged and regenerated prior to the applicant's purchase. In 2002, 
the applicants logged the property. It has been subsequently regenerated. 
There is no evidence that property has never been used for farm use. The 

2000 Aerial photo, included as Exhibit G, shows the property as forested 
or in forest rejuvenation. No grazing or cultivated soils are apparent on 
the aeria l photos. See Exhibit G. 

D. Organization, Summary and Introduction 

This narrative is organized according to the kinds of standards that apply. Following the 
Introduction, four additional parts address the Statewide Planning Goals, the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan Policies, the standards for plan changes, and the standards for zone changes, respectively. 
Because the goals provide the most comprehensive set of standards, the evidence and legal 
argument is presented as comprehensively as poss ible in connection with the discussion of th e 
goals. Whenever poss ible, in order to avoid repetition , reference is made back to the goa l 
discussion when addressing the non-goa l s tandards. Supporting exhibits are attached to thi s 
narrative. A 1 ist of exhibits is included on page 2, above . 

This applicant seeks a plan change from Agriculture to Forest and a zone change from E-
40 to F-2 for approx imately 126 acres of land west of Marcola Road and west of the Marcola 
River. The property is roughly rectangular. It is adjacent to Marcola Road and more specifica ll y 
described in Ex hibit L. Sec Exhibit B for exact location. 

Proposal in a Nutshell: The subject property is su rrounded by Forest designation and 
exception area. It is an E-40 lot in a sea afForest des ignation and RR exception areas. See 
Exhibit E. Thi s application seeks a Forest designation, which would be consistent with the use of 
the parcel, surrounding designations and uses and topography. lf the application is approved, the 
subj ect propc1iy would be designated Forest and zoned F-2. Because the parcel a lready contains 
a dwelling, it is considered developed and not likely eligible for further development. 

Requests for a plan change from Agricultural Land to Forest Land must comply with the 
Statewide Planning Goals, th e Rural Comprehensive Plan, and th e county zoning code. The 
standards in the goals, the plan, and the code are diverse. They overlap somewhat. This 
sta tement addresses each relevant standard with support from exhibits. 

The subject proposa l removes no resource land from the County's inventory. It simply 
rep laces one resource desi gnation with another. Furthermore, the proposal neither results in any 

l ) cj 
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development approvals nor increases development opportunities. The subject property is already 
developed with a pre-land use regulation dwelling. Land divisions in the Forest zone are more 
difficult than in the E-40 zone because minimum lot size is 80 acres rather than 40-acres (under 
current E-40 zoning). At 126.28 acres, the subject property is not large enough to qualify for a 
land division under the forest designation. The forest designation and zoning do not allow for 
additional dwellings on a single tract ofland. Furthermore, the proposed designation reflects the 
past, current and continued use of the property. 

The balance of this Introduction does two things: (A) It summarizes the state and local 
legal framework that authorizes Forest and Farm designations; and (B) it describes the subject 
property and the immediately surrounding property in a way that will be relevant to many of the 
state and local standards that are addressed in detail in the balance of this statement. 

A. State and Local Law Authorize Resource Designations. 

Goal 3 and the Goal 3 Rule define "Agricultural Land" and require that it be preserved for 
farm use. Goal4 and the Goal4 Rule define ''Forest Lands," require it to be conserved, and allow 
it to be put to the limited range ofuses stated in the Rule. Both types of lands are "resource 
lands." As defined by LDCD, "Resource Land" is any land within the definition of Goal 3 

~~·*'·" (Agricultural Land), Goal 4 (Forest Land), Goal 16 (Estuarine Resources); Goal I 7 (Coastal 
X.# Shorelands); or Goal 18 (Beaches and Dunes). See OAR 660-004-0005(2). "Nonresource Land" 

is any land that is not within the definition of one of the goals listed above. See OAR 660-004-
0005(3). 

B. Description of Subject Property and Adjacent and Nearby Area. 

This section describes the subject property in summary terms and the adjacent and nearby 
land in more detail. The purpose is to provide a factual context for the balance of the narrative. It 
is especially relevant to Section IV- Compliance with the Rural Comprehensive Plan. Reference 
is made to plan and zone designations, parcelization, and iand uses. 

In general terms, this area is in the foothills on the east side of the Coburg Hills near the 
rural unincorporated community of Marcola. The site has soils that qualify it as both forest and 
farm land. 

"Adjacent and nearby" is not defined in the statute, rules or local code. The applicant 
therefore defines it to mean lands with a boundary line common to the subject property (if the 
common line is a road, then the lands across the road are considered adjacent) and lands within 
1,000 feet of the subject property. However, there are several properties within 1,000 feet of th e 
subject property that are separated from the subject property by two county roads and the Marcola 
River. The applicant believes that these properties do little to influence or represent the character 
of the surrounding area because there are separated from the subject property by too many 
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barriers. This issue ~s discussed further below in the "summary of table" section. 

The subject property is approximately ~acres of reforested timberland. It is developed 
with a homestead {pre- land use regulation) dwelling that is located near Marcola Road. The 
property has a history of being logged. It was most recently logged by the appHcant in 2002. It is 
currently in forest regeneration. Prior .to that, it was logged in approximately 1955-1960 (based 
on 2002 tree stump and site conditions). There is no evidence that the property has ever been in 
"agricultural use" as defined by the statute. 

The property is roughly rectangular in shape. 1t rises from about 700 feet in elevation at 
the east to about):stYfeet at the west. See Exhibit K. It is traversed by two BPA power lines and 
an abandoned railroad right-of-way. See Exhibits C and E. There is a well and septic system on 
the site to serve the existing dwelling. 

As discussed more fully in connection with Goals 3 and .4, a majority of the soils on the 
site have an Agricultural Capability rating ofl through IV and therefore the property qualifies as 
Agri cultural Land. The subject site also meets the county's acknowledged definition of forest 
lands by containing soils capable of producing more than 50 cu/ftlacre of wood fiber. 

Table A (below) summarizes uses, designation, and zoning on adjacent and nearby /''•. 
properties. The table also includes the subject property. To determine zoning, the applicant used 
offi cial County zoning maps, which are included as Exhibit D. To determine designation, the 
applicant relied on zoning and RLID data sheets . To determine acreage and presence of a 
dwelling, the applicant relied on RLID data sheets. To determine use, the applicant relied on 
RLJD data sheets, aerial photos, site visits and s ite photos. See footnotes 1 and 2. RLID data 
sheet s are included as Exhibit I. 

RLID shows that th e subject property is in Forest Tax Deferral and in Small T ract 
Fores tland Option Deferral. Both deferrals require the property to be in forest use. See Exhibit I. 
RLID also describes the subject property as Timber and Timberlands. The site photographs 
confirm that the property is in forest management and that there is no farming. The aerial 
photograph shows much ofthe property as treed, some of the property in regeneration (the more 
barren areas), a small portion developed with a dwelling, and a small portion in open field (near 
the dwelling). The owner has confirmed that the small field is not in "farm use," as defined by 
th e statute. 

, ... ~-i't')\ 

) 
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Map& Location 
' 

Tax Lot In r elation to 
$Ubject 

property 

16-01 -07, North 
TL200 (adjacent) 

£ 
./l 

16-01 -07, North and 
TL201 West 

(adjacent) 

1·6-01 -07 North and 
TL 202 ' West 

(adjacent) 
:~ 

~ ., ··. 
. : 16-0 1-07, West 

TABLE A 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY LAND 

Zoning Acreage Dwelling? Use 1 

/Desig 

F-2/F 64.27 No Timberlands/ 
Commercial 
Forestry (F) 

F- 1/F 51.10 No Publicly 
Owned 
Property/ 
Forestland (F) 

F- I!F 48.31 No Timberlands/ 
Commercial 
Forestry (F) 

F- 1/F 159.54 No Publicly 

Comments2 

_Owned by-
Rosboro Lumber 
CQD.lpany and in 
Forest Tax 
DeferraL 
Owned by US 
Government No 
special tax 

, assessment 
Owned_hy_ 

(~er~ 
Comna; . 

• -~ ' J 

Forest Tax 
Deferral. 
Owned by BLM. 

r·. ~\ 
\.. l 

' ). 

., 

' 
' TL 300 \ Owned , No special tax 

Property/ ' assessment. ; 

' 
For:estland (F) 

' West F-2/F 102.80 No Timberlands/ 0~-!l~ 16-01-07, ! 
TL400 

',) 

Commerci al ,. --vieyerhaeuser i v 

Forestry (F) ', ..Comn~nv..-I~ 
p . 

Forest Tax 
. DeferraL 

-
Owned -by ~ 16-01 -07, , West F- 1/F .57 No Commercial 

TL 299 !J (adj acent) Forestry (F) ~s(} . In 
/1" Forest Tax i 

1 Use of the site was determined by Assessment and Taxa tion da ta (includi ng ownership, land use category, property 
classific<Jtion and tax deferral status); aerial photos and s ite visits (including photos). Where Assessment and 
Tn xation showed tax deferral , the c lassification o f the defeiTa l was used to determi ne overall use. A summary of tax 
de ferrals class ifi cati ons is included w ith Exhibi t I. RLID data sheets, whi ch inc lude Assessment and Taxation data, 
are included as Exhibit I. ( ) ind icates the use ca tegory give n to each property for calculation purposes; (F) 
Commercial Fores try; (A) Agriculture/farm use ; (R) Res idential ; (0) Othe r. 
2 For Tax Deferral data and ownership, see Ex hib it I. For explanation of the " too far removed" comment, see Table 
Summary below. In summary, these propert ies, despit e their proximity to the subject property, are too far removed to 
be part of the charac ter o f the ' surrounding area ' and are therefore not included in ca lculations. 

n 
I 

~ 
I 
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/' 

i 
16-01 -07,/ West and F-1/F 1.08 No 
TL 800 South 

~ 

16-01-07, South F-2/ 87.31 No 
TL 500 (adjacent) E-40 (60 in F-2) 

FlAg 

16-01 -07, South E-40 30.46 No 
TL 501 lAG 

16-01-07, South E-40 .68 No 
TL 601 lAG 

16-01-07, South E-40 12.01 No 
TL 700 lAG 
16-01-08, Subject E-40 .p-J-~5) Yes 
TL 700 Property lAG .;s 

16-01 -08, North F-2 41.74 No 

TL 40~\ .. ijY IF 

16-01-08, No rth F-2 23.60 Yes 
TL 402 IF 

16-01 -08, North RR5 5.95 Yes (2) 
TL 501 /RR 
16-01-08, North RR5 4.12 Yes 
TL 503 /RR 
16-01-08, North RR5 3.03 Yes 
TL 504 /RR 
16-0J -08, North RR5 1.96 Yes 

Commercial 
Forestry (F) 

Commercial 
Forestry (F) 

Brush; vacant · 
idle property4 

(Ol 
Brusb; vacant 
idle property, 
vacated 
railroad right-
of-way (0) 
Brush; 
Forestry (F) 
Commercial 
Forestry (SP) 

Timberlands/ 
Commercial 
Forestry (Fl 
Commercial 
Forestry with 
Residential 
development 
(Fl 
Residential 
(R) 
Residential 
(R) 
Residential 
(R) 
Residential 

3 Sma ll Trac t Forestland Option Deferral (a second type of forest deferral for growing timber) 

Deferrt:~l. 

owned by--... '\ 
Weyerhaeuser-. 
PanofHirger 
tract. 
In Small Tract 
Forestland o)Y 

(STF0
3

) tax~(}-~ 
d~eqal. 

BPA dwned. No 
./ l 

- spe~na tax 
assessment. 
No special tax 
assessmentt? _. 

J \ _JJ 
s<./ 

\0 

In STFO Forest ?o Tax_defenal. 
In Forest 
Deferral and 
STFO deferral. 
R6Sbor-O'Lumber 
Co. l~orest Tax 
Deferral . 
In Forest Tax 
Deferral. 

/) 

\ j5'" 
/ •. y' 

No speci al tax 
assessment. 
No special tax 
assessment. 
No special tax 
assessment. 
No special tax 

4 RLID says "pas ture, cows, sheep, cattle." No special tax assessment. Aerial Photo s.hows parcel in some sort of 
natural regenerati on. Site inspecti on nnd photos show the parcel as brush and trees . It appears to be in fores t 
regenerati on, but it is hard to tell. However, there is no pasture or farming. 

'f 
' 

;-) 

l)· 

·'"'-
/ 

· ~ J I 
j..>'_.·- · 

(/ 

........ ~ , 
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. ~· ,, 

~~~¥ 

TL600 
I 6-01 -08, 
TL200 
16-01-08, 
TL500 
16-01-08, 
TL 502 
16-01-08, 
TL900 
16-01-08, 
TL 106 
I l,_ I.J / -; ;:,·. 

F/. Jr ./! J 

16-01 -08, 
TL 801 
16-01 -08, 
TL 802 
16-01-08, 
TL 803 
16-01 -08, 
TL 804 
16-01-08, 
TL 800 
16-01-08, 
TL901 
16-01-08, 
TL 1000 
16-01-08, 
TL 1001 
1 6-0I-08, 
TL 1002 
16-01-08, 
TL 1003 
I 6-01-08, 
TL 1004 
16-01 -08, 
TL 1100 
16-01-08, 
TL 1101 
16-01 -08, 

(adjacent) 
Northeast 

Northeast 

Northeast 

Northeast 

Northeast 

.\'() / 'i /J •.'ii .. \'l 

East 
(Adiacent) 
East 

J.Adlacent) . 
East 
(Adjacent) 
East 

_(Adjacent}_ 
East 

.. (Adjacent) 
East 

East 

East 

East 
: 

East 

East 

East 

East 

Eas t 

IRR 
RR5 1.90 Yes (2) 
IRR 
RR5 2.73 Yes 
/RR 
RR5 1.19 Yes 
/RR 
RR5 1.29 Yes 
/RR 
RR5 2.80 Yes 
/RR 
L·- -/!1. / (,,\: _ ,. _; ) ·~ ·s r _"' ; 

Ni'..'.' f. d/ ('; J/II!!c'; / .. ·i .\ 

, ·> n 
. ,_!}· .' \ J\ i :FI. , 

. RR-5 2.56 Yes 
/RR 
RR-5 .81 Yes 
/RR 
RR-5 .88 Yes 
/RR 
RR-5 1.08 Yes 
IRR 
RR-5 7.65 Yes 
IRR 
RR-5 1.57 Yes 
IRR 
RR-5 2.63 Yes 
/RR 
RR-5 .87 Yes 
/RR 
RR-5 .87 Yes 
/RR 
RR-5 .86 Yes 
/RR 
RR-5 3.20 No 
/RR 
RR-5 2.75 Yes (2) 
/RR 
RR-5 1.42 Yes (2) 
/RR l 

RR-5 7.25 Yes 

(R) assessment. 
Residential · No special tax 
(R) assessment. 
Residential No special tax 

(R) assessment. 
.. 

· Residential No special tax 
(R) assessment. 
Residential No special tax 
(R) assessment. 
Residential No special tax 
(R) • assessm~nt. 
. lgrintlfi JJ'(• Tou /"a; · 
i .I; /(, :11/111'('(/. !11 

Fumt ,1,_:;{.,-r::i. 
Residential No special tax 

JRl asses.sment. 
i 

Residential No special tax ' 

(R) assessment. 
Residential No special tax 
(R) assessment. 
Res idential No special tax 
(R) assessment 
Residential No special tax 

__{Rl asses-sment. 
Residential No special tax 
(R} assessment. 
Residential No special tax 
(R) assessment. 
Residential No SpeciaL tax 
(R) assessment. 
Residential No special tax 
(R) assessment. 
Residential No Special tax 
(R) as.scssment. 
Vacant, idle No special tax 
land,_{Ol assessment. 
Residential No spedal tax 
(R) assessment. 

Residential No special tax 
(R) assessment 
Residential No sp_ecial tax 
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TL 1200 IRR 
.... (_(;/ .tj:~'. r.·i i.\ i :'-:N-·.' _, _:.: f I'.\ 

' .. /I;/ k ~-~ 

. '·· '. I, !-. tl.\: i( /{ -5 ,\·.: i-/ I 
I' - . J,' . ,\ ( t 

., . 
/ i/_, I) f) 

I f .. i\. 1\ 

; !,.,, i _, 1,\ 1.:'~/.'.'i /W-5 · I 
-;,. ,, ) "cs 

'/ ._,._ iIi.; I)!) 
. I \ I\ 

_i I - . : .' . ! :'. {':; : : ' · 
;·; ' \' .: _\,, J. 

. .. ;. j .1_ ~ : ~ i 

Southeast RR-5 7.89 

-· . .. 
(R) assessment. 
r:, suleruiul 'I~Ju /£:ir ret.~ : ')\ .\. /. 

\I~ J \ . . 
, II Sj }(:( ·; ;;[ lei \ 

ciSSc.'S.\il lt "II/ . 

till! her o J/1 I Ji,r; jitr r ciiW\ "t'<f. 

OJ>i.'lt iond r Fi In FIJrcst 

/)e/~ ' / FII f 

I< <'Sid( ' II I i c/ I [o o tiu· 1\:'ii/u\·, ·,I 
t / { i Xo Sf )C'Ciol 1u.i 

nssc:S.\"1 11 t.'tl 1. 

.- /gi· l·t'.J r /;'.: t f'C 7i}fJ./c;ii. ~''-·'ill()~': ... , . 

:'.· :.~ ( l ( (~t/1'./lL..,J.L/~:'f'/'1// . 

Commercial .Jn ·Forest 16-0J -08, Yes (3) 
TL 107 IRR Forest with Deferral._/ \\ rf. 

'\.I' 

dwelling (F) ···----------~- - -- ~ 
16-01 -08, Southeast E-40 79.84 No Commercial In Forest 
TL 1300 lAG Forest Deferral. 

f'., _, 

Production "--}v~'' 
and open land - · - --

.. t"' \ 

(F) 

Marcola East N/A N/A N/A 
Road (adjacent) 
BPA Marion- Through N/A N/A NIA 
Alvey 
Transmission 
Line 
Easement 
BPA Main West and N/A N/A N/A 
Transmiss ion Through 
Line 
Easement 
Mohawk East N/A N/A N/A 
River 
Paschelke East NIA N/A N/A 
Road 

Summary of Table: The subject property is an E-40 parcel in a sea of Forest and RR 
Exception area land . See Exhibit E. 

Lots by designation: There are 38 adjacent and nearby properties. Nine and two-thirds 
(25%) are designated Forest; four and one-third (II%) are designated Agriculture and 24 (63%) 

"""\ 
''·'· Ji· 
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are designated Residential. 

/1 . --- ---·· 
There are k1>-~f~perties adjacent to the subject property (this includes the five RR-5 

parcels just across Marcola Road). Four and 2/3 ofthe parcels are designated Forest (42 %) (The 
2/3 parcel is tax lot 500 which is split designated/zoned). Six of the parcels are designated Rural__.. 
Residential (55%). One third of parcel 500 is designated Agriculture (3%). 

/, .- - .. 

Lots by use: There are 38..mtjacent and nearby properties. 13 (34%) are in commercial 
. ' . / . 

forest use; none (0%) are i?. agricultural use; 22 (,58%) are in residential use; and three (8%) are in 
some other use. There are~1· adj~cent parcels: six are in residential use; five are in commercial 
forestry, and none are in fann use.) 

Acreage Summary: The acreage of each of the adjacen,t and nearby parcels is shown in 
Table A, above. Acreage includes the entirety of the parcel, even if only a portion of the p~ncel 
falls within the 1,000 foot adjusted boundary. However, much ofthe agricultural land (168.13 
acres) and some of the RR land (four parcels totaling 26.48 acres) are separated from the subject 
property by two county roads and the Mohawk River. Of the six and one-third parcels in the 
surrounding area zoned E-40, only two I ie on the same side of Marcola Road as the subject 
property. Four E-40 properties lie across Marcola Road; three are across both Marcola Road and 
the Mohawk River; and two are across Marcola Road, the Mohawk River and Paschelke Road. 
The parcels across Marcola Road, despite being separated by the road, are close enough to be part 
of the character of the area surrounding the subject property. The lots across both the road and 
the river begin to lose their influence on the subject property, but might still be considered part of 
the character of the surrounding area. But those parcels across Marcola Road, then across the 
Mohawk River and THEN across another County road are effectively removed from the practical 
definition of surrounding area because they are separated from the property by major 
infrastructure and natural resources and lose their influence on the subject property. Therefore, 
these lots have been removed from review and calculations. Wi.~_~Uhese lots, there are a total 
of approximately 770.57 acres "adjacent and nearby," ofwhi~9cres are adjacent. 

Acreage by designation: There are approximately 770.57 acres of adjacent and nearby 
land, 553.01 acres (72%) of which are designated Forest; 150.30 acres (20%) are designated 
Agriculture; and 67.27 acres (9%) are designated Rural Residential. 

There are 11/ parcels adjacent to the subject property (this includes the five RR-5 parcels 
just across Marcola Road) that total 266.50 acres: 224.25 of those acres are designated Forest 
(84%); 14.94 acres are designated Rural Residential (6%); and 27.31 acres are designated 
Agriculture (I 0%). 

Acreage by use: There are approximately 770.57 acres of adjacent and nearby land, 
680.06 acres (88%) are irfc:"pmiperc]al forestry; none (0%) are in farm use; 56.17 acres (7%) are 
in residential use; and 34.34 acres (5%) are in some other use. 
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Of those 770.57 total acres,/266.;>0 acres are adjacent. Of the adjacent acres, 25 !.56 acres 
(94%) are in _ru~:~1!¥r~i~J forestry; none' (0%) are in farm use; and 14.94 acres (6%) are in 
residential use. 

Boundarv line: The subject property has 12,866 linear feet ofboundary line (4633 North; 
I 888 West; 4145 South and 2200 East). There are 11 adjacent parcels (including the five RR-5 
parcels across Marcola Road). Tax lot 600 zoned RR5 has 700 feet of common boundary; tax Jot 
200 zoned F-2 has 3200 linear fee of boundary; tax lots 201,202 and 299 zoned F-1 have 2,666 
linear feet of common boundary, tax lot 500 split zoned F-2 and E-40 has 2700 linear fee t ofF-2 
boundary and 1400 linear feet ofE-40 boundary; and Marcola Road with 2200 linear feet of 
boundary (across Marcola road are numerous lots with 2200 linear feet ofRR5 boundary). By 
designation, 66 percent of the subject property is bounded by Forest designated land, 11% is 
bounded by Agricultural designated land, 23 % is bounded by Marcola Road and Residentially 
designated land. By use, 77% is in forest production, 23% is in residential use and 0% is in farm 
use. 

For a general depiction of land uses, zoning and designations in the vicinity, see Exhibit 
E. 

TABLE B 
SUMMARY OF SURJ~OUNDING AREA BY ACRES AND PERCENTAGE 

LOTS AND PARCELS 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY 

Number of adjacent and nearby properties as 
defined by the applicant 
Number and percentage of the adjacent and 
nearby properties that are in each 
Comprehensive Plan designation 
Number and percentage of the adjacent and 

i:; ._ · !~:\i!~1~ :::l i"'!"Ol')'-·n:~..-~ 

·, '. : ·.; ;.. : _1 !: .. HI ;·· ... :~.: l. \- ; ·; 1 i ;--; 

su:·n 1 u ~~ ~:~;1~ ::; · \..~~ ::." s r i !: 

l ' 'I ·.._·Li<~l~l;!l:ll1tl) · l ' t)J .\.'~i 

;:~;d !·L·siJcnl i;d i 

Properties within 
1,000 fee t 
excluding those 
fiv e properti es 
separated from 
the subject 
property by two 
county roads and 
the Mohawk 
River 

38 

'i ~ - .-:. (.::>··,i i : ,,r~·;; ~ 2/3 (25%)Forest 
(: ; ' ': "''.;} .\:.! ~ 113 (11%)Ag 
2-:' 1(>.;,",,; :-~.1 ·: ~4 (63%) RR 

-· ~, 
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-· 

nearby properti es that are in each general use i ·c;:\ _"_"tr\ · nr !1\.: :1' it ... lrL·~d - . 
category 

: (} ' ····! .\~r!(· td ! t : r:d ( ~ ts 

t : ~...~ i iC;...' d by :-= !iHl:rL j 

2-1 (. 55' .' · ~~; f\l· si tk~nl i:d 

.-:. ( i ' ~ ·: , ) ( J th l.'~-

ACREAGE 
ADJACENT AND NEARBY 

, Total number of acres in adjacent and nearby l; f- , ) : \ ~ · ~· r, .. ~ 
properties 
Number of acres in and percentage of adjacent ~- 5 J/) I . '-·, : 

\. .' / •. J r .. ,_.;:\::': 
and nearby properties that are in each .L~ ~ - ~ () L~_;. ~~ ,i) :\ ~ 

Comprehensive Plan designation :-- :; . \ j : I 'J' ' ") I ~ i ~ 

Number of acres in and percentage of adjacent r~:,:~ . ! n ' 71 ~. .. d 

and nearby properties that are in each general use <.. { ~ l i i 1', ~ ~: ..... : :: l l C,l i' c::'! I _\ n; · 

category i1 ... ::: \': !y ; ;·._· , __ ·-:! 

i ~ ··:- _\):~ ~; '-~;. '- " (:·: .... 

. : .: - ~ ~ : l.' '•: ' -... ..... -. 

(:-: _ .. _- ~ l 7'; .. ·i! j,~ .. >~i~ ~~-_· nli ~1i 

_·, ...; __ ,_.; : 5'' .. ' ~ ) ~ :-: c: 

ACREAGE AND LOTS/PARCELS 
ADJACENT ONLY 

Number of adjacent properties (including the five '. 

parce ls just across Marcol a Road) -- ~ : : -- - . .. : . . . ~ .... : .... .. ~ : ; 

~: ; : ~ . :.") ; ;; > ~ i \ ·, .. 

Total acreage of adjacent properties ~ ' ~ :· · , .5·: 

Number of acres and percentage of adjacent _2 ~_; . ~ :' {_ ;-- -+ \ j· t. ;l'L' ~ : " ' 

~oilll'li.ercial 
Forestry or h.t 

p (0%) Agric. 

~2 (58%) Res. 

3 (8%) Other 

770.57 acres 

553.01 (72%) F 
i 50.30 (20%) Ag 
67.27 (9%) RR. 

; 

680.06 (88%) 
Commercial 
Forestry or h.t. 

b (0%) Ag. 

~6 . 17 (7%) Res. 

b4.34 (5%) Other 

11 
· (4 2/3 in Forest; 

1/3 in Ag and 6 
inRR) . 
266.50 
224.25 (84%)F 
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properties that are in each Comprehensive Plan "'\ -· ~ I 
- ... · I ( i !) '' ,, l :\ ~ 

designation ; -L 'l-4 ( () ~ ~- ;,) I' ,, 
' i \. 

Number or acres and percentage of adjacent .::'; -~() ! \)~ ' · · ' ; 

properties that are in each general use category l _ .. ~::. 1~: .... : ~ -.. .. :::: ::, - ~ r .... - ~ I i '\· \_);' 

~ 1:..' :!\·iiy ir:..:\.·t! 

(; ( :_ ~ ~~ (o l . \ ~ r i ~- u ~ ! u j"~ d 

! · ~ . ')-i !fl '' ., } Rc~i d c nt i: ti 

n ; { ;~ - ~~ ) c ·J i ;-i l; ~ -

Linear feet of boundary line of subject property : ~ _S (Jt~ i. r. 
Linear feet and percentage of boundary line of ;, __ _ .: (\{~ ! (\() ' ; 11 _) j :,li\' S{ 

adjacent property line by designation ; _ -4, ; i : r_ ; 
llr 

o ) : \ ~ 
~ l ji J[ ·: 1 :--~:I i,J I { !-~ 

Linear feet and percentage ofboundary line of , -_._ tJr)(l r i 7' ' , j 

adjacent properties that are in each general use ( ' c .:;~;:l 1l'! · c: ::! ~ :I. ) r '-.. '-: : r \ . l): · 

category i~ l- ; I \ ' i: \ 1 :"L' l'l.i 

: -, ~ ! ; l • ·, . '. L' i': '-: : : ~ : ~; ;·: ; ; i_:;_,: 

-·: :: :::l:·._: ;: \ ~ L ~:: : ·. \.: ) 

' l . ' ; - ' . , , I , , 

- · . I J ,I :'-. •:~:~:l,' ! ~l ::l! 

i! { U" tJ) ( ) ~ h L' :' 

Ill. COMPLJANCE WITH STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS. 

27.31 (10%) Ag 
14.94 (6%) RR 
251.56 (94%) 
Commercial 
Forestry or h.t. 

0 (0%) Ag 

14.94 (6%) Res 

0 (0%) Other 

12,866 l.f. 
8,566 (66%) F 
1,400 ( 11%) Ag 
2900 (23%) RR 
9,966 (77%) 
Commercial 
Forestry or h.t. 

0 (O%)Ag 

2900 (23%) Res 

0 (0%) Other 

Amendments to local plans and code must comply with the Statewide Planning Goals . 
ORS 197.175(2)(A). For individual applications like thi s, compliance with rel evant goals must be 
addressed by th e county. This Part addresses each relevant goa l and explains why the proposa l 
complies. This application requires no goal exceptions. 

Goal I: Citizen Involvement 

To develop a citizen involvement program that insures the opportunity for citizens to 
be involved in all phases of the planning process. 

Goal 1 is a process goal. This proposal complies with Goal 1 because it will be processed 
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as a qua,si-judicial application through the county's acknowledged public process for individual 
plan and zone changes. This process includes public hearings before the Planning Commission 
and the County Board. 

Goa·l 2: Land Use Planning 

Part I of Goal 2 requires local governments to establish processes and policies for land use 
decisions. 

To establish a land use planning process and policy framework as a basis for all 
decisions and actions related to use ofland and to assu.re an adequate factual base 
for such decisions and actions. 

Part II of Goal 2 authorizes exceptions to the goals- land use decisions that are not in 
compliance with the goals under certain circumstances. Statutes also describe when exceptions 
are authorized. See ORS 197.732. 

This application complies with Goal 2 because it is being processed under the county plan 
and code and because no exception to any resource goal is proposed. The application is simply 
trading one resource designation for another because the land better fits one category based on 
use and capability. 

Goals 3 and Goal 4: The Relationship Between Goals 3 and 4. 

OAR 660-006-00 15(2) states, 

When lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural land and forest 
land, an exceptio11 is not requii·ed to show why one resource tlesignation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that IVere used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agriculturallfotest, or other appropriate designation. 

The "agricu ltural land" designation and the "'forest land" designation are both resource 
designations. The designations have equal weight and importance to the State of Oregon. 
Through the above Rule, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both Forest 
and Ag land. For lands that qualify as both, LCDC will support either designation so long as the 
factors used to detennine designation are identified. This issue is further discussed under Section 
Ill, below, where the designation polices are reviewed specifically. 

As discussed more specifical ly under Goals 3 and 4 below, the subject property meets the 
definition of both forest land and agricultural land. The Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan 
Agricultural Working Paper documents the factors used to select Farm or Forest designation on 
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land that meets the definition of both. See Exhibit J . Each of those factors is discussed in detail 
in Section IV, below. Based on those factors, th e subject property should be designated Forest 
land . 

Because the subject property qualifies as both Ag and Forest land under Goal 3 and Goal 4, many 
of the RCP policies addressing Goal 3 are met by the subject property and many of the Goal 4 
RCP policies are met by the subject property. It is inherent in the property's duel qualification. 
However, when determining whether a property should be designated Forest or Ag, the key is not 
whether the property meets or furthers the policies under the RCP, but whether the property meets 
the factors established in the Plan for be ing Forest or Ag. These factors are di scussed in Section 
m, below. 

Goal3: Agricultural Lands 

To preserve and maintain agricultural lands. Agricultural lands shall be preserved 
and maintained for farm use, consistent with existing and future needs for 
agricultural products, forest and open space and with the State's agricultural land 
use policy expressed in ORS 215.243 and 215.700. 

Goa\3 defines "Agricultural Land" as follows : 

Agricultural Land-- in western Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, III and 
IV soils and in eastern Oregon is land of predominantly Class I, II, UI, IV, V and VI 
soils as identified in the Soil Capability Classification System of the United States 
Soil Conservation Service, and other lands which are suitable for farm use taking 
into consideration soil fertility, suitability for g•·azing, climatic conditions, existing 
and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes, existing land-use 
patterns, technological and energy inputs required, or accepted farming practices. 
Lands in other classes which are necessa1·y to permit farm practices to be · 
undertaken on adjacent o•· nearby lands, shall be included as agricultural land in any 
event. 

More detailed soil data to define agricultural land may be utilized by local 
governments if such data permits achievement of this goal. 

The LCDC has elaborated on the definition of Agricultural Land in its rules. OAR 660-
033-0020. There are four parts to the relevant definition in the rule. Each part of the definition 
is addressed separately here. 

OAR 660-033-0020(l)(a): !Predominant Soil Types] 

"Agricultural Land" as defined in Goal 3 includes: 
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(A) Lands classified by the U.S. Soil Conservation Service (SCS) as predominantly 
Class 1-lV soils 1in Western Oregon and I-VI soils in EasteJ"n Oregon; 

Goal 3 requires that SCS soils data be used to classify the soits, but it allows soils d.ata in 
the published maps to be refined wi,th more detailed onsite investigation. OAR 660-033-0030(6). 
The applicant is relying on SCS soi;Js data. 

The pub]:ished SCS soils maps show nine types of soil on this site. See Exhibit F. The 
soils are included in Table C, below. Based on Table C, the site qualifies as Agricultura'l Land 
under this part of the test because 99% of the soils on the site are in soil Classes 1-IV. 

SOIL TYPE ACRES 

I 02 C Panther SCL, 1.7 
2% to 12% slop.es 
520 Hazelair SCL, 65 
7% to 20% slopes 
89E Nekia SCL, 14 
20% to 30% slopes 
89C Nekia SCL, 13 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 McAlpin SCL 13 
89D Neckia SCL, 12% .2 
to 20% slopes 
lA Abiqua SCL, 0% to 19 
3% slopes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 
1250 Steiwer L, 12% . 12 

TABLEC 
SOILS 

AGRICULTURAL CAPABILITY CLASS 

PiER CENT AG. FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 
CAPABIL. 

CLASS - -- LMD) Dept ofForestryb 

. ·-· By soil !YQ_e/b_yacreage7 

Ely soil type By acreage 
( ct~ . ft./acre/yr) (~u . ft/yr) 

1.326 VI No 45 76.5 
info.8 

5 1.089 IV No info. 40 2600 

11 .289 IV 160 159 222() 

9.856 Ill 160 159 2067 

I 0.572 11 No Info. 169 2197 
. 129 liJ 160 !59 31.8 

14.958 I 203 161 305'9 

. 697 I] No Info . 120 108 

.086 IV No Info . 30 3.6 

5 Lane County Soil Ratings for Fores try and Ag ri cultu re (based on NRCS data) . 
6 Department of forestry Forest Lands Soil s Ratings ( 1990 revisions). 

: 

7 
The first number is the forest Productivity for the soil type per acre per year (cu. ft./acre/year). The second number 

is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the numb(!r of acres of the soil (cu .ft/year). 
8 "No Info." corresponds with the "none" designation on the Lane County Soils Rating data sheets. It indicates that 
map units lack site index ini"onnation on Douglas fir. No si te index has been collected by the NRCS due to lack of 
suitable sties or lack of time and/or fun ds. 



Fisher Plan Change and Zone Change Application 
May 16,2006 
Page I 7 of 44 

to 20% SIOQ_eS 
126.92 100% 99% Class 1-

IV 

OAR 660-033-0020(l)(a): fOther Suitable Lands]: 

l 
Site Productivity 

Approx. 97.45 cu.ft/acre/yr 

(B) Land in other soil classes that is suitable for farm use as defined in ORS 
215.203(2)(a), taking into consideration soil fertility; suitability for grazing; climatic 
conditions; existing and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes; 
existing land use patterns; technological and energy inputs required; and accepted 
farming practices; 

This part of the test focuses on lands, which have predominantly nonagricultural soils, and 
inquires into whether they are nevertheless suitable for farm use. It is commonly called the "other 
suitable lands" test. A list of seven factors must be considered. The suitability for farm use must 
consider the potential for use in conjunction with adjacent or nearby land .9 The history of the site 
in farm use would be relevant to its current suitability, 10 but not determinative.'' 

It has been established that the subject property qualifies as Agricultural land under the 
"soils. test," above. Therefore, it is not necessary to address this standard. 

OAR 660-033-0020(l)(a)(C): [Land needed to permit farming practices on 
adjacent/nearby agricultural lands] 

Land that is necessary to permit farm p1·actices to be undertaken on adjacent or 
nearby agricultUJ·ai la nds. 

This part of the test focuses on adjacent and nearby agricultural lands. However, it has 
been estab lished that the subject property qualifies as Agricultural land under the "soi ls test," 
above. It is not necessary to address this standard. 

9 
See DLCD v. Cuny County, 28 Or LUBA 205, 208-09 ( 1994), affd 132 Or App 393 ( 1995); 

Kaye/DLCD v. Marion CoufJ!Y, supra, 23 Or LUBA at 481-62 (interpreting iden tically worded previous Goal 3 
administrative rule OAR 660-05-005( 1 )(b)). 

10 
See Clark v. JacksQn County, 17 Or LUBA 594, 606 ( 1990)(past use of the property for grazing as part 

of larger operation is relevant to its current suitabi lity for farm use). 

11 
See l 000 Friends of O~Q..n....'!'.,_WASCO County Court, 80 Or App 525, 531, 723 P2d l 039 ( 1986) 

(Affirming deci s ion that former grazing lands proposed for annexation are not sui table for farm use. "Also, th ere is 
no presumption that the land is agricultural land simply because of its previous agricultural use. Previous use is 
merely one factor for the county to consider in reaching its conclusion about the land's current condition ."). 

/Xv 
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It is worth noting that the subject property is not necessary to permit farm practices to be 
undertaken on adjacen t property. First, the adjacent property to the south is Jargely in timber 
production. Second, even if it were to be farmed, designation of the site as forest lands, another 
resource designation, would not have any impact on the ability to farm the adjacent land. The 
two uses have been defined to be compatible. See OAR 660~006-0015(2) . 

OAR 660-033-0020(1)(b): fFarm unit test]: 

Land in capability classes other than l-IV/1-VJ that is adjacent to or intermingled 
with lands in capability classes I-IV/I-VI within a farm unit, shalJ be inventoried as 
agricultural lands even though this land may not be cropped or grazed; 

This part of the test focuses on lands which are predominantly nonagricultural soils, and 
inquires into whether they are adjacent to or intermingled with better lands within a "farm unit." 
lt is commonly called the "farm unit" test. Ifthe subject property is not a pa.rt of a "farm unit," 
then this test does not apply. 

It has already been determined that the subject property meets the definition of farm land 
~· und er the "soils test," above. Therefore, this standard need not be addressed. 
~~~~:·' 

It is worth noting that the subject property is not part of a farm unit because: the subject 
property is not adjacent to any other land in the same ownership; it is not jointly managed for 
farm use with any adjacent land; and it has not been so managed in its hi story. 

Goal 4: Forest Lands 

To conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and to protect the 
state's forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices that 
assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the leading use 
on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and fish and 
wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

Forest lands are those lands acknowledged as forest lands as of the date of adoption 
of this goal amendment. Where a plan is not acknowledged or a plan amendment 
involving forest lands is proposed, forest land shall include lands which arc suitable 
for commercial forest uses including adjacent or nearby lands wJ1ich are necessary to 
permit forest operations or practices and other forested lands that maintain soil, air, 
water and fish and wildlife reso urces. 

The second paragraph of Goal 4 defi nes "Forest Lands." Because a plan amendment is 
proposed, the second sen tence of paragraph two is the operable definition. There are three pa1is 
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to the definition: (I) Lands suitable for commercial forest uses; (2) adjacent and nearby lands 
necessary to permit fores t operations or practices; and (3) other forested lands that maintain 
certain natural resources. Each part of the definition is addressed below. 

(1) [F]orest land shall include lands which are suitable for commercia.! forest 
uses. 

The term "commercial forest uses" is not defined in any statute, goal, .or rule. However, 
Lane County adopted a definition for the term in its plan, and the plan was acknowledged by the 
LCDC. Commercial forest land is land that is capable of producing crops of industrial wood in 
excess of SO cubic feet per acre of annual growth. Commercial forest types of trees include: 
Douglas fir, hemlock/cedar/spruce, other conifers, and deciduous trees. 12 

Productivity data for wood fiber is available from a number of sources. The Lane County 
Soil Ratings, published by the Lane County Land Management Division in 1997, summarizes 
federal data on wood productivity by soil types, but only for Douglas fir. Productivity data for 
the full range of commercial forest trees recognized by Lane County has been publi shed by the 
Oregon Dep't of Forestry in its 1990 Fores try Dep't Ratings. Both sources of data are 
summarized in TableD, below. The data from 1990 Forestry Dep ' t Ratings is the more useful 
because it addresses all commercial tree species. 

For each so il type shown in the Soils Map (Exhibit F) as being present on subject 
property, TableD di splays the acreage data and th e commercial tree spec ies productivity, based 
on the 1990 Forestry Dep' t Ratings and the LMD ratings. Ofthc nine types of soil present on the 
property, s ix are capable of producing substantially more than SO cubic feet of wood fiber per 

12 
La ne Coun ty' s defi niti on of"commercial fores t uses" was the central issue and the subjec t o f ex tens ive 

di scussion in Holland v. Lane Cou nty, 16 Or LUBA 583 ( 1988). LUBA summarized the relevant prov isions of th e 
acknowledged county plan as follows : 

The coun ty adop ted the foll owi ng definition of"commercial forest land" as part of its "Working 
Paper: Forest Lands ; March, 1982" (Fores t Lands Paper) and "Addendum to Workin g Paper: 
Forest Lands; November, 1983 " (Forest Londs Addendum) documents. 

'"Commercial' fore st land [is] land capab le of producing crops of industrial 
wood in excess of 50 cubic feet per acre of annual growth." 

Ordinance No. 889, Ex. C. The Forest Londs Paper, at I 0, con ta ins an inventory of"Acres of 
Commercial Forest Land by Cubic Foot Site Class, Forest Type and Ownership ." This tab le 
recogni zes th e followin g commercial fore s t types- "Douglas fir," "hemlock/cedar/spruce," "other 
conifers" and "deciduous." 

16 Or LUBA at 586 [footnotes omitted]. 
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acre annually. Based on soils, the subject property is capable of producing 97.45 cu.ft/acre/year 
of ti mber. The subject property, therefore, qualifies as Forest Land under this part ofthe test. 

SOIL TYPE ACRES 

1 02 C Panther SCL, 1.7 
2% to ! 2% slopes 
520 Hazelair SCL, 65 
7% to 40% slopes 
B9ENekia SCL., 14 
20% to Jq% s!lopes 
89C Nekia StL, 13 
2% to 12% slopes 
78 ·McAJnin SCL 13 
89D Neckia SCL, 12% .2 
to 20% slopes 
I A Abiqua SCL, 0% to 19 
3% slopes 
29 Cloquato SL .9 
1250 Steiwer L, 12% . 12 
to 20% slopes 

126.92 

TABLED 
SOILS 

FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

PERCENT FOREST PRODUCTIVITY 

LMD 13 Dept. ofForestry14 

Oy soil type/by ;~cn;age15 

By. soil type By acreage 
(cu .ft./acre/yr) (cu.ftfyr) 

1.326 No 45 76.5 
info.16 

51 .089 No info. 40 2600 

11.289 160 1·59 2226 

9.856 160 i59 2067 

I 0.572 No Info. · 169 2 197 
.129 160 159 31.8 

14 .958 203 161 3059 

.697 No Info. 140 108 --

. 0 86 No Info . 30 3.6 

I OOo/o SHe l'roductivity 
Appro.x . 97.45 cu.fUacre/yr 

(2) IA)dja-cent or nearby lands which are necessary to permit forest operations or 
practices. 

This part of the test inquires into whether the subject property must be kept in a resource 
designation in order to allow forest operations or practices to continue on adjacent or nearby 
lands. 

13 Lame County Soil Ratings for Forestry and Agriculture (based on NRCS data) 
14 Dcpanment of Forestry Forest Lands Soils Ratings ( 1990 revis ions) 
15 The first number is the Forest Productivity for the soil type per acre per year (cu. ft ./acre/year) . The second number 
is the Forest Productivity for the soil type based on the number of acres of the soil (cu.ft/year) 
16 "No Info." Cc;>rresponds with the "none·· designation on the Lane County Soils Rating data sheets. lt indicates that 
map units lack site index information on Douglas ·fir. No site index has been collected by the NRCS due to lack of 
suitable sties or lack of time and/or funds . 
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There are approximately 770 nearby and adj acent acres. Approximately 72 percent are 
des ignated Forestl and . Approximately 84 percent of adjacent tax lots are designated Forest. 
Please see Section II.D. and Tables A and B above for a more detailed analysis of the surrounding 
area. The subject property is in a sea of nearby lan d des ignated Forest. See Exhibit E. Thus, not 
only does the subject property's soils qualify for the Forest designation, but the subject property, 
though perhaps not "necessary," is highly des irable to enable adjacent and nearby lands to 
continue forest operations. 

(3) !O]ther forested lands that maintain soil, air, water and fish and wildlife 
resources. 

The targeted reso urces (soil, air, water and fi sh and wildlife resources) are generally not 
present on the subject property. There are no perennial streams or permanent water bodies. 
There is some relationship between the tree cover and air quality. The soil resources on the s ite 
have been exhaustively described. The existing tree cover (and root systems) are helpful in 
maintaining so il on s ite because of slope . The wildlife resources are s imilar throughout the area 
in terms ofrange of species and occurrence, without respect to whether the land is vacant or 
developed . 

Goal 5: Open spaces, scenic and historic areas, and natural resources. 

To conserve open space and protect natural and scenic resources. 

(l) What Goal 5 requires. 

Goal 5 requ ires th e county to inventory th e locations, quality and quantity of certain 
natural resources. Where no conflicting uses are identified, the inventori ed resources shall be 
preserved. Where conflicting uses are identifi ed, th e economic, social, environmental and energy 
consequences of the conflicting uses shall be determined and programs developed to achieve th e 
goal. 

Where a county is amending acknowledged plan and zoning des ignations, as here, the 
county must address Goal 5 if any of the area proposed for change encompasses lands included on 
the county's inventory of Goal 5 resources. 17 The county need not go through the Goal 5 conflict 
resolution process for alleged Goal 5 resources that are not on the acknowledged Goal 5 
inventory.18 The initial Goal 5 question, therefore , is whether the subject property includes any 

17 
See Urquhart v. Lane Council of Governmen ts, 80 Or App 176,721 P2·d 870 (1986); Plo!kin v. 

Washington County, 165 Or App 246,997 P2d 226 (2000); Waugh v. Coos County, 26 Or LUBA 300,3 10-12 
(1993); 1000 Friends of Oregon v. Yamhill County, 27 Or LUBA 508,522 (1994). 

,::""'~ 
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Goal 5 resources inventoried in the acknowledged county plan. 

(2) Goal 5 Resources on the Subject Property. 

The paragraphs below address the acknowledged Goal 5 resource inventories. 

Historic Resources: The acknowledged Jist of historic resources is listed as "Historic 
Sites or Sites." The subject property is not on the list. 

Mineral and Aggregate Resou'rccs: Minera.l and aggregate sites are listed in several 
appendices in the Mineral and Aggregate Working Paper. The subject property is not listed in 
any of the appendices. 

Energy: The subject property is not Jisted on any county inventory of sites to be 
protected for energy production. 

Water Resources: The Water Resources Working Paper (1982) inventories the 
following water resources which include or potentially include the subject property; Watersheds 
(specifically the Mohawk River watershed, a tributary to the McKenzie River and Wil\amette 

(>r><'· Basin); Surface Waters, including the Mohawk River, which lies, at its closest point, 
'<·, • ._,,, approximately 150 to 200 feet to the east of the subject property's most eastern boundary (across 

Marcola Road); and Groundwater. 

,!fS~"'•¥.,_ 
<' 

The subject plan change and zone change do not increase development opportunities on 
the subject site. As discussed above, the subject property is already developed with a residence. 
Under F-2 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any additional dwellings. Uses allowed in the F-
2 zoning district are S·imilar to those al'lowcd in the E-40 zoning district. Therefore, the proposed 
zone change and plan change will have no impact on the watershed, surface waters or 
groundwater resources in the area. 

Riparian Resources: The Flora & Fauna Working Paper (1982) and Addendum (1983) 
inventories Riparian resources. Riparian areas are inventoried to include all land within 100 feet 
of the banks of a Class 1 stream. Addendum at 7. There are no Class I streams on the subject 
property. The Mohawk River, a Class I stream, is approximately 125 to 200 feet from the subject 
property at its closest point. Furthermore, Marcola Road separates the subject property from the 
river. See Exhibit E. 1n any case, the proposed redesignation and rezoning do not increase 
development opportunities on the subject site. As discussed above, the subject property is already 
developed with a r·esidence. Under F-2 zoning, the applicant is not entitled to any additional 
dwellings. Uses allowed in the F-2 zoning district are similar to those allowed in fhe E-40 zoning 

18 
Davenport v. City ofTigard. 23 Or LUBJ\ 565 ( 1992). 
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district. Therefore, the proposed zone change and plan change will have no impact on the 
Mohawk River or its riparian resources, as defined. 

Wetland Resources: At the time the Flora & Fauna Working Paper was prepared, the 
U .S. Fish and Wildlife Service had not completed its National Wetlands Inventory ("NWI") 
mapping for the entire county. As a result, the county's Goal 5 wetlands inventory was limited to 
five "major wetlands" areas, which do not include the subject property. Consideration of adding 
other "minor wetland" areas to the inventory was deferred by the county to a later date, to follow 
completion of the NWI mapping, but the reconsideration has not yet occurred. Thus, the county 
plan inventory of wetland resources does not include any such resources on the subject property. 

Sensitive Fish and Waterfowl Areas: The inventory of these sites appears in the Flora 
& Fauna Working Paper Addendum at 1-4. The subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Natural Areas: The inventory of these sites appears in th e Flora & Fauna Working 
Paper at 26-32. The subject property is not included on the inventory. 

Big Game Range: The plan classifies the entire county into three categories of Big 
Game Range: Major, Peripheral, and Impacted. See Flora & Fauna Working Paper at 23-25, 
Addendum at 14. 

This application would affect Big Game Range because the en tire county is mapped as 
so me form of big game habitat. In practical terms, however, no conflict from this proposal is 
apparent. The proposed redesignation and rezoning do not increase development opportunities on 
th e subject si te. As di scussed above, the subject property is already developed with a residence. 
Under F-2 zon ing, the applicant is not entitled to any additional dwellings. Uses allowed in the F-
2 zon ing district are similar to those al lowed in the E-40 zon ing di stric t. Therefore, the proposed 
zone change and plan change will ha ve no impact on Big Game. 

(3) Goa l 5 Program to Meet the Goal for Resources Present. 

As described above, th e following Goal 5 resources inventoried by the county are present 
on the subject property: Water Resources , including watersheds, surface water, and groundwater; 
and Big Game Range. This application includes a Goal 5 ESEE analysis for each of these 
resources. The Goal 5 analysis for each resource tracks, as closely as possible, the county's 
acknowledged Goal 5 analysis for each resource included in working papers. What is 
summarized here, for each resource, is the applicant's proposed "program to achieve the Goal," 
which is the end product anticipated by the goal and the Goal 5 Rule. See OAR Chapter 660, 
Division 23. 

Water Resources: The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because 
it is not conflicting. The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest maintains the property in a 
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Resource designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Big Game Range: The proposed program to achieve the goal is to allow the use because 
it is no,t conflicting. The proposed redesignation from Ag to Forest maintains the property in a 
Resource designation. Therefore, there are no conflicts. 

Goal 6: Air, Water and Land Resources Quality 

To maintain and improve the quality of the air, water and land resources of the 
State. 

All waste and proc,ess discharges from future development, when combined with 
such discharges from existing developments shall not threaten to violate, or violate 
applicable state or federal environmental quality statutes, rules and standards. With 
respect to the air, water and land resources of the applicable air sheds and river 
basins described or included in state environmental quality statutes, rules, standards 
and implem en ta tion plans, such discharges shaH not (1) exceed the carrying capacity 
of such resources, considering long range needs; (2) deg rade such resources; or (3) 
threaten the availability of such resources. 

. , .. _,.. Goa l 6 protects the quality of land, air and water resources . The focus is on discharges 
fro m future development in combination wi th discharges from existing development. State and 
federal environmental standards are the benchmark for protection. Where there are state or 
federal standards for quality in air sheds or river basins, then th e carrying capac ity, 
nondegradation, and continued availability of the resources are standards. 

The subject property is cunently developed with a single residence and managed as a 
Commerc ial Forest operati on. Historically it has been used for Forest operations, a permitted use 
under the exist ing Ag designation. Because the proposed designation of Forest matches the 
ex isting and historic use, th ere will be no impacts to land, water or air quality. 

Goal 7: Areas Subject to Natural Disas ters and Hazards. 

To protect life and property fr-om natural disasters and hazards. 
Developments subject to damage or that could result in loss of life shall not be 
planned nor located in known areas of natural disasters and hazards without 
appropr-iate safeguards. Plans shalt be based on an inventory of known areas of 
natura l di saster and hazards. 

The phrase "areas of natural disasters and hazards" means "areas that are subject to 
natural events that are known to result in death or endanger the works of man, such as stream 
flooding, ocean flooding, ground water, erosion and deposition, landslides, earthquakes, weak 

11.<: 
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found ation soil s and other hazards unique to local or regional areas." OAR 660-15-000. There 
are no such areas known on the subject property subject property. 

Goal 8: Recreational Needs 

To satisfy the recreational needs of the citizens of the state and visitors and, where 
appropriate, to provide for the siting of necessary recreational facilities including 
destination resorts. 

The overriding purpose of Goal 8 is to address all recreational needs, but its primary focus 
is on siting and devel oping destination resorts, de fined in Goal 8 as "self-contained 
development[s] providing vi sitor-oriented accommodations and developed recreational facilities 
in a setting with high natural amenities." 

Goal 8 is not directly applicable to this proposal. 

Goal 9: Economic Development 

To provide adequate opportunities throughout the State for a variety of economic 
activities vital to the health, welfare, and prosperity of Oregon's citizens. 

Goal 9 is focused on commerc ial and industri al development. The Goal 9 Rul e, OAR 
660-09, is ex pl ic itly limited to areas within urban growth boundari es. Thi s goal is not directly 
applicable to this proposa l. 

GoallO: Housing 

To pr·ovide for th e housing needs of citizens of the State. 

Buildable lands for residential use shall be inventor-ied and plans shall encourage the 
availability of adequate numbers of needed housing units at price ranges and rent 
levels which are commensurate with the financial capabilities of Oregon households 
and allow for flexibility of housing location, type and density. 

Goal 10, like its implementing rule, is geared primarily to hous ing issues inside urban 
growth boundaries. The goal's definition of"buildable lands," for example, is limited to lands in 
urban and urbanizable areas. Thi s site is outside any UGB. Thi s goal is not applicabl e to thi s 
proposa l. 

Goal 11: Public Facilities and Services 

To plan and develop a timely, orderly and efficient arrangement of public facilities 
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and services to serve as a fram ework for urban and rural development. 

Urban and rural development shall be guided and supported by types and levels of 
urban and rural public facilities and services appropriate for, but limited to, the 
needs and requirements of the urban, urbanizab1e, and rural areas to be served. A 
provision for key fad1ities shall be included in each plan. Cities or counties shall 
develop and adopt a public facility plan for areas within an urban growth boundary 
containing a population grea,ter th~HI 2,500 persons. To meet current and long .. range 
needs, a provision for solid waste disposal sites, including sites for inert waste, shall 
be included in each plan. In accordance with ORS 197.180 and Goal2, state agencies 
that provide funding for transpor.tation, water supply, sewage and solid waste 
facilities shall identify in theiJ· coordination prog.rams how they will coordinate that 
funding with other state agencies and with the public facility plans of cities and 
counties. 

"Public facilities and services" is defined in the Statewide Planning Goals to include: 
"[p Jrojects, activ.ities and facilities which the planning agency determines to be necessary for the 

public health, safety and welfare." The Goal II R ule defines a "public faci lity." "A public facil ity 
includes water, sewer, and transportation facilities, but does not include buildings, structures or 

('""" equipment incidenta~ to the di•rect opera tion of those facilities." OAR 660-11- 005(5) . 
.......... · 

~~\ 

'*'~·~;"' 

Goal 11 addresses fa ci lities and services in urban and rural areas. The subj ec t property is 
"resource" land and wi ll remain rural after this approval. The subject proposal does not provide 
for any rura·l or urban development. Therefore, Goal 1 I does not apply. 

Resource designations have no required minimum level of services . However, Table E 
lists the serv ices now ava il ab le to the subject property. 

Table E 
Rura l Public Facilities, Exist,ing or Proposed 

Service Provider 

Fire Marcola Rural Fire Protection District 

Police Lane Cou nty Sheriff and State Police 
-~-

Schoo ls Marcola School District 

Access Marcola Road, a County Minor Arterial 

Elec tric Emerald People's Utility District 
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Telephone Qwest Communications 

Solid Waste Sanipac 

Sewer Individual Septic Sys tem for exis ting dwelling 

Water Well for existing dwelling 

Goal J 2: Transportation 

To provide and encourage a safe, convenient and economic transportation sys tem. 

A transportation plan shall (1) consider all modes of transportation including mass 
transit, air, water, pipeline, ,-ail, highway, bicycle and pedestrian; (2) be based upon 
an inventory of local, regional and state transportation needs; (3) consider the 
diffe1·ences in social consequences that would result from utilizing differing 
combinations of transportation modes; ( 4) avoid principal reliance upon any one 
mode of transportation; (5) minimize adve1·se social, economic and environmental 
impacts and costs; (6) conserve energy; (7) meet the needs of the transportation 
disadvantaged by improving transportation services, (8) facilitate the flow of goods 
and services so as to strengthen the local and regional economy; and (9) conform 
with local and r egional comprehensive land use plans. Each plan shall include a 
provision for transportation as a key facility. 

Goal 12 is impl emented through the Goal 12 Rule (OAR 660-12) adopted in 199 1. The 
Rule has a section that spec ifica lly add~esses proposa ls such this- amendments to acknowledged 
co mprehens ive plans and implementin g regulations. OAR 660- 12-060(1) provides that any such 
amendments th at "signifi cantly affec t a transporta ti on facility shall assure that a ll owed land uses 
are consistent wi th the identifi ed function, capaci ty, and level of service of the facility." 

There is no additi onal residenti al development allowed by thi s appli cation. T herefore, the 
app lication will not affect a transporta tion facility . The rule spell s out clearly what constitutes a 
"significant affect." OAR 660-12-060(2) states: 

A plan or land use 1·egulation amendment significantly affects a 
transportation facility if it: 

(a) Changes the functional classification of an existing or planned 
transportation facility; 

(b) Changes standards implem enting a functional classification system; 
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(c) Allows types or levels ofland uses which would resU:lt in levels of 
travel or access which are inconsistent with the functional classification of a 
transportation facility; or 

(d) Would reduce the tevel of service of the facility below the minim um 
acceptable level identified in the TSP. 

The proposed redesignation/rezone will not trigger this section of the rule because it does 
not provide for any additional development. The site is developed with a .single residence. It is 
not entitled to any additional development. 

Goal 13: Energy Conservation 

To conserve energy. 

Land and uses developed on the land shall be managed and controlled so as to 
maximize the conservation of all forms of energy, based on sound economic 
principles. 

This goal is not directly applicable to individual land use decisions. Rather, its focus is on 
the adoption and the amendment of land use regulations. 19 

Goal 14: Urboniza·tion 

To provide for an orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban land use. 

The subject proposal keeps the parcel in Resource designation. There, there is no 
transi tion . This goal does not apply. 

GoaB 15: WiJiamctte Riv~·r Greenway 
Goall6: Estuarine Resources 
Goal17: Coastal Shorelands 
Goal 18: Beaches and Dunes 
Goal 19: Ocean Resources 

These five goals are not applicable as they deal with resources that are not present on the 
subject property. 

19 
See Brandt v. Marion County, 22 Or LUBA 473, 484 ( 199 1 ), aff'd in part, rev'd in part, 112 Or App 30 

( 1992). 

/ 9 0 
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IV. COMPLIANCE WITH RURAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN POLICIES 

Any plan and zone change must comply with the relevant Rura l Plan Policies. This 
requirement is based in statu tes (ORS 197 .175(2)), th e Rural Plan Policies themselves (see, e.g. 
Rural Plan Policies at page 6), and the Lane Code (see, e.g., LC 16.400(6)(h)). This section , 
therefore, addresses the apparently relevant elements of th e Rural Plan Policies. It is organized 
by Goa l. Where possibl e to avoid duplicative di scussion, reference is made to the discussion 
under the Statewide Planning Goals. However, th e following discussion regarding the 
relationship between Goals 3 and 4 bears repeating. 

OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 

When lands satisfy the definition requirements of both agricultural/and and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. Th e plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

The "agricul tural land" des ignation and the "forest land" designa tion are both resource 
designa tions. The designations have equal weight and importance to the state of Oregon. 
Through the above Ru le, LCDC has acknowledged that many lands will qualify as both Forest 
and Ag land. The proper resource designa ti on for the "duel" lands is left up to the local 
jurisdiction so long as the fac tors underlying the designation choice are identified. 

As discussed more specifically under Goa ls 3 and 4 above, the subject property meets the 
definition of both fores t land and agricu ltural land . The Lane Coun ty Rural Comprehensive Plan 
Agricultural Wo rking Paper documents the factors used to select Farm or Fores t designati on on 
land that meets th e defi niti on ofboth. See Exh ibit J. Each of those factors is discussed in detail 
below. Based on th ose factors, the subj ect property should be designa ted Forest land. 

Because th e subject property qualifi es as bo th Ag and Forest land under Goal 3 and Goal4, many 
of the RCP policies address ing Goal 3 are met by the subject property and many of the Goal 4 
RCP policies are met by th e subject property. It is inherent in the property' s due l qualificati on. 
However, when determining whether a property shou ld be designated Forest or Ag, the key is not 
wheth er the property meets or furth ers the policies under the RCP, but whether the property meets 
the fac tors es tabli shed in the Plan for choosing between Forest or Ag. 

The Agricultural Land Working Paper s tates, 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goa/Interrelationship 

in an in ventory of agricultura l lands and forest lands th ere will by many instances where 
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land wi/1 meet Goal definition for both categories. According to [Led's) policy, farm and forest 
uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking an exception to the other 
goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be documented in the Plan. The p olicies 
within the Plan will support one designation over another depending on the situation. Th e county 
should consider the following items in addressing overlapping lands: 

a. Identify Agricultural and Forest Lands Goal definitions and inventories 
b. Segregate overlapping lands from single resource lands 
c. Apply evaluations of local circumstances and Goal factors to overlapping land to 

determine appropriate designation 
d. Designate overlapping lands as agricultural, forest or agricultural/forest through 

Plan policies and diagrams 
e. Protect designated lands for appropriate uses through the zoning ordinance and 

other implementing measures. 

It is intended that agricultural and forest practices be able to coexist without mutual 
interference while conserving those resource lands. 

Identify: The applicant has identifi ed and addressed the proper definitions of farm and forest 
lands. In short, farm land is land consisting predominantly of Class I through IV soils. Forest 
land is land capable of producing 50 cu. ft./acre/year of timber fiber. A s shown in Tables C and D 
above, the subject property meets both definitions. 

Segregate: By filing this appli ca ti on, the app licant is separa ting the subject property from single 
resource property for consideration. 

Evaluate Goal Factors: Goal 3 and 4 factors are thorou ghly addressed in Section lii, above. The 
analys is of Goal 3 factors shows that while the subj ect property meets the "soils" test of Ag land, 
it does not meet the "other suitable lands," "necessary lands," or "farm unit" tests. The analysis 
of Goal 4 factors shows that the subject property meets the "productivity" test for Forest lands 
and likely the "necessary lands" and the "other resource" tests. Just viewing the Goals 3 and 4 
factors alone shows that the subj ect property is more appropriately designated Forest land. 

Evaluate Local Circumstances: There is no exact defi nition of "local circumstances" in the Lane 
County RCP. The applicant interprets this prov ision to mean an evaluation of the subject property 
and surrounding designations, uses and land use patterns. Tables A and B and accompanying 
tex t, see pages 4 through 13 above, establish these factors for all properties in the surrounding 
area . That discussion is hereby incorporated. In summary, th e subject parcel is located in a sea of 
Fores t land and RR exception area land . See Exhi bit E. 

The subj ect property is currently and has historically been used for commercial timber 
., ... ,;;,*"' prod uction. It is in both Forest and Small Tract Forest Land tax deferral. The property was most 
~. 
~~ 
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recently Jogged by the applican t in 2002. It is now regenerating for future harvests. Based on 
2002 tree stump and site condi ti ons, the s it e was also logged between I 955 and 1960. There is no 
evidence th at the subject property has ever been in farm use, as defined by the statute. 

D esignation : The predominant designa tion by lot/parcel in the surrounding area is Residentia l 
(63%) followed by Forest (25%). The predominant designation , by acreage, in the surrounding 
area is Forest (72%). The predominant designati on of adjacent parcels by acreage is Forest 
(84%). See Table B, above, for a more in depth analysis. 

Use: The predominant use by lot/parcel in the surrounding area is residential (58%) followed by 
commercia l fores try (34%). The predominant use, by acreage, in the surrounding area is 
commercia l fores try (88%). The predominant use of adja cent parcels by acreage is commercial 
forestry (94%). See Table B, above, for a more in depth analysis. 

In summary, a ll evidence indicates that th e su bject property is currently used for commercia l 
forestry and is surrounded by commercia l forestry. Evidence further indicates that the subject 
property has h istorically been used for commercial fores try. The property is not suited for farm 
use. Because the property is in commerc ial forestry, it would be difficult and expensive to 
convert the property to farm use. Convers ion would require tree removal and major cu ltivation. 
Such conversion is generally unfeasible . Furthermore, farm uses arc not common in the 
surround ing area. 

Goal Three: Agricultural L a nds 

Policy 8: 

Provide m ax imum p•·otection to agricultural activities by minimizing ac tiviti es, 
padicularly residential, that conflict with such use. Whenever possible planning 
goals, policies and regulations s hould be interpreted in favor of agricultural 
activities. 

This policy has been interpreted by th e Board ofCommissioners, and the interpretation 
has been uph eld on appea l. This policy addresses on ly conflicts that will resu lt in a s ignificant 
change in or a sign ifi can t increase in the cost of accepted farming practices. When conflicts of 
this magnitude mi ght result, th e proposed rezon ing must be conditioned to redu ce the potential 
conflicts below the level that will result in a s ignificant change or signifi cant increase in th e cost 
of accepted agricultural practices.20 

No conflicts are apparent between the proposed rezoning and any adj acent or nearby 

20 
Gutoski v. Lane County, 34 Or LUBA 2 19, 225 n4 ( 1998), a ffd 155 Or App 369, 963 P.2d 145 ( 1998). 
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agricultural ac tivity. There are no fannin g ac tivities on adjacent land. Land directly south, while 
zoned E-40, is in forest production and in forest tax defenal. See Table B, above. 

Goal Four: Forest Lands 

Policy 1: 

Conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land base and protec:t the state's 
forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices that assure 
the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree specks as the leading use on 
forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air, water, and, fish and 
wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and agriculture. 

Forest land shaH inc'lude lands which are suitable for commercial forest uses 
including adjacent or nearby 1ands which i!re necessary to permit forest operations 
or practices and other forested lands that maintain soil, air, water, and fish and 
wil<llife resources. 

This policy implements Statewide Planning Goal4 by defining "forest lands" and 
! requ,iring they be use<i consistent with the goal. The subject property quali.fies as Forestland. See 
·~., · discussion in connection with Statewide Planning Goal 4 above. Therefore, the proposed plan 

change/zone change from AG/E-40 to Forest/F-2 furth ers this poli cy by adding additional land to 
the State's forest land base. 

Policy 2: 

For·cst lands will be segr·egate<l into two categories, Non-impacted and Impacted and 
these categories shall be defined and mapped by the general characteristic specified 
;in the Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest Land Zones General CharacterisHcs 

The proposal is for a des ignation change from AG to Forest and a zone change from E-40 
to F-2. The F-2 designati on is supported by the geoeral characteristic specified in Policy 16 
below. Because the subject property is justified as being zoned Impacted, this policy has been 
met. 

Policy 3: 

Prohibit residence on Non-Impacted Forest Lands except for the maintenance, 
repair or replacement of existing dwellings. 

Because th e subject property is already developed with a residence, this policy further 
supports a zoning ofF-2 Jmpacted Fores tl ands. 
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Policy 16: 

Lands designated within the Rur·al Comprehensive Plan as forest land shall be zoned 
Non-impacted Forest Lands (F-1, RCP) or Impacted Forest Lands (F-2, RCP). A 
decision to apply one of the above zones or both the above zones is a split zone 
fashion shall be based upon: 

a. A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristic of the pr·oposed zoning than the characteristics of the other 
forest zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are specified below in 
subsection b and c. This conclusion shall be suppor·ted by a statement of 
r easons explaining why the facts support of the conclusion. 

b. Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 

(1) Predominantly own erships not developed by residences or no forest 
uses." 

The County has determined that th is provision focuses on the subject property itself (not 
surrounding property) and wheth er it is developed wi th residences or nonforest uses . See 
Exhibit P. The absence of residential deve lopment or other nonforest use is a 
characteris ti c ofF -1 zan in g. 

The subj ect property is developed w ith a homestead dwelling constructed in 1900. 
Therefore, the subject property does not meet thi s F- 1 characteristic 

(2) Predominantly co ntiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or large r in size. 

Response: The County has determined that this provision focuses on properties 
contiguous to the subject property, their s ize and the predominance of their number. See 
Exh ibit P. Having predominantly large properties contiguous to the subj ect property is a 
characteri sti c ofF- ! zoning. 

There are 11 properties adjacen t to th e subject property. Tax lot 200 is 64.27 acres; tax Jot 
201 is 5 1.10 acres; tax lot 202 is 48.31 acres ; tax lot 299 is .57 acres; tax Jot 500 is 87.3 1; 
tax lot 800 is 7.65 acres; tax Jot 80 1 is 2.56 acres; tax lot 802 is .8 1 acres, tax lot 803 is .88 
acres; tax lot 804 is 1.08 acres; and tax lot 600 is 1.96 acres. 

Only one of th e 11 lots is 80 acres or larger. Therefore, the subject property does not meet 
this F-1 characteristic. 
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"(3) Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands utilized for commercia/forest 
or commercial farm uses." 

R~sponse: The County has determined that this provision focuses on property adjacent to 
the subject property, and whether it is utilized for commercial forestlfarm uses. See 
Exhibit P. While not conclusive, the following factors can be considered in determining 
whether surrounding uses are being utilized for farm/forest use: parcel size, tax deferral, 
and other factual information. Having commercial farm/forest uses on property adjacent 
to the subject property is a characteristic ofF-1 zoning. 

There are 11 properties adjacent to the subject property. Tax lot 200 is in commercial 
forest production; tax lot 201 is in commercial forest production; tax lot 202 is in 
commercial forest production; tax lot 299 is in commercial forest production; tax lot 500 is 
in commercial forest production; tax lot 800 is in res.idential use and is too small to be in 
commercial forest production; tax lot 801 is in residential use and is too small to be in 
commercial forest production; tax lot 802 is in residential use and is too small to be in 
commercial forest production, tax lot 803 is in residential use and is too small to be in 
commercial forest production; tax lot 804 is in residential use and is too small to be in 
commercial forest production; and tax lot 600 is in residential use and is too small to be in 
commercial forest production. 

Of the 11 lots, five are in commercial forest production and six are not because they are 
too small, developed with residences and there is no indication that they have fo rest 
deferral. Therefore, the subject property does not meet this F-1 characteristic. 

"(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest management. 

Response: The County has determined that this provisions focuses on the subject property 
and the type of access to it. See Exhibit P. Access by an arterial road or forest 
management road is a characteristic ofF-1 zoning. 

The subject property has direct access to Marcola Road, a local collector. The purpose of 
Marcola road is to move traffic from Hwy 228 to Springfield and to support local 
residential transportation . Therefore, the subject property does not meet this F-1 
characteristic. 

· "(5) Primarily under commercial forest management." 

Response: The Hearings Official has determined that this provision focuses on the subject 
property and its use. See Exhibit P. While not exhaustive, the following factors can be 
considered in determining whether the property is under commercial forest management : 
recent harvests, tax deferral, soils and other factual information. Managing the subject 
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property primarily for commercial forest use is a characteristic ofF-1 zoning. 

The subject property has a hi story of harves ts and is in Forest tax deferral and STFO tax 
deferral. Soils produce, but the site has fairly low productivity. See Table D. The site is 
developed with a residence. Despite being developed with a residence, the subject 
property is primarily under commercial forest management. Therefore, the subject 
property meets this F-1 characteristic. 

F-J Zoning Test 

Non-impacted Forest Land Zone (F-1, RCP) Does the Subject Property 
Characteristics Meet this Element? 
1. Predominantly Ownerships not developed by No. The property is 
residences or nonforest uses develoQ_ed with a residence. 
2. Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or No. Only one contiguous 
larger in size ownership out of 11 is 80 

acres or larger 
3. Predominantly ownership contiguous, to other lands No. Only five contiguous 
utilized for commercial forest or commercial farm uses. ownerships out of 11 are 

utilized for commercial forest 
or farm uses 

4. Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended No. Adjacent to Marcola 
primarily for forest management. Road, a local county road. 
5. Primarily under commercial forest management. Yes. 
CONCLUSION Should not be zoned F-1 

because it only meets one of 
the five characteristics 
(1 of 5) 

(c) Impacted Forest Zone charactedstics: ***" 

"(l) Predominantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

Response: The Hearings Official has determined that this provision focu ses on the 
subject property itse lf (not surrounding property) and whether it is developed with 
residences or nonfores t uses . See Exhibit P. A property developed with residence 
or other nonforest use is a characteristic of F-2 zoning. This criterion is a mirror of 
Policy 16(b)(1). 

The subject property is developed with a residence constructed in 1900. See Exhibits F, G 
and I. It is currently occupied. Therefore, the subject property meets this F-2 
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characteristic. 

"(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres of less in size. 

ResQonse: The Hearings Official has determined that this provision focuses on the 
subject property itself (not surrounding property) and its size. See Exhibit P. This 
is different from Policy l6(b)(2). Property containing 80 acres or less is a 
characteristic ofF-2 zoning. 

The subject property is larger than 80 acres at 126.85 acres. Therefore, the subject 
property does not meet this F-2 characteristic. 

"(3) Owner-ships generally contiguous to tracts containing less then 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an 
exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan." 

ResQonse: The Hearings Official has determined that this provisions focuses on 
Jand surrounding the subject property. See Exhibit P. Ownerships contiguous to 
tracts containing less then 80 acres and residences and/or adjacent to developed or 
committed areas for which an exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive 
Plan is a characteristic ofF-2 zoned land . 

There are I 1 properties adjacent to the subject property. Tax lot 200 is 64.27 acres and 
undeve loped; tax lot 201 is 5 1.10 and undeveloped; tax lot 202 is 48.31 acres and 
undeveloped; tax lot 299 is .57 acres and undeveloped; tax lot 500 is 87.31 and 
undeveloped; tax lot 800 is 7.65 acres zoned RRS within an exception area and developed 
with a residence; tax lot 80 I is 2.56 acres zoned RR5 within an exception area and 
developed with a residence; tax lot 802 is .8 1 acres zoned RRS within an exception area 
and developed with a residence; tax lot 803 is .88 acres zoned RR5 within an exception 
area and developed with a residence; tax lot 804 is 1.08 acres zoned RR5 within an 
exception area and developed with a residence; and tax lot 600 is 1.96 acres zoned RR5 
within an exception area and developed with a residence. 

Of the 11 lots, 10 are less than 80 acres; six are less than 80 acres AND developed with 
residences; six are developed wi th residences; and s ix are within a RR exception area. 
Therefore, the subject property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

"( 4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

Response: The Hearings Offic ial has determined that this provision focuses on the 
subject property itself (not surrounding property) and access to serv ices. See 
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Exhibi t P. In Lane County, rural services typically include: power, road access, 
telephone, police, ambulance, fire, and schools . Not typically included are public 
stormwater, public water or publi c sewer. 

The subject property has direct access onto Marcola Road, a local county road. 
Power and telephone services are already connected to the site to serve the existing 
dwelling. The site is served by the Mohawk Rural Fire Protection District, the Lane 
County Sheriffs Department, the State police department, Mohawk ambulance 
services and the Marcola School district. See discussion under Goal 11. In 
summary, the subject property is already developed with a residence which has 
access to power, transportation fac ilities, telephon e, police, ambulance, fire and 
school s. Therefore, the subject property meets this F-2 characteristic. 

- onmg F2Z T est 
F-2 Zoning Criteria Does the Subject Property 

Meet this Element? 
Predominan tly ownerships deve loped by res idences Yes. Property is 
or nonforest uses . developed with a residence 
Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. No. Parcel is 126 acres is 

SIZe. 
Ownerships generally conti guous to trac ts Yes. 10 out of II lots are less 
con ta ining less then 80 acres and residences and/or than 80 acres; Six are less than 
adjacent to developed or committed areas for which 80 acres an d developed; and s ix 
an exception has been taken in the Rura l are within a RR exception area . 
Comprehensive Plan." 
Provided wi th a level ofpublic fac iliti es and Yes . The area is hi ghl y 
services, and roads, intended primari ly for direc t developed . The property is 
serv ices to rural residences. adj acent to M arco la Road 

with access to power, 
cable, DSL, police, fire and 
emergencies services. And 
is near th e communities of 
Marcola and Mabel. 

CONCLUSION The subject property shou ld 
be zoned F-2 b ecause it meets 
three of the four F-2 
characteristics (3 of 4) 

Based on th e above analysis, the "characteristics of the land corre~pond more closely to 
the characteristic of the proposed zoning [F-2} than the characteristics of th e other forest 
zone [F-1]." Therefore, F-2 zoning is supported. 
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Goal Five: Opens Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas and Natural Resources 

Flora and Fauna Policy 7: 

Because of incomplete County covet·age by, and interpretation of, the National 
Wetlands Inventory, wetland resources arc to be considered "significant" in terms of 
OAR 660~ 16-000/025 and placed in "IB" and "IC" categories. Major wetlands 
designated "lC" resources shall be protected per the "3C" option through a 
combination or existing County Coastal and Greenway zoning regulations, and 
federal/state owne.-ship; where these do not occur, an appropriate wetlands zoning 
district shall be developed and applied. Other wetlands from the National Wetlands 
Inventory shall be evaluated per "liB" requirements within two years of Ute date of 
Pl. an adoption, apd decisions made on the protection or use of the resQurce. The 
County shall consider enlarging the list of protected per Goal 5 requirements if it is 
clearly demonstrated that an unprotected s~gnificant wetland(s) is likely to be 
significantly impac ted by a land use action over which the County has jurisdiction. 

See discussion of wetlands resources under Statewide Planning Goal 5. The County has 
not yet suppl emented its inventory of wetl ands resources, as anticipateq by this policy. The 
subject property contains no wetland resources inventoried in the coun ty plan . Hence, this policy 
is not directly app Ji,cable to thi s development proposal. Furthermore, this proposal does not result 
in any development or uses that would o therwise di s,turb wetlands. Forest practices on the land 
are governed by the Forest Prac tices Act. 

No other Comprehensive Plan policies apply. 

V. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR PLAN CHANGES 

LC 16.400(6)(h) se ts ou t the criteria for amending the county p lan designation. Each of 
th e criteria is addressed here. Where a criterion incorporates a Statewide Planning Goal, LCDC 
Rule, or Rural Pl an Policy, refe rence is made th e relevant pa1i of th e narrative above so as to 
avoid repetition. 

LC 16.400(6)(h): Method of Plan Adoption and Amendment. 

(iii) The Board may amend or supplement the Rural Comprehensive I)lan upon making 
the followin g findin gs" 

(aa) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
component or amendment meets all the applicable requirements of local and sta te 
law, including Statewide Planning Goals and Oregon Administrative Rules. 
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Th is cri terion makes general reference to other sources of standards that apply to plan 
changes. T hose oth er s tandards are addressed elsewhere in thi s narrative. 

(bb) For Major and Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan 
amendment or component is: 

(i-i) necessary to correct an identified error in the application of the Plan; OR 

(ii- ii) necessary to fulfill an identified public or community need for the intended 
r·esult of the component or amendment; OR 

(iii- iii) necessa ry to comply with the mandate of local, state or federal policy or law; 
OR 

(iv-iv) necessary to provide for the implementation of adopted Plan policy or 
elements; OR 

(v-v) otherwise deemed by the Board, for reasons briefly set forth in its decision, to 
be desirable, appropl"iate or proper. 

Thi s criterion offers a smorgasbord of po li cy choices from which the county may select to 
justi fy initiating the plan change. At least two are relevant to thi s application. Item (iv-iv) allows 
the plan change if it implements the Rural Plan Poli cies . Goal Four, Policy 1 of the Rural Plan 
Po li cies anticipates the preservation of Forest lands by maintaining a forest land base. Thi s 
proposal implements that policy because the subject property qua lifi es as forest land under the 
Goal 4 definition. 

Item (v-v) invites th e coun ty to make plan changes that are desirabl e, appropriate or 
proper. This proposal a lso meets tha t criterion. Where lands qualify as both farm and forest 
lands, OAR 660-006-0015(2) states, 

When lands sati.~fy the definition requirements of both agricultural/and and forest 
land, an exception is not required to show why one resource designation is chosen over 
another. The plan need only document the factors that were used to select an 
agricultural, forest, agricultural/forest, or other appropriate designation. 

Furthermore, th e Lane County Rural Comprehens ive Plan Agricultural Lands working 
paper, page 6, provides: 

"Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 

CJu 
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In an inventory of agricultural hmtls and forest umds there will by many instances 
where land will meet Goal definition for both categories. According to [LCDC's] policy, farm 
and forest uses are compatible and either designation may be made without taking an 
exception to the other goal. The factors used to select a designation need to be docum ented in 
the Plan. The policies wit/tin the Plan will support one designation over another depending on 
the situation. The county should consider the following items in addressing overlapping lands: 

***" 

Those items and the analysis are discussed in detail under Section IV, above. The analysis 
shows that a plan change to Forest is desirable, appropriate and proper based on the review set 
forth. 

(cc) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan amendment or 
component does not conflict with adopted Policies of the Rural Comprehensive Plan, 
and if possible achieves policy support. 

Compliance with individual policies in the Rural Plan Policies is discussed thoroughly 
above. 

(' ·- (dd) For Minor Amendments as defined in LC 16.400(8)(a) below, the Plan amendment or 
· .. · component is compatible with the existing structure of the Rural Comprehensive 

Plan, and is consistent with the unamended portions or clements of the Plan. 

:"if-"':.-, 

~;.,'.j> 

The ex isting structure of the plan anticipates Resource plan designations. As di scussed 
above, thi s designati on is also cons istent with relevant policies in the Rural Plan Policies. 

LC 16.400(8): Additional Amendment Provisions. 

(a) Amendments to the Rural Comprehensive Plan shall be classified according to the 
following criteria: 

(i) Minor Amendment. An amendment limited to the Plan Diagram only and, if 
r equiring an exception to the Statewide Planning Goals, justifies the exception 
solely on the basis that the resource land is already built upon or is 
irrevocably committed to other uses not allowed by an applicable goal. 

This is a minor amendment to the plan which requests a change to the Plan Diagram for 
the subject property - from Agricul ture to Forest. No goal exceptions are requested. This 
application demonstrates that the subject property is not Agricultural land, but Forest land. 

(c) Minor amendment proposals initiated by an applicant shall provide adequate 
documentation to allow complete evaluation of the proposal to determine if t he 

21; 
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findin gs r equired by LC l6.400(6)(h)(iii) above can be affirmatively m ade. Unless 
waived in writing by th e Planning Director, th e applicant shall supply documentation 
concerning the followin g: 

(i) A complete d escription of th e proposal and its relationship to the Plan. 

Thi s description has been provided throughout this supporting statement. 

(ii) An analysis responding to each of the required findings of LC 16.400(6)(h)(iii) 
above. 

The required analysis is provided above. 

(iii) An assessment of the probable impacts of implementing the proposed 
amendment, including the following: 

(a a) Eva luation of la nd u se and pattern s of the area of th e amendment; 

See detail ed discussion in Section II , above. To summarize, the subject property is 
loca ted in a sea of Forest land. Furthermore, it is adjacent to an RR exception area. Some of 
these uses are on land planned and zoned for resource use, and others are on land that is planned 
and zoned for Nonresource uses . See Tables A and B and su pp01iing narrative, above. 

(bb) Availability of public and/or private faciliti es and services to th e area 
of th e amendment, includin g transportation, water supply, a nd 
sewage; 

The public fac il ities and serv ices available or to be provided to the si te are discussed in 
detail above. For a discussion of each facility and service, see the Goal 11 discussion above. For 
a further discussion of transportation facilities, see the Goal 12 discussion above. In summary, 
because the site is a lready developed with a residence, because it is in a highly developed area, 
and because it is c lose to the rural communi ti es ofMarcola and Mable, a ll facilities and services 
a re avai lable to the s ite. 

(cc) Impact of th e amendment on proximate natural r esources, resource 
lands or resource sites including a Statewide Planning Goal 5 "ESEE" 
conflict analysis where applicable; 

This discussion appears in detail in other parts of this statement. The proximate natural 
resources to consider are those that are identified as Goal 5 resources in the comprehensive plan. 
The impac t on these resources is discussed as part ofthe Goal 5 analysis above. 

2\l. 
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This proposal will have no adverse impact on proximate resource lands because the 
subject property wil'l remain in resource designation and zoning. 

(dd) Natural hazards affecting or affected by the proposal; 

As discussed in connection with Goal 7, the subject property neither contains nor is 
threatened by any natural hazards. 

{gg) For a proposed amendment to a nonresource designation or a 
Marginal Lands designation, an analysis responding to the criteria for 
the respective request as cited in the Plan document entitled, 
"Working Paper: Marginal Lands" {Lane County, 1983). 

This provision is not applicable. 

V. COMPLIANCE WITH LANE CODE CRITERIA FOR ZONE CHANGES 

This proposal requests a change from E-40 zoning to F-2 zoning. LC 16.252 sets out 
standards for zone changes. The facts relevant to the zone change standards are largely redundant 
with the facts relevant to plan policies and the Statewide Planning Goals. The LC 16.252 
standards are stated here and addressed, with appropriate references to other parts of thi s 
narrative. 

LC 1 6.252(2): Criteria. 

Zonings, rezonings and changes in the requirements of this Chapter shaH be enacted to 
achieve the general purpose of this Chapter and shall not be contrary to the public interest. 
In addition, zonings and rezonings shall be consistent with the specific purposes of the zone 
classification proposed, applicable to Rural Comprehensive Plan elements and components, 
and Statewide Planning Goals for any portion of Lane County which has not been 
acknowledged by the Land Conservation and Development Commission. Any zoning or 
rezoning may be effected by O•·dinance o1· Order of the Board of County Commissioners, 
the Planning Commjssion or the Hearings Official in accordance with the procedures of this 
section. 

Gene•·al purposes of Chapter 16: 

LC 16.003 sets forth 14 broadly-worded purpose statements that include a provision to 
ensure that development is commensurate with the character and physical limitations of the land . 
Rezoning from E-40 to F-2 implements the proposed plan amendment to Forest land. The publi c 
interes t is se rved by recogni zing that th e land is Forest land rather than Agricultural land . 
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Purpose ofF-2 Zone: 

The F-2 zone is intended to preserve fores tland in Lane County while recogni zing that 
some forest lands are better than others. The proposed zoning is consis tent with these stated 
purposes of the zone by recognizing that the subject property lies in a heavily developed area and 
is more appropriately zoned F-2. 

Rural Comprehensive Plan Criteria: 

The Rural Plan Policies provide the policy basis for comprehensive plan and 
implementing regul a tions, provide direction for land use decisions, and fulfill LCDC planning 
requirements . Compliance with relevant Comprehensive Plan policies is addressed elsewhere in 
thi s narrative. 

Lane Code Criteria: 

LC 16.004(4): 

Prior to any rezoning, that will result in the potential for additional parcelization, 
subdivision or water demands or intensification of uses beyond normal single-family 
residential water usage, all requi1·ements to affirmatively demonstrate adequacy of 
long-term water supply must be met as desc ribed in LC 13.050(13)(a)-(d). 

The request is a rezone from E-40 to F-2. These zoning districts both implement resource 
des ignations. The rezo ne wi ll not result in any additional parceli zation . In fact, the minimum lot 
size for partitions and subdivis ion is larger in the F-2 zoning di strict than in the E-40 di stri ct. 

IV. CONCLUSION: 

The subject property qualifies as both Agricultural land and Forest land based on soils and 
productivity . The Statewide Planning Goals g ive equa l weight and value to Forest lands and Ag 
lands. Lands that qualify as both can be given either designation so long as the factors used to 
determine the designation are identified. See OAR 660-006-00 15(2). The factors that Lane 
County used to determine the designation of these duel lands are identified in the Agricultural 
Working Paper of the Lane County Comprehensive Plan . See Exhibit J. The main factor requires 
an evaluati on of (I) loca l circumstances and (2) Goa l factors. Local circumstances, which include 
the exis ting and past use of the subject property and surrounding land usage , zoning and 
designation, establi sh that the subject property is more properly designated Forest. Goal factors 
establish that th e subject property meets both Goal 3 and Goal 4 factors and is therefore properly 
des ignated as either. Therefore, because the subject property meets Goal 4 factors and because 
loca l circumstances establish that the property is more properly des ignated Forest, the proposed 



, ....... . 

/tl~\ 

~~' 

Fisher Plan Change and Zone Change Application 
May 16,2006 
Page 44 of 44 

redesignation should be approve_ 

Whether Forest designated land should be zoned F-1 or F-2 is determined by Forest Policy 16 in 
the Rural Comprehensive Plan. An evaluation of these policies establishes that the subject 
property is properly zoned F-2, rather than F- L Therefore, the proposed rezone to F-2 should be 
approved. 

' Sincerely, , : 
·----:---- ---

,- _ .---7-~> 
.. · / 

Kfrhberly J.R. O'Dea, AICP 
Attorney at Law 
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I For Office Use Only, . FILE # CODE: FEE: 
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LOCATION 

\lo -0\-0& 
Township Range Section Tax lot 

Site address 

PROPOSAL. ln one sentence, identify what you are proposing. 
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ADJOINING OWNERSHIP Is any adjacent property under the same ownership as the subject 
property? List the map and tax lot(s). uo 

c->\J\ 
SITE PLA~ site pl<m must be included. Refer to the handout entit led "How to prepare your plot 
plan". Identify nearby driveways. Driveways spacing standards are contained in Lane Code 15.138. 

ACREAGE: 

DESCRIBE THE ACCESS TO THE PROPERTY (circle 1e answer): 

StoteHwy ~u~ 
GENERAL ACCESS REQU~ 

Private Easement 

Access to the si te mus t comply with Lane Code Chapter 15. All lots, parcels, or building si tes shall have 
reasonably safe and usable vehicular access either directly to a Public Road, County Road, State Road or 
an approved Private Access Easement. The access to the site must past a two part test. First, the site 
must have legal access. Second, that access must be reasonably safe and useable. 

First: A Jot or parcel shall be considered as having lega l access for the purposes of development 
when the Jot or parcel: (check the one that applies) 

__ (A) Was created in an approved and recorded land division; or 

__ (B) Js part of an unrecorded subdivision filed with the County as a survey recorded prior to 
January 1,1955, and the roads in the unrecorded subdiv is ion were dedicated to the 
County but may not have been accepted as Public Roads as defined in LC 15.010(35); or 

L (C) Is adjacent to a Public Road or County Road, and meets the frontage requ irements of LC 
15.120; or 

_ _ (D) Is served by a Private Access Easemen t meeting the requirements of LC 15.055; or 

__ (E) Is adjacent to a s tate road and meets any applicable sta te access and permit 
reg uiremen ts. 

Second: A lot or parcel shall be considered as having reasonably safe and usable vehicular access for 
purposes of development if the road providing access to the lot or parcel is: (check the one that 

iA) a County-maintained road or Sta te-maintained road; or 
app;ie 

_'_(B) a Public Road, Local Access Road, or Private Access Easement physically constructed 
and maintained to the requirements specified in this chapter; and any applicable 
dedication and improvement requirements of this chapter are met. 

General Land Use Application 

' ... '.., .. .. ~· 



EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS Does the property contain apy roads, structures, etc.? 

'}),. )e < l~- mJ ( ' u :+hI I \cA"I f\..q s 0 \ 

PHYSICAL FEATURES: Describe the s ite. Identify any steep slopes, water bodies (creeks, ponds, etc.) 
or other signiHcant features. Include additional p<\ges if necessary . 

il:b Sc,ntbL~~ 9N1S t( d '\JqrL~ u..u.o S,vd ~~C}:9d "-w fP.~V'<-

I APPROVALCRITERIA 

What criteda are applkable to this application? Lis t the Chapter, Sections(s) and Subsection(s) from 
the Lane Code. For example: F2 (lropacted Forest) LC 16.211. 

Base Zone: ]?I ffi C -"" f\:1{ 2'>"-"'= Ch~ 8----

Approval Criteria: k /)A-rrehJr-A--

Combining Zone(s): --J.>L.I.<CL-.0~----------------------------

I WRITTEN STATEMENT 

Explain your proposal. Attach additional pages if necessary.--------------~--
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•tfffol;<:, 
~~; ----------------------------~----------------------------------------
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LAND MANAGEMENT DIVISION 
-~~~----------~~~~~~~~~~~~~------------------

:.--.%~ 
-~ ~ 

3.~ 
APPLICATION STANDARDS 

for land use applications 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 125 E B"• A VENUE, EUGENE OR 97401 PLANNING: 682-3807 

To mai ntain prompt processing of land use applicat ions, the following s tandards are now in effec t. ALL 
requirements described below mus t be met when a land use application is submitted _ If not, it will be 
considered unacceptable for processing. These standards apply to all applica tions except land divisions, 
time ex tensions and renewals of Home Occupations or Temporary Mobile Homes. If you have questions 
about these standards, please refer them to the Planner on duty. 

The application s tatement and exhibits must take 
the following form: 

1. Supply one master copy, typewritten or laser 
printed, single s ided. The other copies mentioned 
below can be in duplex form . No handwritten 
documents will be accepted except for those 
submitted as exhibits (such as le tters of support) . 
Be sure to use ink (no pencil) for exhibits. 

2. Multiple copies . For H earings Official review, 
four full copies are need ed . For Hearings Official 
rezone applica tions six copies (as notice to DLCD 

/ ixteen full o p ies are needed . Two 
_. is sent) aro · ~d. F<or Planning Commiss ion 

r,L op • ~ adecma; for Planning Direc tor 
applications. Al so submit a copy of the fil e on 3 -
1/2" disk or CD in Word or compatibl e forma t 
for Hearings Offi cial or Pl anning Commission 
applications. At a minim um, th e elec troni c copy 
shall contain the tex t por tion of the su bmitta l. 

3. All documents including drawings are to be on 

V:.;.1j2" by 11" paper only. Larger drawings or 
maps may be submitted on the s ide for display 

l exhibits, but the appropri ate number of redu ced
s ized copies mus t acco mpany them within the 
application s ta tements. 

4. Do. not use light colored markers to highlight 
/ .n'l"aps. Light colors will not photocopy. Bear in 

V mind that dark colors may not differentiate items 
as would the color ori ginal. Co nsider using 
dashed lines, etc. for this functi on . 

I 5/~·~ not bind application documents . Provide 
V s tapled or clipped loose-leaf copies onl y. 

6. 
rv . ·1 ~vz flu~ ~t>b~ ~~k.Vh 

umber the pages of the submittal, to insure 
that they can be reassembled if they should ge t 
out of ord er. 

te··all revisions and supplements, and includ e 
planning application file number as a 

erence on the document. Provide multiple 
copies per #2 above. 

Each application mus t be accompanied by the 
following graphic exhibits: 

8. Current Assessor's Map clearly showing entire 
O>vnership of the applicant, and neighborin g 

\ / / (direc tly adjacent) properties. This can be 
obtained from private vendors or the County 
Assessment and Taxation counter. O utline the 
subjec t property ownership with dark m arke r. 

9. A Site Plan drawn to LMD s tandards showin g 
·~~roposed development on the site. Refer to th e 

andout entitled "How to Draw a Site Plan" . 
0 his requirement can be waived if actual si te 
\ development is not presently being proposed 

(such as in a Plan Amendment). 

The following are manda tory for applications to 
the Planning Commission, and advisory for all 
other types of applica tions: 

10. On/~6r more "landscape" photos of property, in 
;we form of enlarged laser reprints or original 

V !:_hotos mounted on 8-1/2 by 11 shee ts of paper. 
This can be photographed by the applicant or 
agen t. )~rovide a written index if appropriate. 

11. A4oto excerpt cl early showing the ownership 
/"n_d ~urrounding area . (Can be obtained from 

private vendors.) Outline the ownership with 
dark marker. (over) 



A~ 
For aU Plan Arn<:ndment and Rezoning req:v.ests, supply wr~·u, i tidcnce of adequate water supp.ly as se t 
forth in Lme Code 13.050(13) --this may require well tes ting nd/or a report by a hydrologist or geologist. 
On a case by case basis, well testing may also be required of ot er types of applications (e.g., RV parks) . 

Ad ditional written submittals for certain other app lica tions, such as dwellings in the Coun ty's forest (F-2) 
zone, may be required. This includ es cases where s ta te Jaw may differ from Lane Code requirements. Contact 
staff for more information on this issue. 

Beyond explaining submittal and approval standards at a 1Pr~-Appbication conference, and pro<;:essing the 
applicatiol) once received, LMD staff resources are not su fficien t to support the provision of cof);tinuing In
depth assistance to persons making applications for land use approvals. By law, the "burden of proof" is upon 
the applicant in providing documentation su.fficient to warrant approval of the proposal. 

Although not a requirement, it is strongly advised that for complex proposals such as Plan Amendments or 
Rezoning, or proposa ls likely to be contested, applicants obtain the services of a private land use professional 
(planning consultant or land use at torney) in preparing and managing the application. 

Version 3-06 
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Special Assessment Programs 

Desig!!_ated Forestland {ORS 321.358) {a.k.a. forest deferral) 

There must be at least two contiguous1 acres in the same ownership which meet minimum stocking and 
metchantaole species requltemerHs or an acceptable plan fo ii'leet lfie requirements must be in place. 
Severance tax wilr not be charged upon harvest and sale of the timber. 

Srnall Tract Forestland Option (ORS 321.706) {a.ka. STFO) 

There must be a minimum of 10 but less than 5,000 acres of qualified forestland in the state of Oregon in the 
same ownership under either the designated forestlands or highest and best use forestlands? program. All 
contiguous 1 pe!rcels of forestland use in the same ownership (one or more of the owners) must be included. The 
value is 20% of the Forestland statutory value. Severance tax will be charged upon harvest and sale of the 
timber. An application for Designation of Land as Fmestland and an application for Sm;;~ll Tract Forestland 
Option may be filed at the same time. When ownership changes, the new owner h;:~s 30 clays to reapply. When 
disqualified, the property must remain out of the program for five years. 

l:,xclu~ive Farm Use (EFU) Zoned Farm (ORS 308A.062) (a.k.a. Zoned Farm) 

Property must be in an Exclusive Farm Use zone and must be used to grow some~hing for sale with the intent to 
make a profit. No minimum acreage requirement. No minimum income requirements. 

Non-Exclusive Farm Use (ORS 308~.068} (a.k.a. Non-EFU Farm, Farm Deferral) 

A gross income requirement must be met for three out of five years before filing for the defetral and every five
year interval thereafter. This must be supported by a Schedule F or other farm income tax form. There is no 
minimum acreage requirement. 

Income requirement: 
0- 6.5 acres: 
6.5-30 acres: 
30~ acres: 

$650 
multiply acreage by $100 

$3,000 ' 

Wildlife Habitat Conser:vaUQn and Management Pl.an {O,RS 308A.424} 

Land must be located in an area zoned for exclusive farm use, mixed farm and forest use, or forest use under a 
land use planning goal protecting agricultural land or forestland. Property owners should contact the Oregon 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) to ;:tscertain the requirements and develop a plan. After approval from 
the ODFW, an application must be made to the Assessor. A copy of the approved wildlife habitat conservation 
and management plan must be attached to the application. 

Open Space (ORS 308A.727) 

As specified under ORS 308A.718, this change in special assessment is restricted to certain golf courses under 
ORS 308A.727 {land that is being used as a golf course open to the general public and all or a portion of the 
l:;md is within or is contiguous to an urban growth bolJndary) . If qualified, submit an appl"ication to the Assessor. 
Within 10 days of the application the Assessor will refer the application to the appropriate planning commission 
for approva~ under ORS 308A.309 and 308A.312. The application shall be acted upon ifl' the same manner as 
an amendment to the comprehensive plan. 

1 Land that has a common boundary that is greater than a single point. Includes parcels separated by public or 
county roads, state highways, non-navigable streams or non-navigable rivers. 
2 Highest & Best Use Forestland (a.k.a. forestlands) is generally zoned F1 and are lands for which the most 
probable, reasonable and legal use of the land is predominately for the growth and harvesting of timber. This 
precludes alternative uses such as residential, farm or commercial, which may support a higher value. This is 
not a deferral program; the value shown is considered its worth until highest and best use changes. Most often 
the status changes because a homesite has been established. At that point, the landowner is notified to apply 
for deferral in order to keep the lower taxable value. Severance tax will not be charged upon harvest and sale of 
the timber. 

1:\A TlNFO\BusinessProcess\Forms\f arm_Forest_Forms\Specia l Assessment Program~ EXHlBlT ) 
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PROPERTY REPORT - LA NE COUNTY 

A~~ount # 0028710 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01 -08-00-00700 

--
Si te Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxl)layer Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures Lie Ravin Ventu res Lie 
37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 
Springfield , OR 97478 Springfield, OR 974_78 

-. ---

Mul tiple Owners? No. 
--

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178787 

·-

Approximate Tax 126.85 Subdivision 1School Marcola 
Lot Acres 5,525,586' ~Name: District: 

-
Inc City: Phase: Elem 

UGB: 
- -

' Lot# TL 00700 Middle 
·-· 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# • High 

--
Zoning: ParenUOverlay E40 

Statistical Class: 
··--

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Property Class : 641 Forest, Unzoned Farm Land , Improved 

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Va lue 
Rea l Market 

Improvement Value 
Real Marke t Rea l Market Assessed 

2005 

2004 

$135, 149 

$123,469 

2005 Taxa ble Value 
$ 23,864 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

03-28-2004 $0 Fisher Edward B & Lilli A 

Residential Building # 0 (of 0 ) Characteri sti cs 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$254.24 

Grantee 

$135, 149 

$123 ,469 

$23,864 

$23, 170 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Ravin Ventures Lie 

Instrument # 

20-04-023 175 

Square feel Base Finished 
··-
Yea r Buill: Basement Bsml Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmpro~mt Complete Tota l 

[Comments : 

•This report extracts commonly used infor mation from t he Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Deta iled Property Report. 

EXHIBIT 1 

....... 1",1 
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KLIU rrop~;t ty r..cvu•1 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COU~TY 

Account# 1178787 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00700 

Site Apdress: 
·-.. . - -

Owner N<;~me & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures Lie Ravin Ventures Lie 
37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 
Springfield, OR 97478 Springfield, OR 97478 

Multipl~ Owners? No. 
- -

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax lot & SIC: 0028710 

Approximate Tax 126.85 
Lot Acres 5,525,586' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BlkGrp: . 0200/2 
-

-

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 120 
-

Land Use: 1150 

Property Class: 641 

Pmperty Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 
2004 

$236,244 
$2 11 ,446 

E40 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 172,321 

Two Most Recent Sales 

·-

-
Subdivision 

· iName: 

'Phase: 

Lot# 'TL 00700 

Recording# 

Class 2 Single Family Home 
·-· -· 

Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 
.. 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Market 

$69,920 
$70,300 

2005 Taxes 
$1,675.89 

! 

..• 

·-· 
S'chool Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

'High 

-

Total Value 
Re;3l M <;~ rke t Assessed 

$172,321 
$167,427 

$306,164 

$281,74 6 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Date Price Grantor Grantee Instrument# 

20-04-02317 5 

98-07823100 

03-28-2004 $0 

09-29-1998 $342,000 

Fisher Edward B & Lilli A 

Dustrude, Ray 0 & Ida M H&w 
Ravin Ventures Lie 

Xx 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1} Characteristics 21 stat 110 or 120 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1900 Basement Bsmt Ga~age Sqft 

Bedrooms 4 First 756 756 Att Gara~e Sqft 

Full Baths 1 Second 576 576 Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Atti c 
' 

All Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1332 1332 

j Comments: 

• Th is report extracts commonly used information from t he Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

.. 

http://www .rl i cl. org/One Pagc Propc1i yRcp oii/OncPagcPropcrt y Rcport.cfm?taxlot_ id=7 80-l ... 4/2G/200G 
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/-.s:;:; sss rn e;1t Map i:i nd Tax Lot Number Se arch Res ults !Map and Tax Lot 

2 record(s ) selecled. Record numbers 1 - 2 are disp layed below. 

Please click the 0 to th e right of a record to view a detailed property report. 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 

RAVIN VENTURES LLC 

New Properly Search 1 Applica lions 

0028710 16-01-08-00-
00700 

1178787 1 Q-01-08-00-
00700 

I; i i p ,',\v \'. \\ .r l i cl. or '/q uc1 i cs/ f\ lap Lul_ Query_ rl iu s! ar.clln '~ typc - Dc:ta i I 
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PROPERTY REPORT -LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028710 Map, Tax lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00700 

e'""" '(~ 
., 

Si te Address: 

l""""' 
;~:· 

f'!""lr:~ 
'l'i!<l)i' 

Owner Name & Address: i'axpay~r Name & Address: 
Ravin Ventures Lie Ravin Ventures Lie 
37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 37803 Upper Camp Creek Rd 
Springfield , OR 97478 Springfield, OR 97478 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178787 

Approximate Tax 126.85 
Lot Acres 5,525 ,586' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 1150 
. 

Property Class: 641 
.. 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 $135,149 

2004 $1 23,469 

E40 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 23,864 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Subdivision 
,Name: . 

Phase: 

l,..ot# TL 00700 
. . 

Recording# 

.. . . 

Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Marke t 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$254 .24 

Grantee 

. . . 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 
' Middle 

-
High 

. 

.. 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$135,149 

$1 23 ,469 

Assessed 

$23,864 

$23,170 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

03-28-2004 $0 Fisher Edward B & Lilli A Ravin Ventures Lie 

Instrument # 

20-04-023 175 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

' Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First All Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
.. l Comments: 

~Th is report extracts commonly~ed inform ation from the Detai led Property Report . Cl ick here for the full De tailed Property Report. 

'\ tl 
SJ~'f ·~ 

\Str~0~J1 0 ~ . 

htt r:l/www .rl i d.org/OncPagePropertyReport/On cP :-~ge Propc rt yR cro rt cfm ?tllx lot_ id=o7673 ... 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address : 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00700 

A & T Account#: 0028710 

jTax Map :::J View Tax Map 

COBURG 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 
WENDLING 

. {1-Jl-- ")I 

.. SANTA CLARA LEABURG 
1~-J. - ~~ - , ·Ji~t DEERHORN 

l EUGENE ·.~ .. - ·~INGFIELD 
'\,.Jt_ v.-~ 

~! ''coSHEN j .ASPER 
1.- PLEASANT HILL 

X-Coord : 4305563 

_; ':.-: =':'· 

Land Use Code and Descrip tion: 
Use Code and Description : 
Land Use Code and Description : 
Use Code and Description: 
Land Use Code and Descrip tion: 
Use Code and Description: 
Land Use Code and Description: 
Use Code and Description: 
Land Use Code and Description: 
Use Code and Descrip tion: 

-,. 
··' ... 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Paren t Zone 1: 
:::. '; : · : .: . .. ·: ·. -. . ~ .: i: :::~: -~; 

General 
Incorpora ted Ci ty Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 
2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed: 

Code: 
1150 
N 
1111 
s 
8310 
T 
9100 
v 
9310 
w 

Code: 
LC 

E40 

MVF 

N 
0200 
2 

·. 

VIDA 

. ··. 

Sp?cial Interest Cod~: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 
•' ... --. 

• : •. ' .o: 

· .. 
. :.:: .-

.. . .. . . 
. ·~ - ... .. : .. : 

Y-Coord : 929489 
. ' .•:- . 

Description: 
MOBILE HOME - NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 

MOBILE HOME 
SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 

SINGLE FAMILY 
TIMBERLANDS 

TIMBER 
VACANT, UNUSED, UND EVELOPED LAND 
VACANT 

RIVERS, CREEKS, STREAMS 
WATER 

. , · .• 't: . . ' -_ ' .. · 

Description : 
LANE COUNTY 

~:: . . 

EXCLUSIVE FARM USE 40 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

-: .. ··· . 

:~~';~_ 
'">:E\'~;-

L3i 
lrt q.J :/ / \\·ww . 1 I i d .orgn cport si1'vl a 1 11_ repurt _ _rl r dsta r.c r·rn hax I ot_1 d=616 I J &s i te address 1 cl = .. 51 I :2/2 OUb 
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Annexation #: 
2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 
Approxima te Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 
Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

503 

126.85 
5,525,586 
r· .... . 

. ; . . . :- -·.. . . ' . : ~ . 
. . . ::• ,·: .... -· . ... 

. ·._ ... ~.':' :_, : ,;_ 

- ~ .): :. : .._ .' · .. " . I' ' ·. : . .' ' !' • 'f ::, ,', ·: !,._:, ,::'; • ; · ~ t . \ • I ,: -- ···._;(; r 0: :: • 

...... ·c. .: i: ·,· ..:.:; ... ~- ·:·• r. .. :.; . .. . =.:.-; I : !;:·- .,._ .;;,,.f·,;:<.;:\ ' .,_:;,:~ · I 

FIRM Map Number: 
41039C0680F 
Code: 

Community Number: 

415591 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (YIN): 
y 

X 
Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

520 
1A 
89E 
78 
89G 
102C 
29 
1250 
890 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 
Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source: 

Description: 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

HAZE LAIR SILTY CLAY LOAM, 7 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 
ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 
NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 
MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 
NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 21012 PERCENT SLOPES 
PANTHER SILTY CLAY LOAM, 210 12 PERCENT SLOPES 
CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 
STEIWER LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 
NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 fO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 
Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

51 

15 
11 
11 
10 
1 
1 

0 

0 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRIN-GFIELD 'DEPT OF FIRE & 
rOVI er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District : 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct 

County Commissioner District : 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 
City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 

EAST 

llllp://www.rl iJ. orgii cpo1·ts/l\ l j in_ rcpu rl_JI id star.cfm?tax lot __ iJ ~67G73&s i tc _ adur~ss_iJ ... S/ 12/200u 
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State Senator: 
LCC Board Zones: 
EWEB Commissioner District: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

L~,: : e Coun!y Ass csso:'::; o ·:Lc t' J A ::c ount Num!)c r : C 0287~ 0! ~/;Clp & i<.JX Lot: 16-0i-G3-00-007J O 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: RAVIN VENTURES LLC 
Owner Address: 37803 UPPER CAMP CREEK RD 

City 
SPRINGFIELD 

Taxpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: RAVIN VENTURES LLC 

Country 

Taxpayer Address: 37803 UPPER CAMP CREEK RD 

City 

SPRINGFIELD 

Township: 16 

State 

OREGON 

Range:01 
Subd ivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

Lot!TracUUnit Number: Tl 00700 
Subdivision Number: 

Recording Number: 

Land Value 

Real Market 

2005 135,149 

2004 123,469 

2003 103,447 

2002 94,899 
2001 76,744 

2000 82,522 

1999 81,690 
1998 82,520 

1997 79,350 

1996 74,860 

1995 63,440 

23,864 

Country 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Market 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 

2005 

2004 

2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97478 

Zip Code 

97478 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 

Real Markel Assessed 

135,149 23 ,864 

123,469 23,170 

103,447 23,268 

94,899 22,589 
76,744 21,931 

82,522 21,292 
81 ,690 20,673 
82 ,520 20,072 
79,350 19,487 
74,860 25,300 

63,440 21,650 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explana tion of Tax) 

254.24 

239.81 

240.55 

237.74 

260.60 

218.92 

4,593.28 

253.20 

253.07 

264.66 

205.85 

,.,.11-·-~"'. 

'"-,.,., 

http :1/ www. rl1d .o rg/rcro rt s/M a in repor1_rl idstM.cfrn')ta x lo t _ icl=67 673 &s ite_ add ress id= ... 
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Explanation of Tax 
The tax shown is the amount certi fied in October, unless a val.ue change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
in.ili.a tes !he cha.nge, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department. in the case of clerical errors and 
omitteo property. The amount shown is the full amour11 of tax for the .. year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r. Code Split Indicator 1178787 

Remarks : 
Potential Additional Tax -Small Traet Forestland; 94 Postponed Farm Tax $4,334,.33 

Special Assessm ent Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

FOREST DEFERRAL FORDF 

STFO SMALL TRACT FORESTLAND OPTION 

General Information 

Property Class : 

Statis tical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 

Property Use Type: 

Account Type : 

641 

20161 
515 
RP 

FOREST, UNZQNED FARM lAND, 
IMPROVED 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 

Total Acreage for this Account : 
Fire Acres: 

48.16 
48.16 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07904 _: ·. 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTIUTY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 

Sales Sates 
Date : Price: 

03-28-
2004 

Grantor: 

FISHER EDWARD B & 
LILLI A 

Manufactured Structures 

··; .. · 

Grantee: 

RAVIN VENTURES 
LLC 

. .. · .. ::~. 

Instrument 
#: 

2004-
23175 

Search Result s !New Property Search !Applications Menu 

Analysis 
Code : 

K 

Mull 
Ace!?: 

y 

!ttl p:// w ww. rl i d .urg/rcj)urts/ i'vl a i Jt_ rc:potl_rl iJs la r. c f1n?tax Jot_ id=6 7 6 7 3 & s i tc _ acld rc:ss _ i J= ... 5/1 2/200f3
1 
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PROPERTYREPORT-LANECOUNTY 

A ccount# 0028470 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-07 ~00 -00200 

Sile Address: 
... 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Rosboro Lumber Co Rosboro Lumber Co 
PO Box 20 PO Box 20 
Springfield, OR 97477 Springfield, OR 97477 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approxima te Tax 64.27 Subdivision 
Lot Acres 2,799,601' Name: 

Inc City: Phase: 

UGB: Lot# TL 00200 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay F2 

Statis tical Class: 

Land Use: 8310 Timberlands 

Property Class: 640 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$95,044 

$86,83 1 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 8,194 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$58.84 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

.. 

'School IMarcola 
District: · 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$95,044 

$86,831 

Assessed 

$8,194 

$7,957 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

08-03-1989 $179,500 Weyerhaeuser Real Est Co 

Weyerhaeuser Co 

Rosboro Lumber Co 

Instrument# 

89-03548600 

89-00 1 02900 12-16-1988 $0 

Residenti al Building # 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement ,Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 
-·· 

, Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 
- --· 
Half Baths Attic At! Carport Sqft 

... 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
·-

j Comments: 
... 

*Th is report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for t he full Detailed Property Report. 

htt p://www. rl id.org/O ncPageProperty Report/Onc Page Prope rt yl\epor!cfm? tax lot id=570 I ... 
;J3'D 

4/26/2006 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-07-00-00200 

A & T Account #: 0028470 

Special Inte rest_ Cod(;!: 

I Tax Map --=:J __ v_i_e_w_T_a_x_M_a_:_p _ _, ____ c_o_n_v_ert_ t_o_P_D_F_ D_o_c_u_m_e_n_t __ _J 

Vicinity Map 

" J f,'J\BEL 
\ '/ENDLIN G 

I 
4: 

COBURG 
~., ...-~ '~· 
SANTA CLARA 
-~ .. :·.;;.i ..... •J lJ!!. 
• ~ -c;;:..,' .\1 .. ~ 
I< UGENE '.;~ -· -S;RINGFIELD 

4t__ f~-~ 
~GOSHEN JAS PE R 

X-Coord: 4305749 

- .. '·.: : :;·; 

LE AB URG 

DEERHOR N 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 8310 

Use Code and Description: T 

•- ··' • I :~. : 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 
... ... 

--~ 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexa tion#: 

2004 Transporta tion Analysis 
Zone: 

A pproximate Acreage: 

A pproximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

M etro Wetlands: 

Code: 

LC 

F2 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

64 .27 

2,799,601 

VIDA 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord: 930682 

Description: 

TIMBERLANDS 
TIMBER 

. .. , .. _;f_: 

:·: . .. . . : .. ' r: _,.-- -.... 
-- - ..... ·· . . 

·, .. 
..... . -- ... - ~ .--: 

.. -·. ~· . : . - .. 

. \.. ;. . . ' . ~ . . . . -. .., __ ... -·: ..... r.; .• ·J .: ··:·~ :-. :. . . . 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

IMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

ht tp://www.rl id. org/rcpoi!s/i\ la in_I cpor!_Il idstar.cf111 ? taxlot_ id "-22 78G&site _address_ id= ... 
.)3) 

51 ! 2/2UUll 
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FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039 C0680F 

Code: 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

89 0 

89C 

520 

78 
360 
89E 

1A 
15E 

Schools 

Dis trict: 

Elementary School: 

Midd le School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

. : .- . . : ·, . : .· .· . •••:; ; : , I •< 

·-'. ... 
-. ~ --· . . : :. ·-· ·- .· .!. . 

Community Number: 

415591 

Post - FIRM Date : 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N) : 
y 

Description: 

Areas determin ed to be outside of 500-yea r fl ood. 

Soi l Type Description : 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 12 PERCENT SLOPES 
HAZE LAIR SILTY CLAY LOAM, 7 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

CUM LEY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

46 

22 

14 

7 

5 
NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 5 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 1 
BLACHLY-MCCULLY CLAY LOAMS, 3 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 0 

Name: Code : 

79J MARCOLA 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P 
.d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Utili ty Dis trict: 5 

Soil Water Conservation 
Distri ct: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Politica l Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissione r District: 
100105 

5 
County Commissioner: 
State Represen tative District: 

FAYE STEWART 

11 
Stale Represen tative Name: PHIL BARNHART 

City Council Ward: 

Ci ty Councilor Name: 

S late Senate District: 6 
S tate Senator: WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

LCC Board Zones : 3 

EWES Commissioner Dis tric t: 
.. . 

... :1: ·, t ; \.. .• ..:;. ; ... :' ....... :-; =-~ ~ ....... -:. · . .. ... .. ...... .. .. .. ; . 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

Owner Address : PO BOX 20 

City Sta te 

. ~ . : ~ t) 

EAST 

Country Zip Code 

.:,.· • __ i 

ltttp :l/www . rl id.o rgli'cport s/M 8 in_ rcpo rt_rl icl stM.c fm"hax lo t_ic! =227S 6&st te _address _id= . 
;L-AtJ 
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SPRIN·GFIELD OREGON 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: ROSBORO LUMBER CO 
Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 20 

City State 

SPRINGFIELD OREGON 

Prcpcr :. i ' L :::g ; ~ ; D !.· ~ c. ri p : ic·; 

Township: 16 Range: 01 

Subdivision Type : Subdivision Name: 

Lot/Tract/Unit Number: TL 00200 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 
P: ,:,r : ~:'( :~/ ··./ ;-!: .. ;(; .:: : tc : : : ... ... ~. 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 95,044 
2004 86,831 

2003 72,750 
2002 63,351 
2001 51,231 
2000 55,088 
1999 54,540 
1998 55,090 
1997 52,970 
1996 49,970 
1995 42,350 

UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 07 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 8,194 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 

2003 

2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

97477 

Zip Code 
97477 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

95,044 8,194 
86,831 7,957 
72,750 7,724 

63,351 7,546 
51,231 7,326 
55,088 7,113 
54,540 1,800 
55;090 1,754 

52,970 1,703 
49,970 2,040 
42,350 1,890 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation ofTax) 

58.84 
57.16 
55.59 

54.41 
62.76 
62.64 
16.28 
16.04 
15.73 
15.83 
12.50 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals. clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals. or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made. interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

c;l'\\ 
l1 ttp:/ /wvvw .1 1 i d .org/1 cpuits/1\ 1 a i Il_ rcporl_ rl iJsta1 .cCm?tax lot_ i J --22 7S 6&si tc _ aJdr~ss _iJ .. . 51 !2/2006 



KLlU u eia ttea .nopeny J"\XjJUJl - -o- . --

(. Locally Assessed 

I Pending Seg/Merge 

I Pending Value Change 

I Delinquency 

I Delayed Foreclosure 

I Bankruptcy 

I Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Potential Additional Tax 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

FORDF 

General Information 

Prope rty Class: 640 

Statis tica l Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 

Prope rty Use Type: 515 

Account Type: RP 

Description: 
FOREST DEFERRAL 

FOREST, UNZONED FARM LAND, 
VACANT 

Ca tegory: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 65.39 

Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sa les Info rma tion 
Sa les Sales 

Grantor: 
Date: Price: 

.. ... . 

08-03- 179,500 
WEYERHAEUSER REAL 

1989 EST CO 
12-16- WEYERHAEUSER CO 
1988 

Manufactured Structures 

.... : ~ - ... 

Grantee: 
Instrument 

#: 
ROSBORO LUMBER 8903548600 co 

89-102900 

Search Results /New Property Search /Appl ications Menu 

Analysis 
Code: 

N 

6 

http: //www. rl icl.orglrcport s/M 8 i n _ _report . rl icl stCl r. c fm ? t :-~\ lot i d=2 27 8(i&s i te ;1dcl ress id= .. 

Mull 
Acct?: 

N 

N 
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RLIO Property J{eport 1 .. 5 .... 1 ,,. • 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0981413 Map, Tax lot, & SIC# 16-01-07-00-00201 

. -·--··· 
.Site Address: 

Owner Natne & Address: Ta.?<P,C)yer Name & Address: 
U S Government U S Government 
834 Pearl St 834 Pearl St 
Department Of Interior Department Of Interior 
Eugene, OR 97401 Eugene , OR 97401 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

. - ... -
Approximate Tax 51.10 
Lot Acres . 2.225,916' 

I 

Inc Cjty: 

UGB: 
' 

Census Tr/BikG!p: 0200/2 
... 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 
. ~- -- ~ 

... ~- -·· . 

Statistical Class: 

. Land Use: 6719 

Property Class: 600 
... .. . 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 
$26,150 

$28,228 

F1 
... 

2005 Taxa ble Value 
$0 

Two Most Rec~nt Sales 

- .. 

Subdivisiort 
· Name: 

.. .... 

Phase: 

Lot# 1 TL 00201 

' Recording # 

.. .. 

Other Publicly Owned Property 

Forest, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

.... 

2005 Taxes 
$0.00 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

~ ... 

I 
. . 

Square feet Base Fintshed 

Yea r Built: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 
' ... 

Half Baths Attic 
··· -· 

% lmprovmt Complete Total ' 

I Comments: 

School Marcola 
District: ... ·---

Elem 

Middle I 

High .... 

• ••- r 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$26,150 

$28,228 

Assessed 

$17,477 

$16,968 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft . .. 

"This report extracts commonty used information from the Detai led Property Report. Click her~Jor .t~e fu~ ..De!aile<! P.!.Ql;>~rty ~ep()rt . 

I 

h tl p://ww w .r l iu .o rg/One Pagc:P 1 upcrly J~epun/O tl cPageP ropc rty Reporl.c fm ?tax lot_ id= 123 3.. 4/ 20/2 ()()() 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-07-00-00201 
A & T Account#: 0981413 

View Tax Map jTax Map 3 
--------------~ 

Vi cinity Map 

MAB EL 
o'.'ENDLING 

COBURG 
:t-,_il<;.. ' 'H 
SANTA CLARA 
.. h · • ::.;p~ ,., ,l~ 

(.~\ ·r.1:~. 
EUGENE ·.~ ···-S~PRINGFIELD 

~:x__ t~-· ,~'fl/ 
i_; _;: GOSHEN JASPER 

X-Coord: 4304075 
. - .. ,; : i · : . 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 6719 
Use Code and Description : G 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Code: 

LC 

F1 

Node: N 
2000 Census Tract : 0200 
2000 Block Group: 2 
Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acreage : 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro W etlands: 

503 

51.10 
2,225,916 

VIDA 

$pecia! lnter~st C9Q~_; 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detai l Map 

Y-Coord: 930831 

Description: 

I\ . 
/r' _: . . ,!'!. . -

OTHER PUBLICLY OWNED PROPERTY 

GOVERNMENT RELATED 
. ~·· . . . 

Description : 

LAN E COUNTY 

NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS 
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FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039CQ680F 
Code: 

X 
Soils 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

.... ... 
·:' 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-:18 

. ·-·· . 
. :• , 

Areas determined to be outside of 500 -ye;:~r flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

.·.-. ·:· . 

Pan el Printed? (Y/N) : 
y 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

89E NEKIA SILTY ClAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCE;:NT SLOPI;S 50 

890 NEKIA StLTY CLAY LOAM,12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 32 
520 HAZELAIR SILTY CLAY LOAM, 7 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 12 
102C PANTHER SILTY CLAY LOAM,l TO 12 PERCENT SLOPES 5 
15E 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middl~ School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Ser:vice Area : 
L TO Ride Source: 

BLACHLY-MCCULLY CLAY LOAMS, 3 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 1 

Code: 

79J 
Name: 

MARCOLA 

Ambulance District: EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P ·d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil W ater Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil W ater Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 
City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

100105 
5 

FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

EAST 

State Senator: 
LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 
EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: U S GOVERNMENT 

Owner Address: 834 PEARL ST 
DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 
BONNEVILLE POWER ADMIN 

City 

EUGENE 

Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Zip Code 

97401 

ht tp://w ww .rl icl.org/repons/M a 111_report rl1 dstar.cl'm '' tax lot id e= 14 5 Fl I &site_ add ress __ icJ c:o 5/12 /200() 



Taxpayer Name: US GOVERNMENT 
Taxpayer Address: 834 PEARL ST 
DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 
BONNEVILLE POWER ADMIN 

City 

EUGENE 
·~ . . -

State 

OREGON 

;': Uj.:Qi": i .. ~::_;;_:!, ; .. J".; :: . .:::· ::;!-.... ;·, 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lot/Tract/Unit Number: TL 00201 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 26,150 

2004 28,228 
2003 26,150 

2002 22,090 
2001 17,960 
2000 19,950 
1999 19,750 
1998 19,950 
1997 19,180 

1996 18,090 

1995 15,330 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 07 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

17,477 0 
Taxa ble Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Current Exemptions 
Tax Year 

2005 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 

1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Amount 

17,477 

Zip Code 

97401 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 

Real tv1<Jrket A.sse~$ed 

26,150 17,477 
28,228 16,968 
26,150 16,474 
22,090 15,994 
17,960 15,528 
19,950 15,076 
19,750 14,637 
19,950 14,211 
19,180 13,797 
18,090 18,090 
15,330 15,330 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (Se e Explanation of Tax) 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

Description 

Federal Government 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typ ica lly occur as a result of appeals, cleri ca l errors and omi tted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered , payments made, in teres t owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

Active for the 2005 Tax Year 
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r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(. LocaUy Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indica tor 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (If applicable) 

Code: 

General Information 

Description: 

Property Class: 600 FOREST, VACANT 
Statistical Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 69600 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 50.68 
Fire Acres: 

TaJ< Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 
Sales Date: Sales Price : Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: 

Search Resulls )New Proper ty Search )Applications Menu 

:-:: ..... 

Analysis Code: Mull Acct?: 

c:JA.-"1 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0981421 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-07-00-00202 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxp <;~ ye r Name & Address: 
Weyerhaeuser Company Weyerhaeuser Company 
PO Box 9777 PO Box 9777 
Federa l Way , WA 98063 Federal Way , WA 98063 

Multip le Owners? No. 

Additiona l Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 48.31 
Lot Acres 2, 104,384' 

Inc City : 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay 

Statis tica l Class: 

Land Use: 8310 

Property Class: 600 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$16,014 

$15,335 

F1 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 13,076 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot # TL 00202 

Recording# 

Timberlands 

Forest, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$93.89 

Da te Price Gran tor Grantee 

Res idential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

.. 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Atti c 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

j Comments : 

School Marcola 
District: 

E'lem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$13 ,076 

$12,696 

$16,014 

$15,335 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument # 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

At! Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqft 

Att Ca rport Sqft 

• Th is report extracts commonly used inform at ion from the Detailed Property Report . Cl ick here for the full Detai led Property Report. 
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KLlV veta Ilea nopeny J<..t:jJVJ L 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-07-00-00202 

A & T Account#: 0981421 

!Tax Map 3 View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

\ 
J 

I 
l 

1 
COBURG 

,--:;_,.#..,:.., • .., 
SANTA CLARA 
~~IL ·t~·' • ·J~~~ 

EUGENE -.;l ,, S-;RINGFIELO 

~/{_.-·. y.~ .. ~-s&v 
~~ .~'GOSHEN JASPER 

X-Coord: 4303119 

~ : ·, ·. : I. _''·: , . 

rAABEL 
WENDLING 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 831 0 

Use Code and Description : T 

VIDA 

SpeciallnterestCod_e_: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y -Coord: 930858 

I •' • 

Description: 

TIMBERLANDS 

TIMBER 

.J" .. 

··. ·.• 

. :; ·.~· .. :.: . . -· 

. · ~::·· '•· ··· :• ..... . ·: ·.:1 .,: · \::·:~f :-•," .. : ,L · . ~: . :.: f ; • .. ~· · ~ ·· . ·~ ; ::~'.'···:':.: :· ::· ;,· ... :·: 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

-· ' . ·. : ~- . •; .. •. ·: :· ·····: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

;;· 

Code: 

LC 

F1 

Node: N 

2000 Census Tract : 0200 

2000 Block Group: 2 

Year Annexed : 

Annexation #: 

2004 Transporta tion Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage : 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

503 

48.31 

2,104,384 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

· .. ·,· . ·.-. :. ··)·: .. .. 
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FEMA Flood Hazard Zones ··· .. ·.· 
· ··.·:: ;; .. 

FIRM Map Number: 

41039C0680F 
Code: 

Community Number: 

415591 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 
Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 
Soils 

Soil M ap Unit Number: 

89E 

102C 

13F 

520 
890 

Description: 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 

PANTHER SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 12 PERCENT SLOPES 

BLACHLY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

HAZE LAIR SILTY CLAY LOAM, 7 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 
NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

80 
12 

5 
4 

0 
15E 

Schools 

BLACHLY-MCCULLY CLAY LOAMS, 3 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 0 

District: 
Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source : 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovJ er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 

Soil W ate r Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soi l Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 100105 
County Commissioner District: 5 

County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 
S tate Representative Name: 
City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

S late Senate District: 

FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

EAST 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 
EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

Owner Address: PO BOX 9777 

City 

FEDERAL 
WAY 

Slate 

WASHINGTON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Zip Code 

98063 

)-t;D 
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Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 9777 

City 
FEDERAL 

WAY 

State 

WASHINGTON 

Prop ert y Leucll De:sc r :;; :i c:~ 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoVTracUUnit Number: TL 00202 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2005 16,014 

2004 15,335 

2003 14,170 
2002 21,821 
2001 17,646 
2000 18,975 
1999 18,790 
1998 18,980 
1997 18,250 
1996 17,690 
1995 14,990 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section : 07 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 13,076 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR} 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 

98063 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 

Re13! MC3.rk.~t Ass~ssed 

t6,014 13,076 
15,335 12,696 
14,170 12,326 
21,821 12,340 
17,646 11,981 
18,975 11,632 
18,190 2,960 
18,980 2,880 
18,250 2,796 
17,690 3,37il 
14,990 3,130 

0 
Frozen Assessed Valt,Je (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
93.89 
91 .21 
88.71 
88.95 

102.64 
102.44 
26.78 
26.31 
25.83 
26.15 
20.68 

The tax shown is the amount certified in Ottober. unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department. in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

http ://w ww .rl icl.org/ rcports/M ain_rcport_rl i dstar.c Cm 'I ta x lot_ id ==24 OOO&s 1te _address_ id= ... 5/12/2 ()Q (±)_S'j 



KLJU Uetaaea nopeny t\epun 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 
FOR 

Description: 
FOREST 

General Information 
Property Class: 600 FOREST, VACANT 

Statistica l Class: 
Neighborhood Code : 69600 

Property Use Type: 514 

Account Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: WEYERHAEUSER TIMBER 
Total Acreage for this Account: 48.53 
Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 

Sa les Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: 

Search Results I New Property Se~rch IApplications Menu 

...... ·. 

Analysis Code: 

http://www. rl id .o rg/report s/M a i n_ repo rt_rl i clst~l r.cJm '1tax I ot_ i cl=24 OUU&s 1 te __ aclcl ress _ icl= ... 
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PROPERTY RJ;PORT - I.,.ANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028488 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-07-00-00300 

1
Site Acf..~r~~::;: 

·---- . .. 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Dept Of Interior BLM O&C US Government Dept Of Interior BLM O&C 
PO Box 10226 PO Box 10226 
Eugene, OR 97440 E;ug_ene , OR 97 440 

Multiple Owners? Yes.* 
.. ... 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

--· 
Approximate Tax 159.54 
Lo.t Acr.es 6,949,562' 

- -·· 
lr]C City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 6719 

Property Class: 600 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 
$80,759 

$87,176 

F1 

2005 Taxable Value 
$0 

Two Most Recent Sales 

.. 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# Tl 00300 
.. 

Recording# 

Other Publicly Owned Property 
... 

Forest, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

. 

2005 Taxes 
$0.00 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Resident ial Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

' 

. 

School Marcola 
Oislrict: 

@'rem 

Middle 

· High 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$80,759 

$87,176 

·-·· .. 

Assessed 

$80,759 

$87,176 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

Square feet Base Finished . . 
Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First : Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 
... 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 
.. 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

j Comments: 
_ .. _ 

*This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

-
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K.LIU I-'ropeny Kepon • ~b~ • ~· -

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

A ccount # 0028488 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-07-00-00300 

:s iJe. Address; 

·owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Dept Of Interior BLM O&C US Government Dept Of Interior BLM O&C 
PO Box 10226 PO Box 10226 
Eugene, OR 97440 Eugene, OR 97440 

MuRiple Owners? Yes.* 
. -- ~ ·· . -- . 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
-

- .. 
Approxima te Tax 159.54 
lor Acr"ls . 6,949,562:' 

' "'•-" 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Censvs Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 6719 

Property Class: 600 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$80,759 

$87,176 

F1 

2005 Taxable Valu e 
$0 

Two Most Recent Sales 

-

; 
Subdivision 

! ,Name: 

!=ihase: 
i :Lot# TL 00300 
! 

i Recording# 

Other Publicly Owned Property 

Forest, Vacan t 

Improvement Va lue 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$0.00 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Bui lt: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Allie 

% lmprovmt Comple te Total 
- --·--

I Comments: 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

.. 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$80,759 

$87,176 

f\ssess~d 

$80,759 

$87,176 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

Bsml Garage Sqfl 
. ' 

Att Garage Sqft 
-. -· . 

Del GarC!ge Sqft 
-

Att ~~rport Sqft 
·--- -

I 
~- . . 

-. 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Deta·~ed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

... l;';\ 
j 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

·~"'~""" •' . 
:,~,/ 

Site Address: 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-07-00-00300 
A & T Account#: 0028488 

X-Coord: 4302168 

jTax Map 3 View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 
\o'.'ENDLING 

VIDA 

LEABURG 
DEERHORN 

,...,.,.... Code: 

~~""""': Land Use Code and Description : 6719 
Use Code and Description: G 

. :.... · . :.:: 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorpora ted City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 
Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 
2000 'Block Group: 
Year Annexed: 
Annexa tion #: 
2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone : 
Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards : 

Metro Wetlands: 

: '··· . 

Code: 
LC 

F1 

N 
0200 
2 

503 

159.54 

6,949,562 

Special ln.terest Co<;le; 

· Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 
:.: ___ . · . 

. - . .: ... 

· .. · 

Y-Coord: 931325 
i ' .: . 

Description: 
OTHER PUBLICLY OWNED PROPERTY 
GOVERNMENT RELATED 

. ·· ..... 

Description : 
LANE COUNTY 

NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

ht!p ://www. rli d.org/rcpo l·ts/ 1a in _report rli dst;tr.cfm'Jt;~x l ot _ id=55375&s ite_aclclrcss icl= .. . 
~ Y;--
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.1• • • • • -~ • '· ' .. _,_ .. 
FEMA Flood Hazard Zones ', '' • : •, , '"l .; • :~ , 4 ' I \: ,' ' • , : 1'' 1 ' ": • 1 , • , I ' ' 

•.• :: : • .':. :_ ': • -;·: :- ; ;:~ !., ! ' ':. : .; ·:-- (: . . . ;: : ~' ... . . . . 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039 C0 680F 

Code: 

Communi ty Number: 

415591 

Post - FI RM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Pan el Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

13F 

15E 

89E 

36D 

89F 

113E 

80F 

89D 

Schools 

Dis trict: 

E lementary School: 
Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 

L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source : 

Description: 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Descrip tion: 

BLACHLY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

BLACHLY-MCCULLY CLAY LOAMS, 3 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 

CUM LEY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

RITNER COBBLY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 30 PERCENT 
SLOPES 

MCCULLY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

54 

30 

10 

3 
1 

0 

0 

Ambu lance District: EC A rea: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovt er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility Dis trict: 5 

Soil Water Conservat ion 
Distric t: EAST LANE 

Soi l W ater Conse rvation District 
0 Zone: 

Politic al Districts 
E lection Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representa tive District: 

S tate Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

S tate Senate Distric t: 

S tate Senator: 

LCC Board Zon es : 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

Owne r1 Name: DEPT OF INTERIOR BLM O&C 

Owner Address: PO BOX 10226 

EAST 

i lll p:/1 ww w. r l i d org; report s/ ,\!J 8 i n_ repon_rl i dsw r.c fm'Jtax lot_ id=SSYI S&si te _ <Hie! ress _ icl= .. . 5/12 /2()0(, ~ ~ <= 
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KL11J 1Jtl<IJJt:u r 1 upctlJ 1'-'-1-'V" 

City 

Ell GENE 

State 

OREGON 

Country 

UNITED SlATES 

''r•ii:l Owner2 NC)rne: US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR 8LM O&.C 
Owner Address: PO BOX 10226 

,ri{r~ 

~· 

City 
EUGENE 

Taxpay~r 

State 
OREGON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Taxpayer Name: US GOVERNMENT DEPT OF INTERIOR BlM O&C 
Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 10226 

City 

EUGENE 

State 

OREGON 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lol!TracUUnit Number: TL 00300 

Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 80,759 

2004 87,176 

2003 80,759 

2002 205,975 

2001 167,460 

2000 186,070 

1999 184,230 

1998 186,090 

1997 178,930 

1996 168,800 

1995 143,050 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 07 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

80,759 0 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Current Exemptions 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 

2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 
1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97440 

Zip Code 

97440 

Zip Code 
97440 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

80,759 80,759 

87,176 87,176 

80,759 80,759 
205,975 149,250 

167,460 144,903 
186,070 140,683 

184,230 136,585 
186,090 132,607 

178,930 128,745 

168,800 168,800 
143,050 143,050 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

0.00 
0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

h tl p :l / www. r l1d .orgireportslfVl <1 1 n report_rl1 dsL1 r.crm 'I ta;-; lo t_id= 55 3 7 5&s i tc _address_ id '-' ... 51 I 2, 2 0 U(lc:2) / 



KLIU UelaJieU rruptllY l'..tjJUll 

Tax Year 
2005 

Explanation of Tax 

Amount 
80,759 

Description 

Federal Government 

- . '-' 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initia tes the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interes t owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

( 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(o Locally Assessed 

( Pending Seg/Merge 

( Pending Value Change 

( Delinquency 

( Delayed Foreclosure 

( Bankruptcy 

( Code Split Ind icator 

Remarks : 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

General Information 

Property Class: 600 FOREST, VACANT 
Statis ti cal Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 69600 
Property Use Type: 

Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account : 156.51 
Fire Acres : 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

' •. : . . ' : ... ~ ~ . . .. · . ... ·.. . . .. 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 

Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: 

Sea rch Results I New Properly Search !Applica tions Menu 

Analysis Code: Mult Acct? : 

'-"'\iii!"' 
"-:1'~-,;_:.i 

\.--,•: / 

http: //www .r lld.orglrepolis/J\ l(lllt_report_ r\1ds tar .c lm 'Jtax lo t_ id =553 7 5&s tt e __ add ress _ id= .. 5/ l2/2006cl....5'y 
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KLJLJ rropeny Kt:IJUI 1 

Account# 0028496 

Site Ad('jress: 

Owner Name & Address: 
Weyerhqeuser Company 
PO Box 9777 
Federal Way, WA 98063 

MuLtiple Owners? No. 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01 -07-00-00400 

Ta~p~yer Name & Address: 
Weyerhaeuser Company 
PO Box 9777 
Federal Way, WA 98063 

Additlorlcir AccoUnt Numbers -iOlr this Tax Lot & SIC: 

... 

,_102.80 ... Approximate Tax 
Loi Acres 4 477 968' 

' ' .• . 
JncCity: 

. . 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: Parent/Overlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 8310 
•. 

Property Class: 600 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$33,892 

$32,375 

F1 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 27,702 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

~ ---

Phase: 
--·· 

lot# TL 00400 
... 

Recording# 

Timberlands 

Forest, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$198.91 

.. 

i 

I 

•.. 

School Marcola 
District: 

.. 

Elem 
.. 

Middle 

High 

·-N-

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$33,892 $27 ,702 

$32,375 $26,896 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Date Price 

05-31 -2000 $2,420,400 

11 -15-1997 $1,04 2,455 

Grantor 

Giustina Land & T imber Co 

Ruby F W ilkins Tr 

Grantee 

Weyerhaeuser Co 

Instrument # 

20-00-030710 

97-08174300 Giustina Land & T imber Co 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0} Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement Bsml Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft ' 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
····· 

I Comments: 
.. 

• Th is report extracts co mmonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detai led Property Report. 

~ ~ 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-07-00-00400 

A & T Account #: 0028496 

View Tax Map /Tax Map 3 
--------------~ 

Vicinity Map 

-.-
•_E;.., ' 

··~ 
.~ 

IMBn 
WENDLING 

X-Coord : 4301627 

LEABURG 
DEERHORN 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description : 8310 
Use Code and Description: T 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

Genera l 

Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Code: 

LC 

F1 

Node: N 

2000 Census Tract: 0200 
2000 Block Group: 2 
Year Annexed : 

Annexation#: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zon e: 

Approximate Acreage : 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro W etlands : 

503 

102.80 
4,477 ,968 

VIOl\ 

Special[nterest Code: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord: 928683 

Description : 

TIMBERLANDS 

TIMBER 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

I; ' • 

...... 
. - . 

NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

' ~. ~-

http//\\ \ V \\ _II iJ. urghc:purl s/f\L. in_1 t.:pu1l_1l icbtar_cffll ') tax lot_iJ '-l J07 l S&s itc _adclr·css _id .. . 5/ l 2t20U0 Lfe6 
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• 
~;~~·· 

• • I! :.,. ~ • ' , ·-:; · , .• ' '• • · ' ·, · .. ·:. • . .. 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones · .. . 
. . . . t : .. 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

Community Number: 

415591 
Post - FIRM Date: 

1985,12,.18 
Panel Prin ted? (Y/N) : 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soi l Map Unit Number: 

89E 
89F 
89D 

80F 

13F 
School:s 

Distric t: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 

LTD Service Area : 

LTD R ide Source: 

Description: 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-yea r flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 PERC~NT SLOPES 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

MCCULLY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50P'ERCENT SLOPES 

BLACHLY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 
Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

50 

40 

8 

2 
0 

A mbu lance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL Provider· SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
. LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Con servation 
District: 

EAST LAN E 

Soil Wa ter Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 

E lection Precinct: 100105 
County Commissioner Distri ct: 5 
County Commissioner: FAYE STEWART 

S tate Rep resentative District: 11 
State Re:presentative Name: 

C ity Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

S tate Senate District: 

S tate Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWES Commissioner District: 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

i...>'<~lC: Co w ' : / f-\sse;;;.;c,·':=: [:·' ' ·:_:.-· ; :~ccr; U I 1t ;.; u m b •)r: 0028495 : Mar & T<Jx Lo t : 1 6-01 -07 -00-GO t. GO 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

Owner Address: PO BOX 9777 

City 

FEDERAL 
WAY 

T axpayer 

State 

WASHINGTON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Zip Code 

98063 

h t t r: //www. rl i d .orglreport s/M a i n_report rl i cl st;t r. clm 'J t;~ x lot_ icl= I 3 07 I 8&s it e _ 3clrl ress _ i cl ==. . " I I ?I) () () () Z(:_l 



KLJU Uetallea Yropeny l(epon 

Taxpayer Name: WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 9777 

City State Country 

FEDERAL WASHINGTON UNITED STATES 
WAY 

PropGr\y LOf!()l Q(;~;cnG ~i r:: I ; 

Township: 16 Range: 01 Section: 07 

Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00400 

Subdivision Number: 

Recording Number: 
.:: • (: ~ _,-, :·t I • \ • •t' :! ' ':'- ' :-:·, .·· ·-

Land Value Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Market 

2005 33 ,892 0 
2004 32,375 0 
2003 29,973 0 
2002 41,043 0 
2001 33,191 0 
2000 35,690 0 

1999 35,330 0 
1998 35,690 0 
1997 34,320 0 
1996 32,380 0 
1995 27,440 0 

0 27,702 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 

2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 

1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 

98063 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Tolal Value 
Rea[ Markel A?~essed 

33,892 27,702 
32,375 26,896 
29,973 26,113 
41,043 28,005 
33,191 27,190 
35,690 26,398 
35,330 6,780 
35,690 6,595 
34,320 6,403 
32,380 7,580 
27,440 7,120 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Ta x) 

198.91 
193.22 

187.94 
201.96 
232.93 
232.49 
61.33 
60.28 

134.36 
124.07 

100.22 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been ,processed on the property. 
Value changes typica lly occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
inilia tes the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, paymenls made. interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

Loca lly Assessed 

. ' 
· .. ,..,) 

..('~~~ 

ht tp :1 / www.1l i cl. orglrcports/M a in_ report rl1 cl st :11.cf"m '~I <J x lot __ i cl = 1 :107 I 8&si tc _MJ ciress_ icl= 5/1 217 006 ~ 
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RLJU Ueta1Jed Property Kepon 

(. 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Ind icator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 
FOR 

Description: 
FOREST 

General Information 
Property Class: 600 FOREST, VACANT 

Statistical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 

Property Use Type: 

Account Type: 

69600 

514 

RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMEN;TS 
Mortgage Company Name: WEYERHAEUSER TIMBER 
Total Acreage for this Account: 103.43 
Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 

EMtRALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 
Sa fes Sales Grantor: 
Date: Price: 

05-31-
2,420,400 

GIUSTINA LAND & 
2{)00 TIMBER CO 

11-15-
1,042,455 RUBY F WILKINS TR 

1997 

04-17-
WILKINS, RUBY F 

1995 
04-17-

WILKINS, RUBY F 1995 

02-16- DEXTER FOREST FIBRE 
19·95 INC 

Manufactured Structures 

Grantee: 

WEYERHAEUSER CO 

GJiUSTINA LAND & 
TIMBER CO 

:.'· .. 

Instrument 
#: 

2000-
30.710 

9708174300 

9502661800 

9502661900 

9501051800 

Search Results !New Properly Scarcl1 ]Applications Menu 

Analysis 
Code: 

N 

N 

6 

6 

K 

http :1 /www. rl i d .o rglrepor1 s/M Cl in_ rcport _rl i ds t;tr cfm'lt(l xI ot _ icl= l 307 l R& s ite _ilcldrcss __ id= .. 
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KLJU rropeny I\.q;urt 

PROPERTY REPORT - LAN E COUNTY 

A ccount # 1597234 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-07-00-00299 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Weyerhaeuser Company Weyerhaeuser Company 
PO Box 9777 PO Box 9777 
Federal Way, WA 98063 Federal Way , WA 98063 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax lot & SIC: 

·-
Approximate Tax 0.57 I Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 24,829' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: Elem 

UGB: Lot# TL 00299 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay F1 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 6719 Other Publicly Owned Property 

Property Class: 640 Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 

2004 

$840 

$768 

Improvement Value 
Real Marke t 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxable Value 
$97 

2005 Taxes 
$0.70 

Two Most Recent Sa les 

Date Price 

05-31-2000 $2,240,204 

12-02-1997 $1,042,455 

Grantor 

Giustina Land & Timbe r Co 

Ruby F Wilkins Living Trust 

Residential Bui ld ing# 0 (of 0) Characteristi cs 

Total Value 
Real Ma.rket Assessed 

$840 $97 

$768 $94 

Grantee 

Weyerhaeuser Co 

Weyerhaeuser Co 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

20-00-030710 

23-62/978174 3 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Atl Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Atl Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

j Comments : 

"This report extra cts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click her e for the full Detailed Property Report. 

I ~ ,, v 

\ 

htt r:l/www. r l id .org/O neP11gcPropertyRepo ri/O nePageP ropertyRcro rtc frn rl tax lo t _i d= I 409 ... 
P<l ~d 

4/26/2006 f 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 
Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01 -07-00-00299 

A & T Account#: 159-7234 

!Tax Map iJ ___ ___ _ __J View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 

WENDLIN G 
MARCOLA 

COB UR G 

~ ~l 
LEABURG ~-~~. 

;;;., . '·~· nF:I'RHORN 
~. . ~f._,~ •. WALTERVILLE ..... ... SPRINGFIELD 

~ ~;;_~·- -... ~-. ,lA)} y: :'~-t:.pr 

X-Coord : 4302493 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 6719 

Use Code and Description : G 

. . .. :r:. 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 

General. 
Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed : 
Annexation #: 
2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

Code: 

LC 

F1 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

0.57 

24,829 

Special l(lte_rest Code_: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y -Coord: 928943 

Description: 

OTHER PUBLICLY OWNED PROPERTY 

GOVERNMENT RELATED 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

htt r :l/ww w .rl id .orglrcports/Ma in rcpo ri _rl ids tar. cfm ?tax lot_id=l 43 774&s itc _address _ icJ = ... 5/l 2/20(j$>2{s, 5 
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FEMA Flood Hazard Zones . ( ·. ·· .. · ..... .. : ,., : , ' . ... ' ' ~ I ! • , ' : ' : ' 1 

FIRM Map Number: 

41039C0680F 
Code: 

Communi ty Number: 

415591 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soi l Map Unit Number: 

89E 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School : 

Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source: 

Description: 

Areas determined to be outs ide of 500 -year flood. 

Soi l Type Descrip tion: 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot : 

100 

Am bulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P 
.d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Util ity Dis trict: 5 
Soil W ater Conse rvation 
Distric t: 

EAST LANE 

Soil W ater Conserva tion District 
Zone: 0 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 
Ci ty Council Ward : 
City Counci lor Name: 

State Senate Distric t: 
State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 
EW EB Commissioner Distric t: 

100105 

5 

FAYE STEWART 
11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

':.. ~ -~: .. : ·.: · : , · : .~ ~:·: ~ D~- ~-=:-~ .·. <.--; w- ;r-)· :... c t ~ ~) - 0'1 -07 -cc -:;n27JJ 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

Owner Address: PO BOX 9777 

City 

FEDERAL 
WAY 

Taxpayer 

State 

WASHINGTON 

Taxpayer Name: WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 9777 

City State 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Coun try 

Zip Code 

98063 

Zip Cod e 

,~I<~~ 

':,, .. } 

illtp ://wv, 1V.1i iu.o1 g/repoilSI J'vl <t i 11_1 cpo1 t _II iJsW1 .cfll l ':> t<l.\ lot_ iu= 14 J 774&site _ ac.ldrcss_id=.. . 5/ l 212UU (dto~ 
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FEDERAL 
WAY 

WASHINGTON 

Propt.nt y Leg al Jc-scrij)!;r;:; 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoUTracUUnil Number: TL 00299 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 840 
2()04 768 
2003 643 
2002 · 596 
2001 482 
2000 519 
1999 510 

1998 520 

1997 500 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 07 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 97 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 

98063 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

840 97 
768 94 
643 25 
596 24 
482 23 
519 22 
510 20 
520 22 
500 20 

0 

Froz:en Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
0.70 

0.68 
0.17 
0.17 

0.20 

0.19 

0.18 
0.20 
0.18 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

( Pending Seg/Merge 

(- Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

( Delayed Foreclosure 

( Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

h l t p:!/www. rl i J .org/reports/M a in_ rc.:pori _rl i dstar.cl'm'1tax lot_ id= 14 3 77 4 &si tc _add ress. icl= .. . 5/ 1 21200~.k::..j 
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Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax 

Special Assessm ent Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

Property Class: 

Statistical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 
Property Use Type : 
Account Type: 

FORDF 

640 

20161 
515 
RP 

Description : 

FOREST DEFERRAL 

FOREST, UNZONED FARM LAND, 
VACANT 

Category: 
Mortgage Company Name: 

LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
WEYERHAEUSER TIMBER 

Total Acreage for this Account: 0.36 
Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales Grantor: 
Date : Price : 

05-31- 2,240,204 
GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 

2000 co 
12-02- 1,042,455 

RUBY F WILKINS LIVING 
1997 TRUST 

08-06- RUBY F WILKINS TR 
1997 

Manufactured Structures 

Grantee: Instrument 
# : 

WEYERHAEUSER 2000-
co 30710 

WEYERHAEUSER 
97-81743 co 

9705379900 

Search Results !New Property Search !Appl ications Menu 

Analysis 
Code : 

N 

N 

6 

Mull 
Ace!?: 

y 

y 

l111 p :1 / www . rl i cl . org/ repoi t ~/i\IJ a i n_rcporl_1l i J::;La r c f1 11 ?til X lot_ icJ - 14 3 77 ..J &s i tc _ add1 ess _ iJ- . . . Sl I 2/200G cf.L ~ 



( -·~ .... _ 

PROPERTY REPORT-LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0980266 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-07-00-00800 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpay_er Name & Address: 
Weyerhaeuser Company Weyerhaeuser Company 
PO Box 9777 PO Box 9777 
Federal Way , WA 98063 Federal Way, WA 98063 

-
Multiple Owners? No. 

.. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 1.08 
Lot Acres 47,045' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 

Property Class: 040 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$500 

$500 

F1 

.. - ···· -

Subdivision 
Name: 

I ,?hase: 

Lot# Tl_ 00800 

Recording# 

Miscellaneous, Tract, Unbuildable 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxable Value 
$500 

2005 Taxes 
$3.33 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

05-31-2000 $2,240 ,204 
11 -15-1997 $1,042,455 

Grantor 

Giustina Land & Timber Co 

Ruby F Wilkins Tr 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

-

School Marcola 
District: 

:Elem 
... 

Middle 

, High 
·-

Total Value 
Real Markel Assessed 

$500 $500 
$500 $500 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Grantee 

Weyerhaeuser Co 

Instrument# 

20-00-030710 
97-08174300 

Square feet Base Finished 

'Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

: Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 

Hatf Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovml Complete Total 

j Comments: 

• This report extracts commonly used in rormat ion rrom t he Detailed Property Report . Click here ror the rull Detailed Property Report. 

h ttp://www. rlid.org/CJ nePa gel' roperty l\eport/O nc Pagcl' ropc rly l\eport.crm?tax lot_ id= 1254 ... 4/26/2006 d.LoCf 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 
Map & Tax Lot# : 16-01 -07-00-00 800 

A & T A.ccount #: 0980266 

COBURG 
~ "il 
~ 

!Tax Map -=:J 
------ --' 

View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABE L 

WENDLI NG 
MARCOLA 

Special lnteres(Cqde: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

,~ 
.I 
It 

rl 
. ll 

-~ .. .}TJ~. LEABURG 

~ i.a OEERHORN 
~- ~,---~~ 

""-~~ SPRING FI ELD 

5·!_1~~....,~ 
"'~ 9 ····· · ~ 

.. . /~ 

X-Coord: 4302460 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 6719 

Use Code and Description : G 

Zoning Jurisdic tion : 

Parent Zone 1: 

. '." . ·: · ' Ji : 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Desig nation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone : 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage : 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

Code: 

LC 

F1 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

1 .08 
47,045 

Y-Coord: 927912 

Descrip tion : 
OTHER PUBLICLY OWNED PROP ERTY 

GOVERNMENT RELATED 

Descrip tion : 

LAN E COUNTY 

NONIMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

i 111 p:/1 www . rl id.urg/ t cpurts/ ivi a i n_r cpon_ rl i ds1a rcfm 'J t ax I ot_ id=60o<J S&s i tc _ addr·ess _ icl= ... SI I L!2UUG <1._1.0 
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. . ~'.:.:~· ·· :·:.-· .·· .: : ·. : .. 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones :·t : ·•... , .··· : :· . 
•.·;, ·:. : .. ,';.· 

FIRM Map Number: 
41039C0680F 
Code: 

Community Nvmber: 

415591 
Post- FIRM Date: 

198lH2-18 
Panel Printed? (YIN): 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

890 
89E 
89F 

Schools 

District : 

Elementary School: 
Middle School: 
High Scf;wol: 

Service Districts 
LTD Service Area: 

L TO RJde Source: 

Descriptiqn: 

Areas detennined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

NEKIA StLTY CLAY LOAIVI, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 
NEKIA S!l.,TY CLAY LOAM;, ~0 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 
NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 
79J 

N.ame: 
MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 
51 

30 
19 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovJ er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emeralc:l People's Utility District: 5 

Soil W;:~ter Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 
County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 
City Councilor Name: 
State Senate District: 

100105 
5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
State Senator: 
LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 
3 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 
Owner Address: PO BOX 9777 

State Country 

EAST 

City 

FEOERAL 
WAY WASHINGTON UNITED STATES 

Taxpayer 

Taxpayer Name: WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY 

Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 9777 

Zip Code 

98063 

http ://www .JIJd.orgiJ erort s/M a 111_ rcp01 t_ rl1 dstaJ .cfm'ltax lot Jd=6069 S&s1te ad dress id = .. 
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City 

FEDERAL 
WAY 

Township: 16 

Stale 

WASHINGTON 

Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00800 

Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 500 

2004 500 

2003 500 

2002 500 

2001 500 

2000 500 

1999 500 

1998 500 

1997 500 

1996 500 

1995 500 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 07 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 500 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 

98063 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

500 500 
500 500 
500 500 

500 500 
500 500 
500 492 
500 478 
500 464 
500 450 
500 500 
500 500 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

3.33 
3.33 
3.34 

3.35 

4.02 
4.12 

4.17 
4.18 
4.16 
3.87 
3.30 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typica lly occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r 

Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

ht tp://www. rl1d .o rg/repo rt s/M a I n_report_rl i ds ta r.c 1111.1 tax I ot _ 1 cl=606lJ5&s 1 te _ 2ddrcss __ id= ... 511 2/2 006 ~18 
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r Pending Value Change 

( Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

( Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

Description : 

Property Class: 040 
MISCELLANEOUS, TRACT, 
UNBUI:LDABLE 

Statistical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 

Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: WEYERHAEUSER TIMBER 
Total Acreage for this Account: 0.82 
Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area {Levy Code): 07904 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANt COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

lANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales Grantor: 
Date : Price: 

05-31-
2,240,204 

GIUSTINA LAND & TIMBER 
2000 co 

11-15-
1,042,455 RUBY F WILKINS TR 

1997 

08-06-
RUBY F WILKINS TR 

1997 
07-08-

WILKINS, RUBY F 1997 

04-17-
WILKINS, RUBY F 

1995 
04-17-

WILKINS, RUBY F 1995 

Manufactured Structures 

Grantee: 

WEYERHAEUSER 
co 

· · . t ... 

Instrument 
#: 

2000-
30710 

9708174300 

9705379900 

9704595400 

9502661800 

9502661900 

Search Results INew Propeny Search (Applica tions Menu 

Analysis 
Code: 

N 

N 

6 

6 

6 

6 

http://www .rl id.org/repo rt s/M il in_ report_rl id s tar.cfm?tax lot_ id=6069 S &site_ address_ id= ... 

Mull 
Acct?: 

y 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028504 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-07-00-00500 

Site Address: 
·-~ ... -~ .. -.OT ' ' 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Paschelke James W Paschelke James W 
975 Hayden Bridge Rd 975 Hayden Bridge Rd 
Springfield, OR 97477 Springfield, OR 97477 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
··-·--

- · 

Approximate Tax 87.31 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 3,803,224' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: Elem 

UGB : Lot# TL 00500 Middle 

Census Tr/BikG rp: 0200/2 Recording # High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay F2 

Statis tical Class: 

Land Use: 

Property Class: 640 Fores t, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 
$99,924 

$9 1,289 

Improvement Val ue 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$99,924 

$91,289 

Assessed 

$4,611 

$4,477 

2005 Taxable Valu e 
$ 4,611 

Two Most Re cent Sales 

Date Pri ce Grantor 

08-06-2001 $300,000 Paschelke Ka thryn I 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

2005 Taxes 
$113.19 

Grantee 

Paschelke James W 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Attic 
.. 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
-

I Comments: 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument # 

20-01 -04931 8 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

All Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

"This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

h ttp ://www.1l id .org/011Chtgcl)ropcrty Rcport/Oileh1 geP ropertyJ~eport cCm'l tax lo t_id= 1425 4/2 6/2 00fr.. 1 

.j 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATtON DATABASE 
Site Address: 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-07-00-00500 

A & T Account#: 0028504 

jTax Map iJ View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

--
~-r 
•;. 

COBURG 
:..:a,..~~ '\t 

I SANTA CLARA 
ft.~' ' "!f· -~·.. . •j•-._ 

::. 1'::.• ·~ 
:-EUGENE ·-~·-· SPRINGFIELD 

MABEL 
WENDLING 

LEABURG 
DEERHORN 

~L .. f·.~~ 
t,_ ~GOSHEN JASPER 

•- PLEASANT HILL 

VIDA 

Speciallnte r~s t Cod~: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 
.. ... -- ~-:· ~ .... -. . 

·.: ... ·--:· . 

-- . ;<~ .~;_:~ · ·-
... .. { . 

- ;· · ·r 

, . . . ·· ·-
. - . ~. 

X-Coord: 4304763 Y-Coord: 928695 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed : 
Annexation#: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone : 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage : 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Code: 

Code: 

LC 

F2 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

87 .31 

3,803 ,224 

Description : 
~ ' . . . :-l:. ·\·. :: . . 1···· .... . ·, ::::·.., ·, ·,.. : .. 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

IMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

.l'!lW'r-~. Metro Wetlands : 
~! 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones , ·, ; • •! ..... 

- · · u · 

. : . ' . . 

~ •. :· f . • • 

http: //www. rl id .o rg/n.: po1is/M l1 in_ repo r1 rl ids ta r.c fm'lt:Jx lot_ i cl = 1304 65&si te_ <ldclress _ icl = .. . 5/l2/200i-- l 5 
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FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C068 0F 
Code: 

Community Number: 

415591 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

89E 

125D 

1A 

125C 

890 

78 

125F 
26 

89F 
29 

528 
520 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 
Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source: 

Description : 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Descri ption : 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 

STEIWER LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

STEIWER LOAM, 3 TO 12 PERCENT SLOPES 

NE'KIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

STEIWER LOAM, 20 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 

HAZE LAIR SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

HAZE LAIR SILTY CLAY LOAM, 7 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

23 

16 

14 

12 
11 

10 

7 

6 

1 
0 
0 

0 

Ambu lance Dis trict: EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P 
.d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utili ty District: 5 
Soil W aler Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soi l W ater Conservation Distric t 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 
County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

C ity Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

S tale Senate District: 

Stale Senator: 

LCC Board Zones : 

EWEB Commissioner Dis trict: 

Property Owner 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

Owner1 Name: PASCHELKE JAMES W 

Owner Address : 97 5 HAYDEN BRIDGE RD 

EAST 

;)l Jo 
h II p://ww w. rl i d .o rg/rcports/M ll in _re[.JOrt _ _r l i cl star cf m?t ax lot_ i d= ] :1 04 65&si tc _ aclclress_ i cl =. . 5/12/20n() 
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City State Country 

SPRINGFIELD OREGON UNITED STATES 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: PASCHELKE JAMES W 
Taxpayer Address: 975 HAYDEN BRIDGE RD 

City State Country 

SPRINGFIELD OREGON UNITED STATES 
p,opr::: r:y ~ ~:s;1l D(::~c:· : ;;~: .-~ :; 

Township: 16 Range: 01 Section: 07 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoVTracUUnit Number: TL 00500 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

? ~ · up<.:rt / \I ;:~ ! • C :-11 :d I ,·;A ;::-; 

Land Value Improvement Value 
Rea l Market Real Market 

2005 99,924 0 
2004 91,289 0 
2003 76,486 0 
2002 42,117 0 
2001 34,061 0 
2000 36,625 0 
1999 36,270 0 
1998 36,640 0 
1997 35,230 0 
1996 33,240 0 

1995 28,170 0 

0 4,611 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97477 

Zip Code 

97477 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

99,924 4,611 
91,289 4,477 
76,486 21,914 
42,117 12,591 
34,061 12,789 
36,625 12,899 
36,270 3,550 
36,640 12,500 
35,230 12,060 
33,240 16,890 
28,170 17,040 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
113.19 
95.24 

220.30 
130.42 
146.86 
147.02 

73.20 
146.96 
148.29 
168.47 

143.14 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October. unless a value change has been processed on the property . 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of lax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing. or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

d.f! 
h tl p:// www. rl1d org/rcpons/ i'vl 3 in_ report _rl idsta r.cfm '! tax lot __ id= 1304 65&s i tc _address_ id=... 51 121200() 
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r. 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Yea r 

r. Loca lly Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indica tor 

Remarks: 

Potential Additional Tax -Small Tract Forestland 

Speci al Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: Description: 

STFO SMALL TRACT FORESTLAND OPTION 

General Information 

Property Class: 640 FOREST, UNZONED FARM LAND, 
VACANT 

Statistica l Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 

Property Use Type : 

Account Type: 

20161 

10001675 

RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 

Total A creage for th is Account: 85.92 

85.92 Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code}: 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEG E 
LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales 

Grantor: Date: Price: 

08-06-
300,000 PASCHELKE 

2001 KATHRYN I 

Manufactured Structures 

Grantee: 

PASCHELKE JAMES 
w 

Instrument 
#: 

2001-49318 

Search Resulls jNew Properly Search jApplical ions Menu 

Analysis 
Code: 

6 

h t t p:l /w w w. rl i cl.org/ rcport s/ lv1 a i n __ report_ r l1 cl sta r.c I m"ltax lot_ Jcl = l30LI65&s l te_ address __ icl= ... 
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PROPERTY REPORi- l-ANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028512 Map, Tax lot, & SIC# 16-01-07-00-00501 

Site Address: 
-

Owner Name & Address: T9·Xpayer Name & Address: 
Bonneville Power Admin US Government 
PO Box 3621 PO Box 3621: 
Portland , OR 97208 Portland , OR 97208 

- · .. 

Mullipte Owners? Yes.* 
.. -

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 30.46 
Lot Acres 1,326,838' 

Inc City: 
.. 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 
·---

Land Use: 8040 

Property Class: 400 
.. 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 $107,797 

2004 $97 ,998 

E40 

2005 Taxable Value 
$0 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
!Name: 

I -Phase: 
·-·- -
Lot# TL 00501 

i Recording_# 
-

-
. 

·-· ~ 

Pasture, Cows, Sheep, Cattle 

Tract, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$0.00 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential: Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

I 

i 

Square feet Base Finished 
... 

Year Built: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

,Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
.. = -I Comments: 

.. 
' 

-· 

School Marcola 
District: 
... 

Elem 

Middle 

High 
-

-

Total Value 
Real Mar~e t Assessed 

$58,214 

$56,5 18 

$107,797 

$97 ,998 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

Bsmt Garage Sgft 
... 

AU Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

All Carport Sqft 

.. . 

a This report ext racts commonly usel;l information from the Detai led Property Report. Click h ere for t he full Detailed Property Report . 

;;l I 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01 -07-00 -00501 

A & T Account#: 0028512 

View Tax Map /Tax Map =::J 
--------' 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 

WENDLING 

X-Coord: 4305080 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 8040 
Use Code and Description: A 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Pa rent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexa tion #: 
2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 
App roximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Haza rds: 

Metro Wetlands: 

Code: 

LC 

E40 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

30.46 
1,326,838 

VIDA 

$pec i c;~ llnt~ res t Cocje : 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

· ·.:· 

· .. . - . . 
.. · .. .. ~ . ..... · . 

Y-Coord : 927599 

Description: 

PASTURE, COWS, SHEEP, CATTLE 
AGRICULTURE 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

EXCLUSIVE FARM USE 40 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

h 1 t p://www. rl i cl. org/ report s/M a 111 _ rcpo rt_rl lcl star.c 1 111 'J ta x lot_ icl=4 09 13&s i tc acid rcss tel = ... 
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FEMA Flood Hazard Zones .... . , . .. ' : .. : . ' I 

. ·.· :· ... ·: ,· 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

Community !'lumber: 

415591 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 
Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

78 

1A 

26 

125F 

Schools 

Dis trict: 
Elementary School: 
Middle School: 

High School: 

Service D-istricts 
L TO Service Area: 

l TO Ride Source: 

Description: 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood . 

Soil Type Description: 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 
ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

CHEHALIS SJL TY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 

STEIWER LOAM, 20 TO 50 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

59 
23 

16 

2 

Ambulance Dis trict: EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P 'de SPRINGFiELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl. r: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 

Soil W ater Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil W ater Conservation Dis tric t 
0 

Zone: 

Po litical Districts 
Election Precinct: 

Coun ty Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

S tate Representative District: 

S tate Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 
City Councilor Name: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

S tate Senate District: 6 

EAST 

State Senator: WILLIAM MORRISETTE 
LCC Board Zones: 3 

EWES Commissioner District: 
: .. ~ . . ·: \_::; ] . ; . _ _, .:. ~--

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: BONNEVILLE POWER ADMIN 

Owner Address: PO BOX 3621 

Ci ty 

PORTLAND 

State 

OREGON 

Owner2 Name: DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 

Owner Address: PO BOX 3621 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Zip Code 

97208 

il tl p:l/www. rlid.orgncportsdVla ln_ repo rl_rlicl s tar.cfm?taxlu t_ id=-409 J 3&s ite_ address .icl= ... 5112/2Ul: ~ ( 
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City 
PORTLAND 

State 

OREGON 

Owner3 Name: US GOVERNMENT 

Owner Address: PO BOX 3621 

City 

PORTLAND 

Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: US GOVERNMENT 

Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 3621 

City 
PORTLAND 
? ! -.: : ~ . . ; . 

State 

OREGON 

.. . : =:: ~; : .. .J •• •• • 

Township : 16 Range: 01 

Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00501 
Subdivision Number: 

Recording Number: 

Land Value 

Real Market 

2005 107,797 
2004 97,998 

2003 82,3 52 

2002 73,529 

2001 59,780 

2000 66,420 

1999 65,760 
1998 66,420 

1997 63,870 

1996 60,250 
1995 51,060 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section : 07 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

58,214 0 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 

2005 

2004 

2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97208 

Zip Code 

97208 

Zip Code 

97208 

Quarter: 00 

Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

107,797 58,214 
97,998 56,518 
82,352 54,872 
73,529 53,274 
59,780 51,722 

66,420 50,216 

65,760 48 ,753 
66,420 47,333 
63,870 45,954 
60,250 60,250 
51,060 51,060 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

l1 t t p://w w 11. rl iu. urghcpo 1 ts/ 1\Ll i 11 _ report_rl idsta r.clm 'I tax lot_ id:.oL!CJ Y I 3 &s ite _a ddress_ id= .. . 
02~2._ 
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Current Exemptions 
Tax Year 

2005 
Explanation of Tax 

Amount 
58,214 

Description 
Federal Government 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The ovmer either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of ta.x for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments mad·e. interest owi:ng', or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

I 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

I Pending Seg/Merge 

I Pending Value Change 

I Delinquency 

I Delayed Foreclosure 

I Bankruptcy 

r- Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

Genera l Information 
Property CIQss : 400 TRACT, VACANT 
Statistical Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Tolal Acreage for this Account : 31.59 
Fife Acres: 

T<,tx Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COl.LEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLASCHOOLD~TruCT7~ 

MOHAWK VALii-EY. RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: 

Search Results !New Properly Search jApplicalions Menu 

Analysis Code: 

h tl p :/ / www .rl i d. orglrepOii s/ M 3 in_ report _rl i ds ta r.cfm'ltax lot id=L\09 13&si tc acl cl rcss i cl = . . 

Mult Ace!?: 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

A ccount # 1476421 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-07-00-00601 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Ja.xp9.yer Name & Address: 
Paschelke James W Paschelke James W 
975 Hayden Bridge Rd 975 Hayden Bridge Rd 
Springfield , OR 97477 Spri ngfield , OR 97477 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 0.68 
Lot Acres 29,621' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: Parent/Overlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 4111 

Property Class: 010 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 

2004 

$580 

$580 

E40 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 580 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot # TL 00601 

Recording# 

Rai lroad Right-of-Way 

Miscellaneous, Residential, Unbuildable 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Marke t 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$21.87 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Marke t Assessed 

$580 $580 

$580 $580 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

09-27-2001 $0 Pasche lke Kathryn I 

3 Cs lnv Co 

Paschelke James W 

Instrument# 

20-01-063941 

92-001 33200 01 -07-1992 $375 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Ch aracteris tics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement ~smt Garage Sqft 
·---" 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 
-

Full Baths Second I Del Garage Sqft 
-

Half Baths Att ic At! Carport Sqft 

% l mprovmt Complete Total 
-· ··--

[comments: 

•Th is report extracts commonly used information fro m the Deta iled Property Report. Cl ick here for the full Detailed Property Report. ·····<·; 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 

Mi;>p & Tax Lot #: 16-01 -07-00-00601 

A & T Account#: 1476421 

Special _I nterest Cod~: 

/Tax Map iJ 
Vicin ity Map 

View Tax Map _j ___ c_o_n_v_e_rt_to_P_D.._F~D_o_c_u_m_e_n_t __ _, 

r.~AB E L 

WENDLING 
MARCOU\. 

COBURG 
"il 

~ 

~ .)'i'-ip._ L EA BURG 

~ i~ _ OEERHORN 
'-. ;-'~~ WALTERVILLE 

·-,l SPRINGFIELD 

;r.~.-~~ 

X-Coord: 4306452 

:_~·1: ': (~ :.J~- -~: 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description : 4111 
Use Code and Description : B 

. .. 

Code: 

Zoning Jurisdiction: LC 

Parent Zone 1: E40 

Sot: nd;;Jr)/ i ; ~fc.r · ~1<: t :o ~ ~ 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: MVF 
Plan Designation : 

Node: N 
2000 Census Tract: 0200 
2000 Block Group: 2 
Year Annexed: 

Annexation#: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 
503 Zone: 

Approximate Acreage : 0.68 
Approximate Square Footage: 29,621 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

Detail Map 

~- . :.k - .-· ... . . 

Y-Coord : 928287 
.. 

Description: 

RAILROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY 

RAILROAD 
\ . • · : . . :·,· .. •.. 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

EXCLUSIVE FARM USE 40 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

. . .. 

zrs 
ll tip :/ /www. rl i cl .orglreport s/ M air r_report _ _rl i J sU1 r.ci"rn ?tax lot_ id= l J l P:J 7 & s1 tc. _ adcl1·ess _ i d-= .. 5/ 1 2/ 2UU0 
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FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code: 

X 
Soils 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

:. : . .. . . . · ... · · . ··;· . 

'• : • :; · 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year f lood. 

Soil Map Unit Number: Soil Type Description : 

. '. · · ... .. 

Pane l Printed? (Y/N ): 
y 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

26 

Schools 

CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 100 

District: 
Elementary School: 

Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
LTD Service Area: 

LTD Ride Source : 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 

Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 
State Represen tative District: 

State Representative Name: 
City Council Ward: 
City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

EAST 

State Senator: 
LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 
EWEB Commissioner District: 

:_;. : ~ .: {~ :': . .. · .. ,~ .... : ' : ·: : . ~ .··•. !_~. : 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: PASCHELKE JAMES W 

Owner Address: 975 HAYDEN BRIDGE RD 

Ci ty 

SPRINGFIELD 

Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: PASCHELKE JAMES W 

Taxpayer Address: 975 HAYDEN BRIDGE RD 

City 

SPRINGFIELD 

State 

OREGON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

! 6-01 -G7 -O'J - 0 0~ 04 

Zip Code 

97477 

Zip Code 

97477 

\9 't (_ 
htt p: // www. rl icl .o rg/report s/ M ~~in repo1i rl idstar.cfm ') t:1x I ot _i cl= 1 3 1 797 c' si te _:1 dcl ress _ id= .. 5/ I 2/2 006 



Prop ert y Leg0i Des.::r:ption 

Township: 16 Range: 01 Section: 07 
.-··J!....,._ 
1' Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

,( .... ~~ 
~,; . , 

·~~+· 

Lot!TracUUnit Number: TL 00601 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 

Real Market 

2005 580 

2004 580 
2003 580 
2002 580 
2001 580 
2000 580 
1999 580 
1998 580 
1997 580 
1996 580 
1995 580 

Improvement Value 

Rea! Ma~ket 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 580 
Taxa ble Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 

2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Total Value 

R~EJ I Mar)<E)t M~E).S§.~g 

580 580 

580 580 

580 580 
580 580 
580 580 
580 571 
580 554 

580 538 
580 522 

580 580 
580 580 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
21.87 
21.88 
21.88 
21.89 
22.68 
19.78 
22.84 
22.86 

22.83 

22.50 
21.83 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typica lly occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerica l errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

( 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

( Pending Seg/Merge 

( Pending Value Change 

( Delinquency 

( Delayed Foreclosure 

, . I • 1 . 1 - __ • . I 



KLIU Ueta1led Yroperty Keport 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks : 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

Property Class : 010 

Statis tica l Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: RP 

Description: 

MISCELLANEOUS, RESIDENTIAL, 
UN BUILDABLE 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 0.80 

Fire Acres: 0.8 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 

Sa les Sales 
Date: Price: 

09-27-
2001 

01 -07-
1992 

375 

Manufactured Structures 

Grantor: 

PASCHELKE 
KATHRYN I 

3 CS INV CO 

•' .·; .· .. · ... :- .-

Grantee: Instrument 
#: 

PASCHELKE JAMES 
2001- 6;394.:1_ w 
92- 133200 

Search Results (New Properly Search (Applications Menu 

Ana lysis 
Code: 

6 

8 

Mull 
Acct?: 

y 

h tl p :/ / www . rl i d .org!reports/M a in_repo rt_rl i cis ti:l r cfm "1t ax lot_ i cl = 13 I 79 7 &site_ add ress_ id= .. . 
~ ~y 

5/ 12120U6 
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KLJU Property Keport 

PROPERTY REPORT -LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028538 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-07-00-00700 

Site Address: 
..• 

Owner Name & Address: TaxJJ.ay~~ Name & Address : 
Paschelke James W Paschelke James W 
975 Hayden Bridge Rd 975 Hayden Bridge Rd 
Springfield , OR 97477 Springfield, OR 97477 

.. 

Multiple Owners? No. 
. .. .. .. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 12.01 
Lot Acres 523,156' 

... ·- · . 
Inc City: 
-· 
UGB: 

- . 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 
--

Statistical Class: 

land Use: 9101 

Property Class: 640 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$13,865 

$12,667 

E40 

2005 Taxable Valu e 
$ 851 

Two Most Recent Sales 

..• 

Subdivision 
Name: 

... 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 00700 

Recording# 
~- - -

-- -. 
Broadleaf Brush 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$24.11 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

--

! 

School Marcola 
District: 

-- ·--

Elem 

Middle 

,High 

Total Value 
Real_ Market Assessed 

$13,865 $851 

$12,667 $826 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

09-27-2001 $0 Paschelke Kathryn I Paschelke James W 

Instrument# 

20-01-063941 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 
--

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First : All Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic . ;Att Carport Sqft 
-· 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
-

I Comments: 

•This report extracts commonly used in format ion from the Detailed Property Report . Click here lor the lull Detailed Property Report. 

~ 'iJ? 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-07-00-00700 
A & T Account#: 0028538 

View Tax Map 

$pE;cial lnt~ res t C.oq~; 

Convert to PDF Document jTax Map iJ 
--------------~ 

Vicinity Map 

!.lABEL 
WENDLING 

COBURG 
~ ~) 
!ot~, ... Cllis r.~ 
1 . ~. './'~ 
·~ a 
~. . \.·~--

·:;1. SPRINGFIELD 

'~fr~~ 

X-Coord: 4306271 

LEABURG 
DEERHORN 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 9101 

Use Code and Description : 

. . : . : (, ~ 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

Genera l 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analys is 
Zone : 

Approximate Acreage : 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

v 

Code: 

LC 

E40 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

12.01 

523 ,156 

B 

Detai l Map 

Y-Coord : 927679 

Description: 

BROADLEAF BRUSH 
VACANT 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

·:..·. · 

.. ·· '; · . 

EXCLUSIVE FARM USE 40 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

- ~ __ .:. 

A reas bet limits of the 100-yr and 500-yr flood;or certain areas 
subject to 100-yr flooding with ave depths >1 foot or where the 
contributing drainage area is >1 square mile; or areas 

,.--.. \to-~. 

' ..... 1-;_,,:· 

d-~o 
l il t p :i! www . rl i u .org/ repuri S/ fvl a i 11 _ repo n _r l i dsla 1 c I rn 'l tax lo t_ icl = I '-1 05Ll&s i tc _au dress 1d"= ... 5/ 12/2006 
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KLIU uera11eu rrupeny Kt:jJUil • ~by- ~· • 

Metro Wetlands: 

''li•eA<r FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code: 
AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

26 

29 
96 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

l~ High School: 

~*'·' Service Districts 
L TO SeJVice Area: 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

protected by levees from the base flood. 

;,,.·:· .: 

•• .. : ; I 

·• • · .. · ::,:· . • ; :;.-::L.:~·· .! -.:.:n· '(u:.~: :· , :·:· !~t :~' ! '! t! f~ ::·•: !1:, ::1·'.: 0:·1· ;i ;.; .. . :! r·: l :! t,:::: .: ·, ;:·. :H ·:. • · .. ·. i . · 

: · ··. :~ : :- r: .:! , !: •. ; c. : :~} .·;; : ' :1.,f . .:'.i;·t~·; ~ :·:(.:' \. ~ ~~·: ;:i:~·. ! ::·.:1p:: ..: ... ; ) : .:Jr.~~n .. ;·;·:=t= ;; t,.,:; ·.r :; : 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description : 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas of 100-year flood, base flood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be out~ ide o.f 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 10Q~year ftood with average d,epths of 
tess than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-yearf~ood. 

Soil Type Description : 

CHEHALIS SJL TY CLAY LOAM, OCCASJONALL Y FLOO[)ED 
CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 
NEWBERG LOAM 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot : 

52 
46 

2 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Util ity District: 5 

Soil Water Conservation 
Dislrict: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 
State .Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 

City Coundl Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

S.tate Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

~~~.: : .. ;::;(• Cc~ :r,~ / .~ ·:.~s< : s::~<.: ·:.: ·~ ~·~ :c:. Ar.;cCUi 1t ~urn !~a:r: OJ2G5::F' :..;~p & Tc;x Let: 16-01-07-00-00 700 
~~~..1 Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: PASCHELKE JAMES W 

ht tp// www . rl id. org/rcports/i\1 a i Jl_repmt_ Jl i ds t<1r.cfl1l ? ta x I ot_id == l '-1 65 '-l&.s i lt: _ add1 css _iJ=- ... 5/ l2/200cid<i. \ 
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I\..LJlJ .lJC l a tJ \.,U J JV}-''-' I 'J ,..._ ..., .,.........,. .., ... 

Owner Address: 975 HAYDEN BRIDGE RD 

City 
SPRINGFIELD 

Taxpayer 

State 

OR EGON 

Taxpayer Name: PASCHELKE JAMES W 
Taxpayer Address : 975 HAYDEN BRIDGE RD 

City 

SPRINGFIELD 

Township: 16 

State 

OREGON 

Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lot!TracUlJnit Number: TL 00700 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 
: . : .-::. ~ _. ~ ·. ! '.. \. . . l • ; . : : : : ;·: . ~. ~ 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Land Value 
Real Market 

13,865 
12,667 
10,612 
9,842 
7,959 
8,559 
8,470 
8,560 
8,230 
7,760 
6,580 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Coun try 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 07 

Improvement Value 

0 

Real Market 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

851 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 

1998 

1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97477 

Zip Code 
97477 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Tota l Value 
Real Market Assessed 

13,865 851 
12,667 826 
10,612 4,051 
9,842 
7,959 
8,559 
8,470 
8,560 
8,230 
7,760 
6,580 

0 

5,169 
5,278 
5,346 
840 

5, 140 
4,960 
7,200 
7,300 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
24.11 
23.93 
47.16 
52.64 
60.52 
59.35 
25.60 
62.36 

61.25 
73.85 
62.66 

The tax shown is the amount certified in Octobe r, unless a va lue change has been processed on the property . 
Value changes typ ically occur as a result of appeals, clerica l errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals. or is notified by the department, in the case of cleri ca l errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 

,. .... _ ,( . 

i 
\~,.:;~l 

discounts offered , payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . ·"''\ 

Account Status 

h tt r :1/\\'\V\\' .rl icl.org'rcport :;/ t'--.1 a i !1_ 1 cpo rt _rl icLtJ r.cflll 0 (~1:\ lot_ i J -" 1 ,, GS-kb i tc-adJJ C:>S __ i J - ... 5/ 12/200() J..~'t. 



KLJ1J Vetmled Property J<epon 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Oelayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 
Potential AdditionaJ Tax- Small Tract Forestland 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: 

1 ac;", u1, 

Description: 

STFO SMALL TRACT FORESTLAND OPTION 

General Information 

Property Class: 

Statistical Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 

Property Use Type: 

Account Type: 

640 

20161 

10001675 

RP 

FOREST, UNZONED FARM LAND, 
VACANT 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 

Total A creage for this Account: 13.85 

Fire Acres: 13.85 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 _ ' 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 

Sales Sales 
Date: Price: 

09-27-
2001 

Manufactured Structures 

Grantor: 

PASCHELKE 
KATHRYN I 

Grantee: 
Instrument 

#: 
PASCHELKE JAMES 

2001
_ 

63941 w 

Search Results JNew Properly Search !Applications Menu 

Analysis 
Code: 

6 

Mull 
Acct? : 

y 

i li l p:,'i w w w . rl i d.llt g!t cpott s/i\ 1 a i 11_ 1 eport_rl idstar.cl'm 'l t~L\ lot_ id=- I ' l G54&si lc_ ~tdd rc ~s _ id - ... 5/ 12/2 ()()() 'L a.v 



PROPERTY REPORT- LAN E COUNTY 

Accoun t # 0028652 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00400 

' Site Address: '·>k.• '. 

Owner Name & Address: l).xpay~r Name & Address: 
Rosboro Lumber Co Rosboro Lumber Co 
PO Box 20 PO Box 20 
Springfield, OR 97477 Springfield, OR 97477 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1607850 

-. 
Approximate Tax 41 .74 
Lot Acres 1,818,194 ' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 
--

Census Tr/81kGrp: 0200/2 

. 
Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statfstical Class: 

Land Use: 8310 
·-

Property Class: 649 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$18,921 

$ 17,286 

F2 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 1,347 

Two Most Recen t Sales 

Date Price 

08-03-1989 $ 179 ,500 

12-16-1988 $0 

Subd ivision School Marcola 
Name: District: 

Phase: iEiem 

tot# TL 00400 Middle 

Recording # High 
-· 

Timberlands 

Foresl , Unzoned Farm Land, Manufactured Structure 

Grantor 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Market 

$0 
$0 

2005 Taxes 
$13.10 

Weyerhaeuser Real Est Co 

Weyerhaeuser Co 

Total Va lue 
Real Markel Assessed 

$1, 347 
$1,308 

$18,921 

$17,286 

Grantee 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

89-0354 8600 

89-001 02900 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteris tics 

Square fee t Base Fin ished 

Year Bui ll : Basement 'Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 
. ., 

Half Baths Atti c Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
.. 

I Comrn~nts: 
... 

~"'f· "!'t 

·~ .. ';_..:.~ 

•This report extracts commonly used in fo rm ation from the Detail ed Property Report . Click here for the fu l l Detailed Propert y Report . ·'"''.Ji", 

ht tp /;\vww.rl id.01 g/OnePagcP1upc1 ty RcjJurt/OIIcPagcP I upc;tyRc purt.cCm?tax lut_ id- 1 01 G.. Ll/2G/200G 1_(\, ~ 
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KLIU rrupeny ~CjJUil 

Account # 1607850 

Site Addre~s.s : 

Owner Name ~ Address: 
Rosboro !,.umber Co 
PO Box 20 
'springfie ld, OR 97477 

Multiple ~wners? No. 

PROPERTY REPORT- lANE COUNTY 

Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00400 

-

. ~-· ~ ... _, 

T!3XP9yer Name & Address: 
Rosboro lumber Co 
PO Box 20 

'-
;Springfield, OR 97477 

... 

---
:Addilionai Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028652 

- --

'Approximate Tax 41.74 
,Lot Acres 1,818,194' 

h:ncCily: 
I 

;UGH: 
•MOo~ .. ,r, 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

·- ·-----

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 
-

• Sta1istical Class: 
' 
Land Use: 8310 

I - -. -· '" 

Property Class : 649 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$76,293 

$69,699 

F2 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 9,344 

Two Most Recent Sales 

i --
Svbdivision School Marcola 
Name: I District: 

-·-· ·· .... . -----
Phase: :Eiem ' , I 

;Middle 
-

Lot# TL 00400 
. .. ... 

R-ecording # I.Jigh 

~ - . . - -

Timberlands 
.. ' .. 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Manufactured Structure 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$67.09 

--·-· --~--

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$9,344 

$9,072 

$76,293 

$69 ,699 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Date Price Grantor Grantee Instrument# 

Residentia l Bui lding# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First All Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second · Del Garage ~qft 

Half Baths Attic All Carport Sqft 

% ltnprovmt Complete Total 
... 

*This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

-

h t tp ://www.rl id.org/OnciJagchoperty l\epo rt/OnePagcProper1yl\eport.cfm?taxlot_ id= I 0 16... 4/26/2006,;;). ~ 5 
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KLJl.J uera11t:u J-rupel ty J\X J.!Ul 1 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00400 

A & T Account #: 0028652 

View Tax Map jTax Map 3 
- - ------' 

X-Coord : 4306641 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 

WENDLING 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 8310 

Use Code and Description : T 

VIDA 

Special lntere?t (:_odE_;_: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord: 931462 

Description : 

TIMBERLANDS 
TIMBER 

-: ... ~ :::.:.-__ ·. 
- .- -- .. 

- - o - - - - . 

........ _ 

--. 

... ~ . 

: ~; • • • r 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Paren t Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 
Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

Code: 

LC 

F2 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

41 .74 

1,818 ,194 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

IMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

I1Ltp :1/w ww. rl1d . org/reporls/ fvl a i n_rcporl _ _rl1 dstar. dm '! tax lot_ id=65 13 9&si le _acid ress icl == .. 5/ 12/2006 J__ '\.b 
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~; 
...... · 

RLJD lJetaJled Property Keport 1 at,'- .[.. VJ ..., 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones . . : ~ 

FIRM Map Number: 
41039C0680F 
Code: 

Community Number: 
415591 

Post - FIRM Date: 

198.5 ~12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

89D 
89E 
78 

Description: 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM,12 TO 20 PERCENT SI,.OPES 
NEKIA Sll. TY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPE;S 
MCAILPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

50 
24 
13 

89C NEKIA SILTY CLAY l-OAM, 2 TO 12 PERCE;:NT SLOPES 10 
15E 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 
Middle School: 
High School : 

Service Districts 
LTD Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source: 

BLACHLY•MCCULLY CLAY LOAiVIS, 3 TO 30 PERGENl SLOPES 3 

Code: 
79J 

Name: 
MARCOLA 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P 'd SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 
County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 
City Council Ward: 
City Councilor Name: 
State Senate District: 
State Senator: 
LCC Board Zones: 
EWES Commissioner District: 

100105 
5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 
3 

EAST 

L.<:ti 1C CO.!J :'.:' ,\~ .. ·· ·~ '':< :·,, ·Oi: ;;,::.; A ccou 1~ r·,u:l;uu: G'iL(;652; Map & Tax Lot: 16-01 -03-C O-GC..:.:;:: 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: ROSBORO LUMBER CO 

Owner Address: PO BOX 20 

City 

SPRINGFIELD 

Taxpayer 

Stale 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: ROSBORO LUMB ER CO 

Country 

UNITED STATES 
Zip Code 

97477 

http :1 /w ww. rl i d .orglrcports/M :l in _repon_rl i cl sta r.c f m?t ax lot_ id=65 l 3 9&s it e _ :-~rldress _ i cl = ... 51 12/2006 ~ .. _oc) 



RLJD Detmled Property Keport 

Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 20 

City 

SPRINGFIELD 

State 

OREGON 

Propert)' Lr:Qill Descrip tion 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lot!TracVUnit Number: TL 00400 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 18,921 
2004 17,286 
2003 14,483 
2002 13,432 
2001 10,862 
2000 11,680 
1999 11,560 
1998 11,680 
1997 51,210 
1996 48,310 
1995 40,940 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: OS 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 1,347 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97477 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

18,921 1,347 
17,286 1,308 
14,483 1,270 
13,432 1,271 
10,862 1,234 
11,680 1,198 
11,560 310 
11,680 297 
51,210 2,236 
48,310 2,680 
40,940 2,480 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Ta x) 
13.10 
12.68 
12.40 
12.57 
14.14 
13.94 
3.69 
3.28 
58 .66 
58.79 
54.39 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October. unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerica l errors and 
omil!ed property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r 

Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

..... ,,"~··~ 
<j 

.... , .. 

ht t p :/h\\vw .rlid . org/rcport s/ i\1~lill rcport_ r!icl st:Jr. c fm')tCixlo t icl ~ 65139&s it e address icl= ... 5/ 12/2006 C)._~~ 
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r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r. Code Split Indicator 1607850 

Remarks : 

Potential Additional Tax 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: 

FORDF 

General Information 

Property Class: 649 

Statistical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 

Property Use Type: 515 

Account Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 

Total Acreage for this Account: 5.00 

Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LAN.E COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 

Description: 

f=OREST DEFERRAL 

FOREST, UNZONED F.AR.M LAND, 
MANUFACTURED STRUCTURE 

.·· . 

Sales Date : Sales Price: Grantor: Gran tee: Instrument#: Analysis Code: Mull Acct?: 

08-03-1989 179,500 WEYERHAEUSER REAL EST CO 8903548600 N 

12-16-1988 WEYERHAEUSER CO 89-102900 6 

Manufactured Structures 
Searcl:l.Resulls JNew Property Search JApplicalieinS tvfenu 

http://www .rl id.org/rcports/Main_repo r1_rl idstar.cfm?tax lot_id=6) I JSI&s ile _address _ id=. .. 51 1212()() () d-~ ~ 



KLllJ Yropeny Kepon 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 1440807 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01 -08-00-00402 

Site Address: 93152 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Jeffers Leo D Jeffers Leo D 
PO Box 667 PO Box 667 
Marco la , OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1543196 

Approximate Tax 23.60 
Lot Acres 1,028,016' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 110 

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class: 641 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 $36,284 

2004 $30,927 

F2 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 32,094 

Two Mos t Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 00402 

Recording# 

Class 1 Single Family Home 

Single Family Housing 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$41,100 

$4 1,820 

2005 Taxes 
$312.13 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Jeffers Leo D 1 0-20-2003 $0 

11-03-1994 $1 

Jeffers Lucile 

Tuomi, Brenda L 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 ) Ch aracteristics 21 sta t 110 or 120 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1930 Basement 

Bedrooms 3 First 936 936 

Full Baths 1 Second 

Half Baths Allie 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 936 936 

I Comments : 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Tota l Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$32,094 

$31,292 

$77,384 

$72,747 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

20-03-105580 

94-07856800 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

All Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

At! Carport Sqft 

'This report extracts commonly used information from the Detai led Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

http ://www. rl id.org/On ePa geProper1y 1\cport!OnePageP ropertyH .. eport.c fm?tax lot_icl= 144 8... 4/26/2 006 ~O \J 
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PROPERTY REPORT· LANE COUNlY 

Account# 1543196 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00402 

-- .. 

Site Address: 
-

Owner Name & Address: :Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Jeffers Leo D Jeffers leo D 
PO Box 667 PO Box 667 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola , OR 97 454 

- --
Multiple Owners? No. 

~ . - ·--· . .. -· - . . . ~--
Additional Account Numt;Jers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1440807 

- -
.. 

Approximate Tax 23.60 Subdivision School M9rcola 
lot Acres 1 ,028,016' Name: District: 

--- .. 

~ Inc City: Phase: Elem 
-- - -

UGB: ,lot# TL 00402 
., 

,Middle 
·- -· ··· ·-·. 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High i 
-·-~--

- ~· . --· 
... "" 

Zoning: ParenUOver'(ay F2 
'" 

Statistical Glass: 
... .. 

Land Use: 1111 Single Fafl'lily Housing 
- - - -··- -- .... 

Property Class: 641 Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Improved 
··-·-·· -

Property Value and Taxes 
Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$140,510 

$128,367 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$140,510 
$128,367 

Assessed 

$5,119 
$4,970 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 5,119 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

1 0-20-2003 $0 

Grantor 

Jeffers Lucile 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

2005 Taxes 
$97.13 

Grantee 

Jeffers Leo D 

Square feet Base Finished 
--

Year Built: Basement 

'Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprov.mt Complete Total 
.. .. 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

20-03-105580 

Bsmt Garage Sqf.t 

Att Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

•This report ex tracts commonly used in[ ormation rrom the Detailed Property Report . Click here ror the rull Detailed Property Report. 

- · 

http ://www. rl i d . o rg/OncP ~t ge Propcr tyRepo rt/Onc PagcPropc rt y Rcport.cfm? tax lo t _ id= 1448. .. tl/26/2 006 j CJj 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Si te Address: 93152 MARCOLA RD 

Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-08-00-00402 

A & T Account#: 1440807 

X-Coord : 4307654 

House 

93152 

Suffix 

View Tax Map !Tax Map :::J _ _____ _ __J 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 
WENDLING 

LEABURG 
DEERHORN 

VIDA 

Predir. Street Name 

MARCOLA 

Special lntere!;t_ Cod~ ; 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord : 931801 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

Unit 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 

97454 

Zip+4 

9752 

Carrier Route 

OR 
Crea te Date: 1986-07-02 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Descript ion: 1111 
Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 
·., :. ·. ~ . , l ! . . . . . ' · ' . i : : I 

General 

lncorporc;~ted City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract : 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexa tion #: 

2004 Transportation Ana lys is 

Code: 

LC 

F2 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

. :: , 

Update Date: 1995-03-03 

Description: 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

.. ;: ; . . . 

IMPACTED FOREST LANDS 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

' . . , 

http ://www rlid.org/reporl s/fVlain rcpor1_rlicl star.cf'm'lt8xlot_id=42622 &site_8ddress_ 1d= l ... 5/ 12/2 006 3 b 'l 
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Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 23.60 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Enviromnental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

1,028,016 
,. ·.: · .. ;.; · 

. :;: ~ . · .. -.. ;,:·· ·· .. " !".···'·:. ·····! ·.: :: -~ :~: : . l - . . . : . . • . • 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones !:'t ,. . . •• . , ; ,' ~ .... l ,ii' . 

..... :.··' .. :. 

FIRM Map Number: 
41039C0680F 

Code: 

Community Number: 
415591 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N) : 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

8.90 
1A 
78 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 
L TO Ride Source: 

Description: 

Areas determined tope outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 Pf:RCENT Sl-OPES 
MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 
MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

61 

23 
15 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P ·d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rOVI er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 

Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservat ion District 
0 

Zone: 

Po1itical Districts 
J;lection Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 
County Commissioner: 
State Representaf.ive District: 

State Representative Name: 
City Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

Slate Senator: 
LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

100105 

5 

FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

Owner1 Name: JEFFERS LEO D 

Owner Address: PO BOX 667 

EAST 

http ://www. rl id.org; rcpon s/f\11 a in_ rc:port_rl iusw r. cfn 1'l tax lut_id- -1 2622&s i lc _address _ id= I. .. 5/ I 2/2 OOG 3 0 3 



K..LJU veraneo rropeny I'epun 

City 

MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: JEFFERS LEO D 
Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 667 

City 

MARCOLA 

Township: 16 

State 

OREGON 

Range: 01 

Subdivision Type : Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00402 

Subdivision Number: 
Recordilng Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 36,284 

2004 30,927 

2003 26,879 

2002 25,343 

2001 21,220 

2000 22,818 
1999 22,590 

1998 22,820 

1997 21,940 

1996 20,700 

1995 17,540 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Market 

41,100 
41,820 
33,920 
34,610 
26,220 
28,190 
29 ,670 
25,360 
25,620 

21,350 
20,140 

0 32,094 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 

2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 

1997 

1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

rage .) u 1 .J 

Total Value 
Re.al Market Assessed 

77,384 32,094 
72,747 31,292 
60,799 29,740 
59,953 28,995 
47,440 27,738 
51,008 27,302 
52,260 26,570 
48,180 26,054 
47,560 25,295 
42,050 30,730 
37,680 28,110 

0 
Frozen Assessed Va lue (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
312.13 
303.42 
290.31 
286.84 
317.88 
317.74 
316.27 

287.45 
281.62 

302.14 

232.37 

The tax shown is the amou nt certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value cha nges typical ly occur as a result of appeals, cle rica l errors and omitted property. The owner ei ther 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous yea rs owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Yea r 

,.~.~'"t ... 

•!.~·} 

llltp /lwww .!I iJ org/repo rts/f'vl ai il_ repo rl_ ri Jds tar.cl'lll '! la x lot_ l <.l ~4 2622&s i tc _add ress _ id= l .. . 5112/2006 ? a~ 
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I 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Loca lly Assessed 

I Pending Seg/Merge 

I Pending Value Change 

I Delinquency 

I Delayed Foreclosure 

I Bankruptcy 

(i Code Split Indicator 1543196 

Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax 

Special Asse~sment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

Property Class: 

Statistical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 

Property Use Type: 
Account Type: 

FORDF 

641 

110 
20161 

515 
RP 

Description: 

FOREST DEFERRAL 

FOREST, UNZONED FARM LAND, 
IMPROVED 
CLASS 1 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for th is Account: 5.00 

Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 

. ':· · • 

Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: Instrument #: Analysis Code: 

10-20-2003 

11-03-1994 1 

Manufactuf"ed Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 1440807 

Inspec tion Date: 

JEFFERS LUCILE 

TUOMI, BRENDA L 

JEFFERS LEO D 2003- 1.05580 

9407856800 

Map & Tax 
16-01 -08-00-00402 Lot: 

Roof style : GABLE Bedrooms: 

Building Type: 21 STAT 110 OR 120 Roof Cover: METAL Full Baths: 

Class: 1+ Heating: OTHER Half Baths: 

Yea r Built : 1930 Exterior Wall: SHINGLE-WOOD Fireplaces: 

8 

K 

Mull 
Acct?: 

y 

3 

1 

NO 

Effec t Year Buil t: 1925 Depreciation: 29 Percentlmprov. Complete: 100 

Floor !2_q_~ e Are_<) f i.n)§.b_~d_Area PSJrki.ngAu;f.l 
Basement: Bsmt Gar sqft : 

ht tp: //www.rl icl.org/reports/Ma in_ report_ r lid star.cfm?tax lo t_ id=42622&sitc_ adclrcss_ id= 1.. . 5/ 12/2U06 3o:5 
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First: 
Second: 

Attic: 

TOTAL 

936 

936 

936 Att Gar sqft: 
Att Port sqft : 
Det Gar sqft 
Driveway Sqft: 

936 Paved Patio Sqft: 
Search Resul ts I New Propeny Search IApplic<;~ ljon s Menu 

.. -o- - -- -

......... ·· 

J',.-.• : 

l!ll p//www .1! iJ .org/ repo1 ts/M a tn_repo1 t_ rl id slal.cllll?tax lot_ id - ·i2622 &si te _aclcl rc:,s_iu= l... 5/12/2006 3 Db 
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PROPERTY REPORT- lANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028686 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00501 

Site Address: 931 46 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 974M 
-

Owner Name & Address: Tqxp_cner Name & Address: 
Henson William Isaiah Henson Wil liam Isaiah 
PO Box 2772 POBox 2772 
La Pine , OR 97739 La Pine , OR 97739 

.. 

Ml,IIUple Owners? No. 
. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
--~ . 

Approximate Tax 5.95 
Lot Acres '(259,182' 

-

Subdivision School :Marcola 
Name; District: 

··-·-. 

Inc City: Phase: !:;I em 

UGB: Lot# TL 00501 Middle 
•.. 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 
-- --

·-
Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

-

Statistical Class: 130 Class 3 Single Family Home 
-

' Land Use; 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

:Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Markel 

2005 
2004 

$115,497 

$104,998 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$117,070 

$90,750 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$232,567 

$195,748 

Assesse<;l 

$144,245 
$140,044 

2005 Taxable Valu e 
$ 144,245 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$1 ,402.84 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 } Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base F'inished 
·- - .. 
Ye;;~ r Built: 1964 Basement 

Bedrooms ';3 First 1290 ,1290 

Full Baths •1 Second 
·--· 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1290 1290 

I Comments : 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqft 

AU Carport Sqft 
-· 

702 

*This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

htt p:! /www . rl icl .org/One Pagc Propc rty Report!Onc P<q:!.c Prope rty Report cfrn'? t :~x lot_ i rl = I 300. .. 4/26/200() 3 tJ\ 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 
Accoun_t # 0028686 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00501 

Site Addres~: 93148 MARCQI,.,A RD IVl.A.RCOLA OR 97454 
-- -

Owner Name & Address: Taxpay_er Name & Address: 
Henson William Isa iah Henson Will.iam Isaiah 
PO Box 2772 PO Box 2772 
La Pine , OR 97739 La Pine , OR 97739 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

--· 
Approximate Tax 5.95 Subdivision ',School Marcola 
Lbt Acres 259,182' Name: District: 

Inc City; Phase: Elem i 

UGB: Lot# TL 00501 Middle 
---· 
Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# I 

1 Hlgh 

-- -
Zoning: ParenVOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 130 Class 3 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$115,497 

$104,998 

Improvement Value 
_Real Market 

$117,070 

$90,750 

Total Value 
Rea l Market 

$232,567 

$195,748 

Assessed 

$144,245 

$140,044 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 144,245 

Two Most Recent Sales 
Date Price Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$1,402.84 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base Finished 
-

Year Built : 1964 Basement 

Bedrooms 3 First ·1290 1290 

Full Baths 1 Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1290 1290 

I Comments: 

Tax Code A rea 
07902 

Instrument# 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

-All Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

Alt Carport Sqft 

702 

•This report e~tract s commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the fu ll Detailed Property Report . 

h ttp: // www. rl id.org/UnePage Propert yJZepo rt!OnePage iJrore rty JZeport.cfm'J tax lo t_id= 1300... 4/26/2006 3 b"b 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 93146 MARC OLA RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01 -08-00-00501 

A & T Accoun t #: 0028686 

COBURG 

;.. Vi) 

~.~.-4 
~ :r~ 
~; .. ~, .. 

!Tax Map 3 View Tax Map 

Vic inity Map 

~ - MABE L 

·-·- · 
'1'/ ENDLING 

LE A BURG 

DEERHORN 

"'! ;', SP RING FIELD 

- y·-.-~f¢1 

Sp~~jp l ln t er_~s_t_ C.Qcl f!: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detai l Map 

·· ... - ·-· . 

. ·· .. --·· 

·Lr· 

,:· -·· 
. '-···· .... 

-~--~-_: 

X-Coord : 4308137 Y-Coord : 931055 

House Suffix Predir. Street Name 

93146 MARCOLA 
Mailing City State 

MARCOLA OR 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

• I ' ' .'~,: < I :- . ' ' 

Code : 

Land Use Code and Description: 1150 

Use Code and Description: N 

. . . ~ , . .. . . . . . . ~ . 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 

. : ( .... . . : :: ~ ; :-

Genera l 
Incorporated City Limits : 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fi re Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexa tion #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type Unit 

RD 
Zip Code Zip+4 Carrier Rou te 

97454 9752 H069 
Updat-e Date : 

Description: 

MOBILE HOME - NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 

MOBILE HOME 
.· : . · : • •. ' ;'.! : 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

htt p://www. rl i d. orglrcrorts/ J\11 a in r epo r1 _ rl 1 dsta r.dm'Jt;1x lot icl= I 7864&si te _add ress _ id= J . . • 5/ I 21 2UU6 3 t~~ 



Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41039C0680F 

Code: 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

1A 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 
Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 

L TO Ride Source: 

5.95 
259,182 

Community Number: 

415591 

Descrip tion : 

. • ~ . . . . := .:;.- . . . :: . . : . 

Post- FIRM Date : 

1985-12-18 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

· .. ·· . 
. . : .. ·. 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

100 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P 'd r SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl e : LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
Zone: 0 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 
City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 
State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EWES Commissioner District: 
.: I : ' · • .: ( • , : ~ . -. ,• ~.: . · ·, . , ....... ;, ... \ . .. 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: HENSON WILLIAM ISAIAH 

Owner Address: PO BOX 2772 

.. -. ~ .- - ........ 
- .: • .' I : .. : ... ~: ,: l j •:: ;_: 

EAST 

City 

LA PINE 

Sta te 

OREGON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

:s-o~ -oe -o.:· -,;r:.:J: 

Zip Code 

97739 

,:·<;»•, 

, . .._) 

·-..:~"':'!\ 

'~·d: . 

.. 

h tt r : I /www I i rl org/rcrort5/J\1 :1 in __ rrport_ rl i clst2 r.cf m ')t :-t xI o! _ i cl- 17861 &s i tc _ :-tcl ci'ress _id 1 . 5/12/2006 3 rv 
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KLJV uera11eu rrupe11y 1'-C]Ju• L 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: HENSON WILLIAM ISAIAH 

. ·'0'"''· ' Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 2772 
~ 

f.rr~~ 

~k 
~;<til ... 

City 

LA PINE 

Township: 16 

State 
OREGON 

Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lot/Tract/Unit Number: TL 00501 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Land Value 
Real Market 

115,497 
104,998 
88,234 
78,781 
64,050 
71,170 
70,460 
71,170 
68,430 
64,560 
54,710 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

117,070 
90,750 
75,000 

110,290 
93,470 

100,510 
105,800 
90,430 
91,340 
76,120 
71,810 

0 144,245 
TaxE!ble Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97739 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

232,567 144,245 
195,748 140,044 
163,234 135,965 
189,071 132,005 
157,520 128,160 
171,680 124,427 
176,260 120,803 
161,600 117,284 
159,770 113,868 
140,680 140,680 
126,520 126,520 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,402.84 
1,357.94 
1,327.22 
1,305.91 
1,468.71 
1,448.07 
1,437.93 
1,293.95 
1,267.80 
1,383.20 
1,045.93 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
di-scounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

\e Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

http://www.rlid orglrcrorts/M:1in rero1i r li ds t <~r cfm?tax lot icl =-= I 7864&s ite add ress ic! = l . Sll21!006 2 \ , 



KL1U Uel<:IJJeu r1 UjJCity n .<..puu 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: Description : 

General Information 

Property Class: 401 TRACT, IMPROVED 
Statistical Class: 130 CLASS 3 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 

Account Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 

Total Acreage for this Account: 6.28 

Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 

Sa les Date: Sales Price : Grantor: Grantee: Instrument#: Analysis Code: Mull Acct?: 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 

Inspection 
Date: 

0028686 

12-01-1993 

Building Type: 31 STAT 130 

Class: 

Year Buill : 

Effect Year 
Built : 

fl o_or 

Basement: 

Firs t: 

Second : 

Attic : 

TOTAL 

3+ 

1964 

1964 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roofs lyle: 

Roof Cover: 

Heating: 

16-01 -08-00-00501 

GABLE 

COMP SHINGLE 
MEDIUM 

FORCED HOT AIR 

Exterior Wall : WOOD SIDING 

Depreciation : 22 

~9:> e.A[I:!e Einj$_heq f\r~;:J 

Bsmt Gar sqft: 

1290 1290 Att Gar sqft: 

1290 

Att Port sqft: 

Del Gar sqfl: 

Driveway Sqfl: 

1290 Paved Patio Sqft: 

Bedrooms: 3 

Full Baths: 1 

Half Baths: 

Fireplaces: NO 

Percenllmprov. 
100 

Complete : 

702 

.n'~~ 

··:" 

http ://www.rlt d org/reports/Ma in_report_ r!tdst8r. cfm'1tax lot __ icl = l-/t\ 6LI&s l! e __ acl cJ ress_ icl= !... 5/ 12/2006 
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KLJV rropeny l'.CJ-lUIL 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0985539 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00503 

Site Address: 93066 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 
-

Owner Name & Address: Taxp;;J yer Name & Address: 
Douglas Kenneth L & Ellen J Douglas Kenneth L & Ellen J 
93066 Marcola Rd 93066 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

-·. 
Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 4.12 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 179,467' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: Elem - -
UGB: Lot# TL 00503 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 130 Class 3 Single Family Home 
----

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$105,021 

$95,474 

Improvemen t Value 
Real Marke t 

$134,290 

$104,100 

Total Value 
Real Marke t 

$239,311 

$199,574 

Asse.ssed 

$151 ,757 

$147,337 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 151,757 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$1 ,475.90 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1973 Basement 

Bedrooms 3 First 1482 1482 

Full Baths 2 Second 

Half Baths At!ic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1482 1482 

I Comments: 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqft 

At! Carport Sqft 

552 

• This report extrac ts commonly used informat ion fro m the Detailed Property Repo rt . Click here for the full Detailed Propert y Report. 

il l t p: //www.rl id.org/Onc P<1 gc Prope rt yRepo ii /OncPagc h ope rty J<.eport. cJ'm '1 t8x lot _icl=53 14 ... 4/2 6/200 6~ \ '\ 

.'. '• 



LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 93066 MARCOLA RD 

_d;jll~ ... \ 
-# Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00503 

;t~~-\ 

~""-" ' 

A & T Account#: 0985539 

jTax Map iJ 
- --- - ----' 

View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

COB URG 

X-Coord : 4307923 

House 

93066 

Suffix 

Mailing Ci ty 

MARCOLA 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

MABEL 
WENDLI NG 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

Predir. Street Name 

MARCOLA 
State 

OR 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 1111 
Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 
· ~, '; ·. ; ~--n .. :: ~· t· i ;r_~ s , ill.i t !.::: ·, 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

ltr-""· Year Annexed: 
·;;,o~lil• Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 503 

Special l_nterest. Co9e; 

Convert to PDF Document 

PostDir. 

Detail Map 

o. · 

Street Type 
RD 

Unit Type Unit 

Zip Code 

97454 
Update Date: 

Zip+4 

9714 

Carrier Route 

. ". I,;:·· ... 

Description: 
SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

H069 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

htt p:l/www .rl id.org/rero rt s/Ma in _repo rt_rl idstar.crrn?tax lot_ id=3 7969&sit e _add ress _id= 1... 5/ 12/2006 '2, ..(., 



KLJ1J U e!alleo Yropeny JU: jJult 

Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Haza rds: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code : 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

1A 
Schools 

District: 

Elementary School : 

Middle School : 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source: 

4.12 

179,467 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

.· ·· .. : : ·. ; • , t. ;,-: :. , . ., 

.. . '· .. 
: ... 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

100 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P 0 
.d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

r V I er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Utility District: 5 

Soi l Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conse rvation Distric t 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 
Elec tion Precinc t: 
County Commissioner District : 

County Commissioner: 

Sta te Representa tive District: 

Sta te Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

EAST 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 
EWEB Commissioner Distr ict: 

,":; ·:·.:.· .. : · : 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: DOUGLAS KENNETH L & ELLEN J 
Owner Address: 93066 MARCOLA RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Sta te 

OREGON 

Coun try 

UNITED STATES 

Zip Code 

97454 

h tt r ://www rl i d .org/reports/M a in_ report_ r I icl st (I r. c Cm 'J ta-: lot_ id = 3 7969&s i te _address id= 1 . . 51 1 2/2 006 '7- "U> 
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.. 

,..,;·-u ............ 
~!". 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: DOUGLAS KENNETH L & ELLEN J 

Taxpayer Address: 93066 MARCOLA RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

Township: 16 

Stale 
OREGON 

Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
ILot/Tra.cUUnil Number: TL 00503 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Land Value 
Rec;JI Markel 

105,021 
95,474 
80,231 
71,635 
58,240 
64,710 
64,070 
64,720 
62,230 
58,710 
49,750 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Markel 

134,290 
104,100 
86,030 

126,510 
107,210 
115,280 
121,350 
103,720 
104,720 
88,070 
83,360 

0 151,757 
Taxable Value Exe mption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1;995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Markel Assessed 

239,311 151,757 
199,574 147,337 
166,261 143,046 
198,145 138,880 
165,450 134,835 
179,990 130,908 
185,420 127,095 
168,440 123,393 
166,950 119,799 
146,780 146,780 
133,110 133,110 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,475.90 
1,428.65 
1,396.34 
1,373.93 
1,545.21 
1,523.49 
1,512.82 
1,361.34 
1,333.83 

1,443.18 
1,1·00.41 

The lax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occvr as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the ful.l amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

http ://www. rl id. org/ rcport s/M ni n_repo rt _ rl ids ta r cfm')tax lot_ id=J 7969&s itc _address _. 1d= l. S/12 /2 006 ') \'l 



KLJU Ut:Lallt:U r I UJ.lCllY 1'CJ-!Ull 

r. Locally Assessed 

' Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bank ruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description : 

General Information 
Property Class: 401 TRACT, IMPROVED 
Statistical Class: 130 CLASS 3 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 4.12 

Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07902 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Date: Sales Price : 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteri stics 

Accoun t: 

Inspection 
Date: 

0985539 

12-02-1993 

Building Type: 31 STAT 130 

Grantor: Gran tee: 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roofstyle : 

Roo f Cover: 

Instrument#: 

16-01-08-00-00503 

GABLE 

COMP SHINGLE 
MEDIUM 

Analysis Code: 

Bedrooms: 

Full Baths: 

Class: 3+ 

1973 

Heating: RADIANT- CEILING Half Baths: 
Year Built : 
Effect Year 
Built : 
Floor 

Basement: 

First: 
Second: 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

1973 

Exterior Wall: T 111 PLYWOOD 

Deprecia tion : 19 

Sa_s_e Area E_ini~ed Area 
Bsmt Gar sqft: 

1482 1482 All Gar sqft: 

1482 

All Port sqft: 
Del Gar sqft : 

Driveway Sqfl: 

1482 Paved Patio Sqft: 

Fireplaces: 
Percentlmprov. 
Complete: 

Mu ll Acct?: 

3 

2 

YES 

100 

552 

400 
500 

ht I p://www.rl id.org/reports/Ma in _report_ rl idstm.clm? tax lo t _1d= 37%lJ&si te _ 8dcl ress _ icl= l... S/!212006 ) \_;p 
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KLIU t'ropeny Kepon 

PROPERTYREPORT-LANECOUNTY 

Accou_nt # 1111549 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00504 

Site Address: 93016 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: Ta:xp<;~ye r Name & Address: 
Myers Randall S & Ebony L Myers Randall S & Ebony L 
93016 Marcola Rd 93016 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

---
Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this T<:~x Lot & SIC: 
--· 

Approximate Tax 3.03 
Lot Acres 131,987' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class : 190 
. -

Land Use: 1150 

Property Class: 409 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$100,335 

$91,215 

RRS 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 
-· ---

Lot# TL 00504 
~·· -

Recording# 

--- '--·-

Manufactured Home On Real Property 

Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Marke t 

$22,440 

$20,780 

· School Marcola 
: District: 

Elem 

, Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$122,775 

$111,995 

A_ssessed 

$77,072 

$74,827 

2005 Taxable Value 
$77,072 

2005 Taxes 
$749.56 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

12-12-2002 $136,000 

06-10-1998 $115,000 

Manufactured Structure 

Model Year: 1980 

Serial Number: 

Length: 66 

Model: 

I Comments: 

Grantor 

Willis Jerry L 

Stone, Robert Pirtle 

Grantee 

Myers Randall S & Ebony L 

Make: Hillcrest 

Plate Number: 

Width: 14 

Instrument # 

20-03-062991 

98-04643200 

*This report ex tra cts commonly used infor mation from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for th e full Detailed Property .Report. 

ht tr://www rl id .org/On ePetge Pro pe rtyRepo1i/OnePage 1-'ropenyl<.erort .c Cm?tax lot_ icl = 144 6. .. 4 /26/2006~ z;c 



KLIU uelaJJeu rrupeny .Kepun J llQ\... 1 V l J 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 93016 MARCOLA RD 
Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01 -08-00-00504 
A & T Account#: 1111 549 

jTax Map 3 View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

X-Coord: 4307812 

House 
93016 

Suffix 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 
Crea te Dale: 1986-07-02 

MABEL 
lNENDLING 

LE ABU RG 

DEERHORN 

Predir. Street Name 
MARCOLA 

State 

OR 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Descrip tion: 1150 
Use Code and Descripti on: N 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

~! <.1:..: : ~ t :1 -"' ·:: ~···. t orn;;.; t i ·; :· 

Genera l 
Incorporated Ci ty Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 
_1'1!!!t>\ Year Annexed: 
~~ .. r" Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

$p~ci a l !n.tere?t. Co_df:! : 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detai l Map 

Y-Coord : 930359 

PostDir. Street Type 
RD 

Unit Type Unit 

Zip Code 

97454 
Update Date: 

Zip+4 

9714 

Carrier Route 

H069 

Description: 

MOBILE HOME - NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 
MOBILE HOME 

. ... . . . i . .. . ~ ~ : ; . . . . . . . 

Descrip tion: 
LAN E COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MINt 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

ht tp: //www rlid org/report s/Main_rcport_rlidsl<lr.c fm '7tax lot_ icl=4951 7& sitc_acld rcss_icl= l .. . 5112/2 006 ~'1..-1 
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Zone: 

Approximate Acreage : 

Approx imate Square Footage : 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Haza rd Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

1A 

78 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 

L TO Ride Source : 

3.03 

131,987 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

;:.:-:· 

·: _, . 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

.. · . . : : ( '' 

Areas determin ed to be outside of 500-year flood . 

Soi l Type Description: 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM , 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

. ·· ' .. 

Panel Prin ted? (Y/N) : 
y 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

95 

5 

Ambulance Distri ct: EC A rea: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utili ty Dis tric t: 5 

Soil Water Conservation 
Distric t: 

EAST LANE 

Soi l Water Conserva tion District 
0 Zon e: 

Polit ical Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representa ti ve District: 

State Represen tative Name: 

City Counci l Ward: 

City Counci lor Name: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

State Senate Distric t: 6 
State Senator: 

LCC Boa rd Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EW EB Commissioner District : 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: MYERS RANDALL S & EBONY L 

Owner Address: 93016 MARCOLA RD 

City State Country 

EAST 

;\1~L) (. ~-,. x Lot: 15-0'1-08-C0-00504 

Z ip Code 

htt p: //www.rlid.org/ report s/M<l ln_repo r1 _rl idstar.cfm ?t<JX lot ici == LJ95 17& site add ress id== I. 5/ 12/2006 '3 7.2-
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RLIU Detailed Property .t<.eport 

MARCOLA OREGON 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: MYERS RANDALL S & EBONY l 
Taxpayer Address: 93016 MARCOLA RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

Township: 16 

Slate 
OREGON 

Range: 01 

Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoUTracVUnil Number: TL 00504 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 
1-_;: ;; './ :_; j'~ ': • \.'I ~ • '; ::"' ' ~ .. 

UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Land Value Improvement Value 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Rea l Markel Real Markel 
22,440 
20,780 

19,610 
19,040 
4,360 
4,690 
4,940 
4,220 
4,220 
4,220 
4 ,220 

100,335 

91,215 
76,652 
68,440 
57,060 
63,400 
62,770 
63,400 
60,960 
57,510 
48,740 

77,072 
Taxable Value 

0 

Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 
2003 

2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Explanation of Tax 

97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 

Division/Phase: 

rd!:',l:;.) VI .J 

Total Value 
Real. Market Assessed 

122,775 77,072 

111,995 74,827 
96,262 72,648 
87,480 70,532 
61,420 53,647 
68,090 52,084 
67,710 
67,620 
65,180 
61,730 
52,9vO 

0 

50,567 
49,094 
47,664 
61,730 
52,960 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

749 .56 

725.56 
709.15 
697.77 
614.79 
606.15 
£01 .90 
541.63 

530.70 
606.95 

437 .81 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
ini tia tes the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical. errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

http ://www. rl id .o rg/reports/M a i n_ repo rt_rl id star.cfm? tnx lot_id ==495 1 7 &s it e_ address _id== 1 ... 5112/2006 3 1-.S 



RLIO Detatled .Property Keport 

(. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indica tor 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

rC~gc o; UJ J 

Description: 

Property Class : 

Statistical Class: 

409 

190 

TRACT, MANUFACTURED STRUCTURE 
MANUFACTURED HOME ON REAL 
PROPERTY 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 

Account Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 

Total Acreage for this Account: 

WELLS FARGO REAL ESTATE TAX SERVICES LLC 

3.00 
Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

: .· .: · · . :- ·. : . 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales 

Grantor: 
Date: Price: 

12-12- 136,000 WILLIS JERRY L 
2002 

06-10-
115,000 

STONE, ROBERT 
1998 PIRTLE 

10-28- STONE, NONDA FAYE 
1992 

05-17. 
45,000 

MCDOWALL, 
1990 RICHARD L 

Manufactured Structures 

Model Year: 1980 

Grantee: 

MYERS RANDALL S & 
EBONY L 

. : · . . · 

Instrument 
# : 

2003-
62991 

9804643200 

9206262000 

9002531400 

Model : 

Analysis 
Code: 

0 

0 

6 

0 

Serial Number: 

Make: HILLCREST 

Plate Number: EM32394 

Width : 14 

LOIS Number: L 129568 

Length: 66 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 1111549 

Inspection Date : 12-02-1993 

Building Type : 

Class : 

11 MANUFACTURED 
STRUCTURE 

Map & Tax Lol: 16-01-08-00-00504 

Roofstyle : OTHER Bedrooms: 

Roof Cover: METAL Full Baths: 

Heating : Half Baths : 

htt p:/ / \vww. rl icl .o rglrc po n s/M n in_ report_rl icl sla u· fm? t8x lot_ id=4 9 5 l 7 &s it e a dd ress _ i d= I .. 

Mull 
Acct?: 

N 

-<·-
' \ 



._.i'/~'• 

~---" 

Year Built: 

K..~~-:.m 

peny J~epon 

effect Year Buill: 1980 

fJQ.QJ 
Basement: 
First: 
Second: 
A \tiC: 

TOTAL 

Exterior Wall: 
Depreciation: 

Base Area Elrtished Area 
B!)mt Gar sqft: 
At! Gar sqft: 
At! Port sqft: 
Det Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 
Paved Patio Sqft: 

Search ResullsjNew Property Search !Applicat ions Menu 

J 05'- J VI J 

Fireplaces: 
Percent lmprov. Complete: 100 

parking An~.f! 

htt p://www .rl id.org/reports/M ain_report _ rl id star.cfm?tax lot_id=495 17 &s1 te _address _ id= I ... 5112/2006 3 ~'5 
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PROPERTY REPORT - LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028702 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00600 

- ·· 

Site Address: 93000 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: TaXR?yer Name & Address: 
Christoffersen Merina E Christoffersen Merina E 
93000 Marcola Rd 93000 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Accoun t Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 1.96 
Lot Acres 85,378' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 190 

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class: 409 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 $98,998 

2004 $89 ,999 

RR5 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 107,505 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Subdivision 
Name: 

; 1Phase: 

Lot# TL 00600 

Recording# 

Manufactured Home On Real Property 
·--

Single Family Housing 

Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$90,220 

$83,540 

2005 Taxes 
$1 ,045.53 

Grantee 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Markel ,l\ssessed 

$107,505 

$104,374 

$189,218 

$173,539 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

10-31-2002 $148,500 

07-25-1996 $134,900 

Wechter Carolyn S & Tracy K Christoffersen Merina E 

Instrument# 

20-02-085010 

96-05063200 Me Lean, Robert A & Lisa M H&w 

Res idential Building# 1 (of 2) Characteri stics 21 stat 110 or 120 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1930 Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms 1 First 704 704 Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths 1 Second Del Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic All Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Comple te 100 Total 704 704 

I Comments : 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

htt p://www. rl id.o rg/One Page Prope rt yl\epOii /OnePa geProperty Repor t cfm?tax lot_ id=932G... 4/2 6/2006 5 T-Y. 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 93000 MARCOLA RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00600 
A & T Account#: 0028702 

COBURG 

X-Coord: 4307733 

House 
93000 

Suffix 

!Tax Map :::::J 
--------' 

View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 

··-; WENDLING 
MARCOLA 

LEABURG 

OEERHORN 

Predir. Street Name 
MARCOLA 

Special(nt~r.est_ Code ; 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

' . ' .. -

Y-Coord: 930148 

PostDir. Street Type 
RD 

Unit Type Unit 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 

97454 
Update Date: 

Zip+4 
9714 

Carrier Route 
OR 

Create Date: 1986-07-02 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 1111 
Use Code and Description: 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limi ts: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers : 
Plan Designation: 
Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed: 
Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

s 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

. : .· .. : ;.; . · : · 

Description: 
SING!.,.!= FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

RURAl- RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

httr :J/www.rlid .org/rcpo ns/ M a in _repo11 _ _rl idstar.cfm'1taxlot_ icl=25803&si te _address _ id= I... 51 121200(i '3 -z__:.) 
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Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41039C0680F 

Code: 

X 

Soils 

Soi l Map Unit Number: 

1A 

78 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 

L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source : 

1.96 

85,378 

Community Number: 

415591 

Description: 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Areas determined to be outside of 500 -year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

76 
24 

Ambu lance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rov l er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Util ity District: 5 

Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil W ater Conserva tion District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissione r District: 

County Commissioner: 

S tate Representative District: 

S tate Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

Sta te Senate District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 
EWEB Commissioner District : 

· ............. . . 
Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: CHRISTOFFERSEN MERINA E 

Owner Address: 93000 MARCOLA RD 

Ci ty State Country 

EAST 

Zip Code 

http: / /w1.vw _ rl i ciorglreports/M 8 in _rcpo11 rl i clst il re f m ')ts x lot i cl =2 5 803&s i te __ 8clcl ress _ i d= l _ 5/12/200() ~ 1--~ 
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KLJU Uetmled Property Keport 

MARCOLA OREGON 
Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: CHRISTOFFERSEN MERINA E 
Taxpayer Address: 93000 MARCOLA RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LotfTracUUnit Number: TL 00600 

Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2005 98,998 

2004 89,999 

2003 75,630 
20{12 67,527 

200'1 54,900 

2000 61,000 

1999 60,400 

1998 61,010 

1997 58,660 

1996 55,340 

1995 46,900 

UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

90,220 

83,540 

78,810 

76,510 

57,960 

62,320 

65,600 

56,070 

56,280 
52,400 

16,690 

0 107,505 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 

2004 

2003 

2002 

2001 
2000 
1999 

1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 

Division/Phase: 

rage J u1 J 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

189,218 107,505 

173,539 104,374 

154,440 101,334 

144,037 98,383 

112,860 95,517 

123,320 92,735 

126,000 90,034 

117,080 87,412 

114,940 84,866 

107,740 107,740 

63,590 63,590 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,045.53 

1,012.06 

989.17 

973 .29 

1,094.62 

1,079.24 
1,071.68 
964.38 

944.89 

1,059.33 

525.68 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals , clerical errors and omitted property. ihe owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department. in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. Th€ amount shown is the full amount of lax for the ye-ar indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 
f~·.J~-~ , 
~· , r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 
~~ 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

h t l p:/ /www . rl1 cl . org/repo rts/M a i n_repo rl_rl i ds ta r. cfm?tax lot_ id=25 i)()J &s i le _address _ id= I .. . 5/ 12/2006 3 'L-1' 
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r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks : 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 
Property Class: 

Statistical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 

Property Use Type: 

Account Type: 

409 

190 

20161 

RP 

Description: 

TRACT, MANUFACTUREDSTRUCTURE 

MANUFACTURED HOME ON REAL 
PROPERTY 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: VALUE TREE 
Total Acreage for this Account: 1.91 
Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales 

Gran tor: 
Dale : Price: 

Grantee : 

10-31- 148,500 WECHTER CAROLYN S & CHRISTOFFERSEN 
2002 TRACY K 

07-25-
134,900 

MC LEAN, ROBERT A & LISA 
1996 MH&W 

02-21-
65,900 GRIFFIN, MARJORIE 

1996 

07-19-
GRIFFIN, MARJORIE 

1995 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account : 0028702 

Inspection Date: 05-14-1996 

Building Type: 21 STAT 110 OR 120 

Class: 2-

Map & Tax 
Lot: 
Roof style: 

Roof Cover: 

Hea ting: 

MERINA E 

16-01-08-00-00600 

GABLE 

COMPOSITION 
ROLL 

OTHER 

... . ·· 

Instrument Analysis Mull 
#: Code: Acct?: 

2002-
0 N 

85010 

9605063200 M 

9601281100 0 

9503961200 6 

Bedrooms: 

Full Baths: 

Half Baths: 

1 

1 

Year Buill: 1930 Exterior Wall : WOOD SIDING Fireplaces: NO 

Effect Year Percent lmprov. 

htl p:l/www.rli cl. org/rer orl s/M (lin_report _ rl idst<1 r .c frn'l!ax lot_ id=2 5803&s ilc_ (ldclress_icl= l . 5/12/2006 '( 'Z..O 



Built: 
f .[QQ[ 

:'"'''\ Basement: 

"·~"1 

First: 
Second: 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

1930 

Building 2 Characteristics 

Account: 0028702 

Depreciation: ~8 

61!E.~h!1Q fini2hed Area 
Bsmt Gar sqft: 

704 704 AU G~r sqft: 

704 

Att P6rt sqft: 
Det Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

704 Paved Patio Sqft: 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

16~01-08-00-00600 

Complete: 100 
Parking Are2 

Inspection Date: 05-14-1996 Roofstyle: NOT AVAJ~ABLE Bedrooms: 

.t'~ ~.\ 

'V)'l<IP 

Building Type: 

Class: 
Yea r Built : 

11 MANUFACTURED 
STRUCTURE 

Roof Cover: 

Heating: 
Exterior Wall : 

Effec t Year Bui lt: 1996 Depreciation: 
flQQf 

Basement: 
First: 
Second: 
Allie: 

TOTAL 

Ba?_t! Ar.!lli fini~~_g AL~ 

Bsmt G;;~r sqft: 
AU Gar sqft: 
Att Port sqft: 
Det Gar sqf.t: 
Driveway Sqft: 
Paved Pallo Sqft: 

Search Results !New Property Search !Applicalions Mer)IJ 

Full Baths: 

Half Baths: 
Fireplaces: 
Percent lmprov, Complete: 100 

Parking_6rea 

il llp ://www .rl iJ Ul g/rejJOJt s/ J\•Ici in_reporl_rl idstar.c fm?ta >-. lot_ iJ- 25 SOJ&si le _dJJrcss_id - l . .. 5/ l2/200o _? J r 



PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 
Account# 0028587 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00200 

. -

Site Address: 93079 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: Ta_xp<;m~ r Name & Address: 
Fox Lee & Judith Fox Lee & Judith 
93099 Marco.la Rd 93099 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola , OR 97454 

Mu'ltiple Owners? No. 

Additiona l Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 4104665 

Approximate Tax 1.90 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 82,764' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: Elem 
-· 

UGB: Lot# TL 00200 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class : 130 Class 3 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

Improvement Value 
Real Market Rea l Mark~ t Assessed 

2005 

2004 

$94,302 

$85,730 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 118,878 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

07-14-1994 $0 
07-06-1994 $0 

$106,460 
$82,530 

Grantor 

Stiers, Hazel H 

Stiers, Bill 

2005 Taxes 
$1,156.14 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1968 Basement 
·-

Bedrooms 2 First 1520 1520 

Full Baths 1 Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1520 1520 
-

I Comments: .. 

$200,762 $118,878 
$168,260 $115,416 

Tax Code A rea 
07902 

Instrument# 

94-05301300 

94-05301200 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

All Carport Sqft 

•This report extracts common ly used info r mat ion from the Deta iled Property Report . Click here for the full Deta iled Property Report. 

http ://www. rl icl.or~:;/Onc Page Property Report/One P:1 f_;C Pr npcrt yl<. cport cfrn 'l tn x lnt_i ci = 12 7 1 . t1 12 612 ()() (, _J ' 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Acc:ount # 0028587 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00200 

-----

Site Address: 93099 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 
--

Owner Name & Address: Ta:kpqyer Name & Address: 
Fox Lee & Judith Fox Lee & Judith 
93099 Marcola Rd 93099 Marcola Rd 
,Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola , OR 97 454 

---

Multiple Owners? No. 
-· 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 4104665 
---

Approximate Tax 1.90 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 82,764' Name: District: 

-
rnc City: Phase: Elem 

1UGB: Lot# TL 00200 ,Middle 

;Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 
--

·-- - ~ · ·· . 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 130 Class 3 Single Family Home 

.Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

.. Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 
2004 

$94,302 
$85,730 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$106,460 
$82,530 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$200,762 
$168,260 

,A.~sessed 

$118,878 

$115,416 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 118,878 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

07-14-1994 $0 

07-06-1994 $0 

Grantor 

Stiers, Hazel H 

Stiers, Bill 

2005 Tax es 
$1,156.14 

Grantee 

Resident ial Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1968 Basement 

Bedrooms 2 First 1520 1520 

Full Baths 1 Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1520 '1520 

l Comments: 

Tax Code A rea 
07902 

Instrument# 

94·05301300 

94·05301200 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqft 

At! Carport Sqft 

--

~ This rep ort extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Deta iled Property Report. 

http:ll-vv\vw. rlid .org/OnePagePropertyRcport!OnePage PropertyReport.cfm?taxlot_ ic\= 127 1... 4/2 6/2006 .:; ::> _ 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Si te Address: 93099 MARCOLA RD 

Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-08-00-00200 
A & T Account #: 0028587 

jTax Map iJ _______ ___, View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

-
· ·,~ SPRIN GFI E LD 

~ -~· ~ ~-·/h..)) 
~- . ·Fr 

X-Coord: 4308437 

House 
93099 

Suffix 

MABE L 

. v'/ END LIN G 
MARCOLA 

LEA BURG 

DEERHORN 

Predir. Stree t Name 

MARCOLA 

Special Interest. Cqqe: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord: 930707 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

Unit 

Mai ling City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 

97454 

Update Date: 

Zip+4 

9714 

Carrier Route 

OR 

Create Date: 1986-07-02 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Descripti on: 1111 

Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 

::; . - •. : . : : ; : ,. _: :: . : ;: ; • 1 ;J ' : ·; ' ·. 

General 

Incorporated City limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed : 

Annexa tion #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

Description: 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

:~ .... 

http://\\ ww .rli c!org/rcports/Main report rl icl s tar . c fm')t:l>~lot id - 4J73 r\&s itc address id - I... 511 21200G , ~ . 
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Zone : 
Approximate Acreage : 

.,.,->t~'"-. Approximate Square Footage: 

' ~ Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

jo'' ~ ... , 

Metro W etlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

1A 

22 

208 

Schools 

~. ..., District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

1.90 

82 ,764 

'· .. ··. ·: . ... 
·. : . ·: 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

· ··:.: .. · ... : ; . •: 

.. · ... • ":, • :• • ; • : : ~ ; • • 0 • I t. • • ; o; 

.... : . . .. ···:· 
.·• :: ·:,\ : .. :·. ; ;·. ;; . , :·.; : : :.·;· ... I, , ' 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas of 1 00-year flood, base flood elevations determined. 
Floodway areas inside the 1QQ.year: flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year fl'ood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 1dO-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 
62 

CAMAS GRAVELLY SANOY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 29 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 9 

Name: Code : 

79J MARCOLA 

EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P 'd SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soi l Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 
S tate Representative District: 

State Represen tative Name: 

City Council! Wa r.d: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate Distri ct: 

State Senator: 

LCC Soard Zones: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

h 1 t p://www . rl iu .org/ rcpo rt s/ i'vl ()In _ re port_rll dSia r.dm?tax lot __ iu ~~ LU 7JLI &s11c _ ;1dcJ ress _ icJ = I .. . S/ 12/2UU0 _?_ ~ <.."' 
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EWEB Commissioner District : 

L;,no Co un ty As s c:ss cf: :_-;;;· c.~ , Account Lun: r, .:; r: \.1 023587 ; f'J1<lp & Tax Lot: 16-01-08-0 0-00 200 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: FOX LEE & JUDITH 
Owner Address: 93099 MARCOLA RD 

City 

MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: FOX LEE & JUDITH 
Taxpayer Address: 93099 MARCOLA RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lot/Tract/Uni t Number: TL 00200 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2005 94,302 

2004 85,730 

2003 72,043 
2002 64,325 

2001 48 ,650 

2000 54,060 
1999 53,520 

1998 54 ,060 
1997 51 ,980 
1996 49,040 
1995 41,560 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Market 

106,460 

82,530 

68,210 

100,310 

81 ,620 

87,760 

92,380 

78,960 
79,760 
66,470 
62,710 

0 118,878 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 

2004 

2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 

Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

200,762 118,878 

168,260 115,416 

140,253 112,054 

164,635 108,790 

130,270 105,621 

141 ,820 102,545 

145,900 99,558 

133,020 96 ,658 
131 ,740 93,843 
115,510 11 5,510 

104,270 104,270 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,156.14 

1,119.13 

1,093.82 

1,076.25 

1,210.42 

1,193.41 

1,185.05 

1,066.38 

1,044.83 

1,135.73 

861.99 

The tax shown is the amount certi fied in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 

http ://www .rl id .org/repo rt s/M a in __ repori _ rl i dst3 r. cfrn ?t ax lot _ id=4 3 734 &site _address __ id= l . . . 51 12/2006 
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KLJU Detailed .Propeny Kepon . 

Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals , clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by tne department, in the case of clerical errors and 

, . .-;, .. , omitted property . The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
· .~,, discounts offered , payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . 

·f·fl'"" .. • 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

( 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Loca lly Assessed 

( Pending Seg/Merge 

( Pending Value Change 

( Delinquency 

( Delayed Foreclosure 

( Bankruptcy 

( Code Split Indicator 

Remarks : 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description : 

General Information 

Property Class: 401 TRACT, IMPROVED 
Statistica l Class: 130 

20161 
CLASS 3 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 

Neighborhood Code: 

Property Use Type : 

Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for th is Account: 1.84 

Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 .. · 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

lAN.E EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 

Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee : Instrument #: 
07-14-1994 
07-06-1994 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

A ccount: 0028587 

Inspection Date: 01-25-2002 

Building Type: 31 STAT 130 

Class: 3 

STIERS, HAZEL H 
STIERS, BILL 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 
Roofs lyle: 

Roof Cover: 

Heat ing: 

9405301300 

9405301200 

16-01-08-00-00200 

GABLE 

COMPOSITION 
ROLL 

FORCED HOT AIR 

Analysis Code: 

8 
6 

Bedrooms: 

Full Baths: 

Half Baths: 

Mu ll Acct?: 

2 

1 

Year Built: 1968 Exterior Wall : T111 PLYWOOD Fireplaces: YES 

h ttp :l/ww w.rl id .org/rcro rt s/M a in_ rero1i _rl idstm.crm?tax lot_ id""43 734& s ite _add ress _ id= J •. . 5/ l 2/2006 3 3 -; 
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Effect Year 
Built : 

Floor 
Basement: 

First: 
Second: 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

1968 Deprecia tion : 21 

!?Jl ~e 1\fea F:inis.hed ArE)_<;! 
Bsmt Gar sqft: 

1520 1520 A !I Gar sqft: 
All Port sqft: 
Del Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

1520 1520 Paved Patio Sqft: 
Search Results jNew Property Search IApplicalions Menu 

Percent lmprov. 
Complete: 

100 

,, 

, ... , ... , 

··~·;'I' 

htt p:/ /wwvv _ rl ic! orglrcpor! s/M a in_ report _rl i cl stll r c fnl':>t ax lo t_ i d==4 3 n4 &s i tc_ ad dress_ icl == 1 .. _ Sf 1 ?./1 006 3..3? 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

[\c_count # 0028678 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01 -08-00-00500 

-· 
Site Address: 93031 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: · Tf1xpayer Name & Address: 
Brown Lawrence F & Iris ' arqwn Lawrence F & Iris 
9~031 Marcola Rd , 93031 Marc61a Rd 
Marcola,_ OR 97454 Marcola , OR 97454 

-· - -· 
Ml)ltiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Nl)mbers for this -T<ii;x Lot & SIC: 4250807 
-·-·---

··-
-- ·-. -~- -- ----·--· 

Approximate Tax 2.73 $tJbdivision ·school Marcola 
Lot Acres 118-,919' Name: District: 

.. ·-

Inc City: ;Phase: 
' 

Elem ------ . -- --
UGB: lot# :TL 00500 Middle 

.... 
' 

Census Tr/BlkG.rp: 020012 Recording# High 
·-·-·· . -· 

-- -·· · -

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RRS 
--· - -·-

Statistical Class: 130 Class 3 Single Family Home 
~--·. 

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing· 
--

Pwperty Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

Improvement Value 
Real Market Rea] Market A!)ses~ed 

2005 

2004 

$100,349 

$91,227 

2005 Taxable Valu e 
$ 107,420 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

$76,140 

$59,020 

2005 Taxes 
$1 ,044.70 

Grantee 

Residentia l Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1940 Basement 

Bedrooms 3 First 1143 1143 

Full Baths 1 Second 

Half Baths Atti c 

% •lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1143 1143 

I Comments: 

$176,489 $107,420 

$150.247 $104,291 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Alt Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

598 

• This r eport extracts commonly used information from the Detai led Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Proper t y Report. 

' 

•-v•••• 

··-··· 

ht t r :l/www. rl icl .org/OnePageProrcny Report /OncPage PropcrtyRepor1 .c f"m ?tax lot_icl=6580. __ 4/2 G/2006 3 3 
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PROPERTY REPORT· LANE COUNTY 

Account# 4250807 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00500 

- ·- . 
Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: TaJmay~r Name & Address: 
Armstrong Richard J & Jenice Armstrong Richard J & Jenice 
93031 Marcola Rd 93031 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028678 

Approximate Tax 2.73 
Lot Acres 118,919' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 199 

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class: 409 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Rea l Marke t 

2005 

2004 

$0 

$0 

RR5 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 32,940 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

I Phase: 

Lot# 

Recording# 

Manufactured Home In A Park 

Single Family Housing 

Tract , Manufactured Structure 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Marke t 

$32,940 

$30,500 

.. . 

2005 Taxes 
$309.52 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Manufactured Structure 

Model Year: 1999 Make ~ Skyline 

Serial Number: 33910624L Plate Number: X249235 

Length: 48 'Width : 27 

Model: 

I Comments: 

School Marcola 
District: 

-
Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Mqrket Assessed 

$32,940 $32,940 

$30,500 $30,500 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

•This report ex t racts commonly used information from t he Detai led Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

http://www .rl i d .org/OneP:-~[',cPropci1yReport/On c P ~lgc Prope rt yReport. cii)l? tCl.\ lot id - 6580... 4/26/2006 ~ LL 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address : 93031 MARCOLA RD 

Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-08-00-00500 

A & T Account#: 0028678 

jTax Map iJ 
- - ----- -' 

View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

COBU RG 
'i! • 

~-Y1~ .. 
\ 1~} 
1, . ,_~ -

·-.~ SPRINGFIELD 

~~ •. ~->e.,~ 

X-Coord: 4308430 

House 
93031 

Suffix 

MABEL 

: WENDLING 

LEABURG 

DEERH ORN 

Predir. Street Name 

MARCOLA 

Specia l lnter.~s t Co(:J e: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

./J -.-· 

Y-Coord: 930495 

PostDir. Street Type 

RD 

Unit Type Unit 

Mailing Ci ty 

MARCOLA 

Stale Zip Code 

97454 

Zip+4 

9714 

Carrier Route 

OR 
Create Date: 1999-01 -11 

'_ ··~ ,.., .. : '.)~I~· · ··. ·.·' 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 1111 

Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 

Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Desig nation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 
i# ... \ Year Annexed: 
~· i;J· Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Ana lysis 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

Update Date: 1999-01-11 

. ·.: '' ···.: 

Description: 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 

SINGLE FAMILY 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

htt p/ / www. rl1 cl.orglrcpon s/ M Cli n_ rcpo rt_ rl i dst ar.c!ni '! tax I ot_ id '= I 034 20& sit e_ address id == ... 5/l 2/2006 )1-J 



Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code: 

AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

1A 
208 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambul ance District: 

2.73 

118,919 

. ·.:.. 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

• 0 ' ••• -~- • 

·.·.·· .. _.; · .. 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

_' o ~ ·;, ' I • ' ; , ' ' . : · I .•· , , ' 

::·_.··· :· ·: ·· · .. 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas of 100-year flood, base flood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood . 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 1 00-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

61 

39 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People 's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
Zone: 0 

Political Districts 

Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative Distric t: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones : 

EWEB Commissioner Distri ct: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

·-·: 
\~iii 

•. ·,, ( 

h ll p ://ww w. rl i d .o rg/rcport s/M 3 in_ rerort_ rl i rl st 3 r c fm '~ t <lx I ot_ irl= 1 034 28&s i tc _ <lcid ress_icl= ... 5112 /200() _;,c:1_ 



Lan e Cou 11!y .. ~sses ~;o r's Office: ' .. ~c:count ~~u mb er: 0828678 ! r,·1ap & T<:l x Lot : ·t6-01-0S-00-00500 

Property Owner 
r'': Owner1 Name: BROWN LAWRENCE F & IRIS 
"'~ Owner Address: 93031 MARCOLA RD 

l'$'?ltl: ,. 
~~~:.--· 

City 
MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: BROWN LAWRENCE F & IRIS 
Taxpayer Address: 93031 MARCOLA RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 

OREGON 

Township: 16 Range: 01 

Subdivi~ion Type: Subdivision Name: 
LotfTracVUnit Number: TL 00500 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 100,349 

2004 91,227 

2003 76,662 

2002 68,449 

2001 55,650 
2000 61,830 

1999 61 ,220 

1998 61,840 

1997 59,460 

1996 56,090 

1995 47 ,530 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

76,140 

59,020 
48,780 

71,730 
60,790 
65,360 

68,800 

58,800 

59,390 

49 ,490 

46,690 

0 107,420 

Taxa ble Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 

2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

176,489 107,420 
150,247 104,291 

125,442 101,253 

140,179 98,304 

116,440 95,441 
127,190 92,661 
130,020 89,962 

120,640 87,342 

118,8 50 84,798 

105,580 105,580 
94,220 94,220 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,044.70 
1,011 .26 

988.38 

972.51 

1,093.75 

1,078.38 

1,070.83 

963.61 

944.12 

1,038.09 

778.91 

,.1:'"><., Explanation of Tax 

~ The tax shown is th e amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occu r as a result of appeals. clerica l errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initia tes the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 

h tIp :/ / www. rl i d.org/rcport s/ M a Ill - report_rl i dsta r. c rrn ?ta x lot_ icl == I 034 2 o&S l te __ acldrcss -- ici= ... Sf 12/2006 _:J 
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omilted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

ce Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 1 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

{e Loca lly Assessed 

(" Pending Seg/Merge 

(" Pending Value Change 

(" Delinquency 

(" Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r· Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: 

General Information 
Property Class: 401 
Statistical Class: 130 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type : 
Account Type: RP 

Description: 

TRACT, IMPROVED 

CLASS 3 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Cornpany Name: 

Total Acreage for this Account: 2.65 

Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 

· ... ,_. ·· .. , . 

Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: Instrument#: Analysis Code: Mull Acct?: 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 0028678 

Inspection 
12-07-1993 

Date : 

Build ing Type : 31 STAT 130 

Class: 3 

Year Built: 1940 

Effect Year 
1930 

Built : 

Flogr 

Map & Tax 
16-01-08-00-00500 

Lot: 

Roof style: GABLE Bedrooms: 3 

Roof Cover: 
COMP SHINGLE 
MEDIUM 

Full Baths: 1 

Heating: OTHER Half Baths: 

Exterior Wall: OTHER Fireplaces: NO 

Depreciation : 28 
Percent lmprov. 

100 Complete: 

~a.!:1~.f.r~<_:~ filli!:1h.~9_A[~£! 

. ~ o::r-, , 

.·1 

'"'"'# 

, .~i:tJ~'\ 

~lc· •0; 

h t t p://www.rl id.org/ rcpo rt s/ J\11 a 1n_ report _ rl1d sta r.c f m~'tax lo t_ icJ = l 034 28&si tc _address _ id= .. . 5/ 12/2006 3 9 q 
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Basement : 

First: 
,;_,,,., Second: 

'<;•""··· Attic: 

TOTAL 

~i~ l''\ 

~{~G~/: 

1143 

1143 

Bsml Gar sqfl: 
1143 Atl Gar sqft: 

Att Port sqfl: 

Del Gar sq(l:, 

Ori\ieway Sqft: 
1143 Paved Patio Sqfl: 

Search Resulls I New Properly Search IApplicalions Menu 

598 

illtp ://www.1l id .u1 g/rcpo 1·t:o/Mai 11_rcport_rl id s l<ll.cflll'~lax lot_ id '-- 1 03Ll 2S&site _address _ id -'- ... 5/1 2/2006 31 S 



KLl.lJ Yropeny Kepon 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028694 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00502 

Site Address: 93027 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpqyer. Name & Address: 
Loretta Ann Macauley Trust Macauley Harold M 
4757 Jasper Rd 4757 Jasper Rd 
Springfield, OR 97478 Springfield, OR 97478 

Multiple Owners? Yes .* 

Additional Account Numbers for this rax Lot & SIC: 4144802 
·-

-· ·---

Approximate Tax 1.19 Subdivisio.n 
Lot Acres 51,836' Name: 

Inc City: Phase: 

UGB: Lot# TL 00502 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Rec;<xding # 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 107 Non-living Unit Of Residential Variety 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Property Class: 409 Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$81,723 

$74,294 

2005 Taxable Value 
$45,273 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$1,700 

$1,570 

2005 Taxes 
$440.30 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Marke t Asses_sed 

$45,273 

$43,954 

$83,423 

$75,864 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Date Price Grantor Grantee Instrument# 

92-03491100 06-23-1992 $0 MacAuley, Loretta Ann 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

Square fee t Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First All Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic All Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 

"This report e•tracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Repo rt . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

I! l 1 p://ww w. rl i J .org/Oi lc:Pagc:P ropcn y Repu n /0 ncPage P1 opcrty 1Zeport.cfm '1 lax lot_ icl= l () 1 7... 4/2 6/2 00(1 .S 1<:::, 
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KLJU Property Kepon 

PROPERTY REPORT -LANE COUNTY 

Account _# 0028694 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-0050~ 

Site f.qp[f!~s: 93027 ~ARGQLA ~~ MA~COLA OR 9745.4 ...... .. 
Owner Name & Address: T.a!<R{jy~r Name & Address: 
Loretta Ann Macauley Trust Macauley Harold M 
47S7 Jasper Rd 4757 Jasper Rd 
Spri•ngfield, OR 97478 Springfield, OR 97478 

- . 

Multiple Owners? Yes! 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 41441302 
- -~-

·-- .... ...... 
.. ... 

~ . . .. -·~~.. . 
Approxim;;~te Tax 1.19 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lqt ACTes 51,836' Name: District: 

... -· 

Inc City: Phase: Elem 
--

UGB: Lot# TL 00502 Middle 
·- ·-

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# i · High 
' - . -

--- ·· .. 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 
··---

Stc;Jtistical Class: 107 Non-living Unit Of Resident-ial Variety 
--- •-r•·----·· 

Land Us.e: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 
····- ---

Property Class: 409 Tract, Manufactured Structure 
-

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Market Asse~sed 

2005 $81,723 

2004 $74,294 

2005 Taxable Value 
$45,273 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

$1,700 

$1,570 

06-23-1992 $0 Mac Au ley, Loretta Ann 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

2005 Taxes 
$440.30 

$83,423 $45,273 

$75,864 $43,954 

Grantee 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

92-03491100 

Square feel Base Finished 

Year Buill : Basement Bsmt Garage Sqfl 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del GC!rag·e Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carp()rl Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 

•This report ext racts commonly used informat ion from the Detailed Property Report . Cl ick here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

I 

h t tp://ww\\' . rl i d .org/Onc Page Propert y Repo rt /011cPagcProper1 y Rcporl. cfm?ta x lut_ i d -= 1 01 7... -1 /26/200() _j 1; 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Si te Address: 93027 MARCOLA RD 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00502 

A & T Account#: 0028694 

COBURG 
"i.l 

X-Coord : 4308249 

House 
93027 

Suffix 

jTax Map iJ View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

IMBEL 
, •. WENDLING 

!,'ARCOLA 

LEABURG 

OEERHORN 

Predir. Street Name 
MARCOLA 

Spec ia ll n tere$ t C_od~: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord : 930192 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

Unit 

Mailing Ci ty 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 
97454 
Update Date: 

Zip+4 

9714 

Carrier Route 
OR 

Crea te Date: 1983-09-25 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 1150 

Use Code and Description: N 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
fncorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexa tion #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Cod e: 

LC 

RRS 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

H069 

·.:: -:· .' 

Description: 

MOBILE HOME - NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 
MOBILE HOME 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

... •·· 

•' ..J; ;( 

I lit p:// w w w. rl i cl .u rg/rcpur t:Ji\ b i 1 1_ 1 q JUll_ , I iu:,ta r .c Jill ?td >- lut_ iu= 3689 5& ::; i lc _a del rc: ss _ id -'- 1 .. Sf 12/2006 ..31 Y 
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Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Enviro~mental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 
Metro Wetlands; 

FEMA Flood 1-tazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

FW 

X 

xs 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

1A 
208 

29 

Schools 

1.19 
51,836 

... . ~· 

· .·. ·: ·. ; 

.. ; ... :; ;::. ':: :, . 

Community Number: 

415591 

Post- FIRM Date: 
1985-12~18 

Panel Printed? (YIN): 
y 

Description: 
Floodway areas inside the 100 ~year flood, base Hood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 
Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 100-year flood with averag~ depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-yeaT flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SL-OPES 
BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 
CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 

Name: 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 
68 
30 
3 

,-.,., District: r 
·<£~ Elementary School : 

Code : 

79J MARCOLA 

:(~~ .... 

~~..lito 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
LTD Service Area: 
LTD Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Pr~c:inct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 

City Counci l Ward : 

City CounCilor Name: 

State Senate Distric t: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

100105 
5 

FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

EAST 

l1tlp :l/www .rl id. org/ rcports/ f\llJin __ report_rl i cl s l(lr.cf"m "~ t ax lot_ i d ==36o~5&si t e _address_id= 1.. . 511 2/2006 3 1 c; 
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L;Jne C ou 1n y Assessur's Oftice i .A.cccun! t ·;u;~ibc•: C028G94: r,•iap & T.:1x Lot : 16-01-08-00-00502 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: LORETTA ANN MACAULEY TRUST 

Owner Address: 4757 JASPER RD 

City State Country 

SPRINGFIELD OREGON UNITED STATES 

Owner2 Name: MACAULEY HAROLD M 
Owner Address: 4757 JASPER RD 

City State Country 

SPRINGFIELD OREGON UNITED STATES 

Owner3 Name: MACAULEY LORETTA ANNTE 
Owner Address: 4757 JASPER RD 

City State Country 

SPRINGFIELD OREGON UNITED STATES 

Owner4 Name: WILLOUGHBY SHERRY TE 
Owner Address: 4757 JASPER RD 

City Sta te Country 

SPRINGFIELD OREGON UNITED STATES 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: MACAULEY HAROLD M 
Taxpayer Address: 4757 JASPER RD 

City State Country 

SPRINGFIELD OREGON UNITED STATES 
~.1 . ' ~ - ; ' : ; ... . - . 

; f : :~ - ~ :· . 

Township: 16 Range : 01 Section: 08 

Subdivision Type : Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00502 
Subdivision Number: 

Recording Number: 
. . ·· · 

Land Value Improvement Value 

Real Market Real Market 

2005 81,723 1,700 
2004 74,294 1,570 
2003 62,432 1,480 

2002 55,743 1,440 
2001 45,320 1,310 
2000 50,360 1,110 
1999 49,860 1,170 

1998 50,360 1,000 

1997 48,420 1,000 

1996 45,680 1,000 

Zip Code 

97478 

Zip Code 

97478 

Zip Code 

97478 

Zip Code 

97478 

Zip Code 

97478 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 

Real Market Assessed 

83,423 45,273 

75,864 43,954 

63,912 42,674 

57,183 41,431 

46,630 40,224 

51,470 39,052 

51,030 37,915 

51,360 36,811 

49,420 35,739 

46,680 46,680 

·"'"'•. 

.t""~~<o;~f.., 

' . ~-- ;.: l 

http //www .r l id.org!rcports/Ma in _repon_rl idstar.c flll .l t a .\ lo t_ id=36895&site _ address _ icl = 1... 5112/2006 3 S'o 
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KLJU ueta11eu rrupct 1y J'CjJUtt 

1995 38,710 1,000 39,710 39,710 

0 0 45,273 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

l"ax (See Expl;;mation of Tax) 
440,30 
426.20 
416.56 
409.87 
460.97 
454.48 
451.31 
406.12 
397.9~ 

458 ,97 
328.28 

The tax shown is the amot)nt certified in October, unless a value change has b~en processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of. clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the fu11 amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interes t owing, or previous yews owing . 

Account Sta~us 

<- Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year .. Loca lly Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 
Property Class : 409 

Statistical Class: 107 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 

Account Type: RP 

Description : 

TRACT, MANUFACTURED STRUCTURE 
NON-LIVING UNIT OF RESIDENTIAL 
VARIETY 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 

Tota l Acreage for this Account: 1.14 

,fl'!.- Fire Acres: 

~~~ Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

. ' • .... , 

htt p: //www .rl id.org/rcp01·ts/M ain _ repo11_rl itlstar.cfm 'l tax lo t __ id=368Y5&s ite _ address_ id= I... S/ 12/2006 3s--; 
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LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 

Sales Date: Sa les Price: Grantor: 

06-23-1992 MACAULEY, LORETTA ANN 

Manufactured Structures 

Gran tee: Instrument # : Analysis Code : 

9203491100 6 

Search Results I New Properly Search )Applica tions Menu 

Mull 
Acct?: 

http:! / www .11 id . o rg/r~p o n ::;/ J'v l ai i J _ J epo rt_J I ids ta r.cfm ') l<IX lut_id=:JG89 5&s itc _add ress _ icl= I. .. 5/J 212006 35'L 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Ac.cou.nt # 0028744 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01 -08-00-00900 

... 

Site Address: 9Z980 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97.4.~4 
-·· -- .. ... 

Owner Name & Address: Ta.~payer Name & Address: 
Am;lerson William H Anderson William H 
92980 Paschelke Rd 92980 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

. ... . 
Multiple Owners? No. 

.. . -·····--
Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

... 

,Approximate Tax 1.29 Subdivision i 

jLot Acres ,56,192' Name: 

_Inc City: ' ! Phase: 

UGB: ' lot# TL 00900 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# 
. .. .. 

'"""' .. 

Zoning: Parent/Overlay RR5 
.. 

Statistical Class: 130 Class 3 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 
... 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 
2004 

$96,907 
$88,098 

2005 Taxable Valu e 
$ 124,614 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$103,330 
$80,100 

2005 Taxes 
$1,267.92 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

.. 

· School Marco la 

·. 

District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$200,237 
$168,198 

Assessec;J 

$124,614 
$120,984 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1924 Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 
.. ... 

Bedrooms 3 First 1422 1422 All Garage Sqft 
.. 

Full Baths 1 Second Del Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft .. 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1422 1422 
' 

j Comments: 

•This report extracts commonly used information rrom the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

htt p://www. rl id .o1 g/OI!cl'ageProperty l<..eport/OncPage l'ropcrt y IZepo rt. cfm?tax lo t_ id=8U 14 ... 4/26/2006 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Si te Address : 92980 PASCHELKE RD 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01 -08 -00-00900 
A & T Account#: 0028744 

COBURG 
""il 

L$r·~tJi. 
~· 

jTax Map iJ View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

IMBEL 

WENDLING 
r.IARCOLA 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN : - '.~ ·~ ..... 
. ··.~ SPRINGFIELD 

~oy'~'{~~ 

X-Coord: 4308405 

House 

92980 

Suffix Predir. Stree t Name 

PASCHELKE 

$pecial lnt~_res t C_pc;j~: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord: 929929 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

Unit 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 

97454 
Update Date : 

Zip+4 

9715 

Carrier Route 

OR 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

Code : 
Land Use Code and Description: 1111 
Use Code and Descript ion: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Paren t Zone 1: 

General 

Incorpora ted City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed : 

Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

Description: 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 

SINGLE FAMILY 

Descript ion: 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

. · •. 

., ' 

h!tp /iwww. 1l id .o rg/rcpons/ fV!;ll n_ rcpo 1i _rl icl st(lr .crm·1tax lo t_ id=LJ 962 S&si te _add ress_ id= 1.. . 5/ 12/2 006 
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Zone : 
Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zon es 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code : 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

208 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance Dis trict: 

1.29 
56,192 

·.:.· 

A6 
Areas of 1 00-year flood; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

'·:,·.:·.; 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

.. :·· 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Floodway areas inside the 100·-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 5QQ.year flood, areas of 1.00-year flood with average depth~ of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Desc·~i ption : 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

100 

EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility Dis trict: 5 

Soi l Water Conservation 
Distr ict: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner Dis trict: 
County Commissioner: 

Sta te Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate Dislric t: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EW ES Commissioner District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

ht tp: //www. rl id.org/rcpon s;/v!a i11 _rcport_rl icls tar.cfm?tax lot_id=49625&s i te _address_ id= l.. . 51 12/2UU(l 3 )5 
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Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: ANDERSON WILLIAM H 
Owner Address: 92980 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: ANDERSON WILLIAM H 

Taxpayer Address: 92980 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Township: 16 

State 

OREGON 

Range:01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00900 
Subd ivision Number: 

Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2005 96,907 

2004 88,098 

2003 74,032 

2002 66,100 

2001 53,740 

2000 59,710 

1999 59,120 

1998 59,720 

1997 57,420 

1996 54,170 

1995 45,910 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

103,330 
80,100 
66,200 
97,360 
82,510 
88,720 

93,390 
79,820 
80,630 
67,190 
63,390 

0 124,614 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 
1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97454 

Zip Code 

97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Asse ssed 

200,237 124,614 

168,198 120,984 
140,232 117,460 
163,460 114,039 

136,250 110,717 

148,430 107,492 

152,510 104,361 

139,540 101,321 
138,050 98 ,370 
121,360 121,360 

109,300 109,300 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explana tion of Tax) 
1,267.92 
1,229.12 
1,202.59 
1,184.18 

1,324.82 

1,265.98 

1,298.22 
1,173.84 

1,151.23 

1,249.25 

959.57 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 

.i.·' 

<>M \ 

y 

" ·.; 
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KLIJJ UetaJ)ed .Property J<eport 

discounts offered , payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Yea r 

1 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Loca lly Assessed 

' Pending Seg/Merge 

' Pending Value Change 

' Delinquency 

' Delayed Foreclosure 

' Bankruptcy 

( Code Split Indicator 

Remarks : 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 
Property Class: 401 

Description: 

TRACT, IMPROVED 
Statis tical Class: 130 CLASS 3 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 
Fire Acres: 

1.75 
1.75 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07902 
EMERAlD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sal es Information 
Sales Date: Sales Price: 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteris tics 

Account: 0028744 

Inspection 
11 -30-1993 

Da te: 

Bu ilding Type : 31 STAT 130 

Class: 3 
Year Built: 1924 
Effect Year 

1936 Built: 

floor 
Basement: 

Grantor: Grantee: 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roofstyle: 

Roof Cover: 

Heating: 
Exterior Wall: 

Depreciation: 

Base Ar.~C\ Fif)i§.hE?.Q _Ar_~_C! 

;: .. ;· .::.:: .: · 

Instrument #: 

16-01-08-00-00900 

GABLE 

COMP SHINGLE 
MEDIUM 

OTHER 

SHINGLE-WOOD 

27 

Bsmt Gar sqfl: 

Analysis Code: 

Bedrooms: 

Full Baths: 

Half Baths: 
Fireplaces: 

Percent lmprov. 
Complete: 

ht l p:/ / www .r llcl. org/rcporls/IVJ c:t in _r epo rt_ rl idst(J r.cf'm 'J t;~ x lo t_ i cl =--4 962 5&s i te ncldress id= I 

Mull Ace!?: 

3 

1 

YES 

100 

Parking_ ArllQ 

5/12/200(i ) ~/ 



KL1U !Je!allea rropeny .Kepun 

First: 
Second: 
Allie: 

TOTAL 

1422 

1422 

1422 Att Gar sqft: 
At! Port sqft : 
Det Gar sqft: 

Driveway Sqft: 
1422 Paved Patio Sqft: 

Search Results INew Properly Search IApplica lions Menu 
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PROPERTY REPORT - l ANE COUNTY 

Account # 1423142 Map, Tax lot, & SfC # 16-01 -08-00-00106 

... ... " 

Site A~oress : 92951 PASCHELKE RO MARCOLA OR 97A54 ., '. 

Owner Name & Address: T.al<R~ Y.~r Name & Address: 
Ortis Ernest E & Gayle L Ortis Ernest E & Gayle L 
93130 Paschelke Rd 93130 Paschelke Rd 
'Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola, OR 97454 

' ... 

Multiple Owners? No. 

· Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 4191977 
" 

"' -·--
Approximate Tax r 2.80 l Subdivision I School Marcola 
Lot Acres ' 121 ,968' I Name: O.istrict: 

~--· i " 

Inc City: Phase: Elem 
- "''-~' - ···-

UGB: Lot# TL 00106 Middle 
" 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High ! .... . 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay E40; RR5 
.... ... -·· 

Statistical Class: 107 Non-living Unit Of Res'id ~ntial Variety 
- - ·-
Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

"' ----
; Property Class: 409 Tract, Manufactured Structure 

" 

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Markel 

Improvement Value 
Real Markel Real Market Asses~ed 

2005 

2004 

$107,690 
$97,900 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 61 ,530 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Dale Price Grantor 

$3,960 

$3,670 

2005 Taxes 
$598.40 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Bui lt: Basement 
' 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

j Comments: 

$111,650 $61,530 

$ 101,570 $59,738 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrumen t # 

Bsmt Ga.rage Sqft 

'Att Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqfl 

Att Carport Sqft 

. -

I 

.. ..... 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

h l l p :1 i www .r l i ci .org/Onc Page1Jrope r1 y 1\cpo rt/O ncPagc l)ropc rt y IZcp011 .c !'n 1?tax lot icl= I 14 3.. . 4/? G/2 006 ""\~C) 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 1423142 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00106 

Site Address: 93130 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: J.aXR9Y~r Name & Add ress: 
Ortis Ernest E & Gayle L Ortis Ernest E & Gayle L 
93130 Paschelke Rd 93130 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for th is Tax Lot & SIC: 4191977 

Approximate Tax 2.80 Subdivision 
Lot Acres 121 ,968' Name: 

Inc City: Phase: 

UGB: Lot# TL 00106 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# 
-

Zoning: ParenUOverlay E40; RR5 

Slatistica l Class: 107 Non-living Unit Of Residential Variety 

Land Use: 11 50 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Property Class : 409 Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 $107,690 

2004 $97,900 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 61,530 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Da te Price Grantor 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Marke t 

$3 ,960 

$3 ,670 

2005 Taxes 
$598.40 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square fee t Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement 

Bedrooms First 
··-· 

Full Baths Second 
·---- ~ 

' Half Baths Attic i 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments : 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$61 ,530 

$59,738 

$111 ,650 

$101 ,570 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

- --
Bsmt Garage Sqft 

: Att Garage Sqft 
---- --

Det Garage Sqft 

At! Carport Sqft 
--- ' · 

. . 

. .... 0::-

*This report ext racts commonly used informat ion from the Deta iled Property Report. Cl ick here For the full Detailed Property Report. 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 4191977 Map, Tax l,.ot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00106 

Site Address: 
. -

Owr.~er Name & Address: Taxgay~r Name & Address: 
Ortis Ernest E & Gayle L Ortis Ernest E & Gayle L 
93130 Paschelke Rd 93130 Paschelke Rd 
.Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola, OR 97454 

.. . ... 
Multiple Own~rs? No. 

~ ~~ ---
. . 

Additional Account Numbers for this l ax Lot & SIC: 1423142 
--·· 

. . . . --· 
Approximate Tax 2.80 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 121,968' Name: District: 

··-·· 
~--~ . 

Inc City: Phase: ,Eiem 
-· 

UGB: Lot# Middle 
.. . 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording # High 
... - ... 

. .. 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay E40; RR5 
.. -~ .. . ~.- . .. 

Statistical Class: 190 Manufactured Home On Real Property 
· ···-... ·- . - . ... ····-· ·--··'"· -·· 

Land Use: 9101 Broadleat Brush 
.. 

Property Class: 409 Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

Improvemen t Value 
Real Market Real Market Assessed 

2005 

2004 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxable Value 
$49,844 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Manufactured St ructure 

Model Ye(!r: 1992 

Serial Number: 10749 
.. 

Length: 56 

Model: 

I Comm~nts: 

$54,550 

$50,510 

2005 Taxes 
$482.81 

Grantee 

$54,550 

$50,510 

$49,844 

$48,392 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

Make: Golden West 

Plate Number: X2 16522 

Width: 27 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for ~h e full Deta ileq Property Report. 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address : 92951 PASCHELKE RD 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00106 

A & T Account#: 1423142 

COBURG 
'i) 

jTax Map :::J View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 

't,'ENDLING 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

Special Interes t <;::od.E!: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

.· .. ·--

X-Coord: 4308667 Y-Coord : 930902 

House 

92951 

Suffix Predir. Street Name 

PASCHELKE 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

Unit 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 

97454 

Update Date: 

Zip+4 

9715 

Carrier Route 
OR 

Create Date: 1989-10-25 

.._ ... . ... _: ~ - f 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 1111 
Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 

Pa rent Zone 2: 
. . 
:J .. ..., .. j": ·:: '; ": ' . ; .. • ~ .. ;; : :; ~ :: 

General 

Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 

Code: 

LC 

E40 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

Description : 
SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 

SINGLE FAMILY 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

' . ' .. .. -..... · .. .. 

EXCLUSIVE FARM USE 40 ACRE MIN 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

h t tp /t www .r l i d.org/r cpon::;if'vl<1 ill_ rc:po n _rl id s1ar .clrr r'i ta x lo t __ id=82972&s r te _address _id= l .. . 5! 12; 2Ul)6 3 /... L 
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2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 

-",, .. ,, Approxima te Acreage: 

503 

2.80 
121,968 ~ .... ~·' Approximate Square Footage: 

.,~~~. 
t . 
•. 13. . 

,.!f~'t,,. 

'f ·.,,., .. 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FE:MA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039 C0680F 
Code: 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

22 

208 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School : 

Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L, TO Service Area: 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambu lance District: 

•'·:··· . '. 

A6 
Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

. ... · . 
.. ·: .. 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

. ::. 

. . ' . . • . . •· . : ' ; ; ."\. ~ : : :·: .. • .:··:··:· ·:·· . . · : : · : ! . . 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevations 
oetermi·ned. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 
Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 
Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

CAMAS GRAVELLY SANDY LOAM, OCCASION-ALLY FLOODED 77 
BRIE DWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

23 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
Zone: 0 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

S tate Representative District: 

Sta te Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

S tate Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District : 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

il tl p:/ I www. r l i cl.urg/1 eports/fvl a i n_repo rl_ 1l iJs t;1 r cllll ') lax lo t i d~ 82 972&si te address id= I __ . Sll 21200Cl1 .£:> ~ 
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Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: ORTIS ERNEST E & GAYLE L 

Owner Address: 93130 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: ORTIS ERNEST E & GAYLE L 
Taxpayer Address: 93130 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Slate 

OREGON 

Pro~e rt y :_egr.i Des ,;dd: • .:.:..:: 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

LoVTracUUnit Number: TL 00106 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 107,690 
2004 97,900 
2003 82,269 
2002 73,455 
2001 59,720 
2000 66,360 
1999 65,700 
1998 66,360 
1997 63,810 
1996 60,200 
1995 51,020 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Markel 

3,960 
3,670 
3,460 

3,360 
3,050 
3,280 
3,450 

2,950 
2,950 
2,950 
2,950 

0 61,530 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip_ Code 

97454 

Zip Code 

97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Markel Assessed 

111,650 61,530 
101,570 59,738 
85,729 57,998 
76,815 56,309 
62,770 54,669 
69,640 53 ,077 
69,150 51,531 
69,310 50,030 
66,760 48,573 
63,150 63,150 
53 ,970 19,800 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
598.40 
579.25 

566.15 

557.06 

228.11 

224.90 

223.33 

551.97 

540.80 

620.91 

163.68 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the properly. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted properly. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 

hIt p://www .rl i cl.org!rcpo rls/l\ 1 Zl in_ rcport_rl i dstJr. c fm '~ti1x lot_ id=82972&s i te _ Jclc!rcss _ i ri ~ 1 . . S/ 1 2/200G 3 <i 
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omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made. interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

( New Accou nt Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Loca lly Assessed 

( Pending Seg/Merge 

( Pending Value Change 

( Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

( Bankruptcy 

( Code Split Ind icator 

Remarks : 

Potential Additional Tax ; 96 Postponed Farm Tax $1 ,132.22 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: 

General Information 
Property Class: 

Statistica l Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 

Property Use i ype : 

Account Type: 

409 

107 

20161 

RP 

Description: 

TRACT, MANUFACTURED STRUCTURE 

NON-LIVING UNIT OF RESIDENTIAL 
VARIETY 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 

Total Acreage for this Account: 3.41 
Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 

Sa les Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument #: 

Search Resulls INew Properl y Search IApplica !ions Menu 

:; ... .. : 

Analysis Code : Mull Ace!?: 

h 11 pi/\'. \'.'W .rl i cl.orglrcports/;\ Lt i r1_rcport _rl i cl st d L( llll ')t ;p; lo t_ id '- 82 972&s i tc _ ;1ddress _ i d - l .. . 5/l2/20063 k5 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028546 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00100 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: T~:XR<;~ yer Name & Address: 
Jensen Jerald J & C 0 Jensen Jerald J & C 0 
93151 Paschelke Rd 93151 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178761 

Approximate Tax 168.13 Subdivision 
Lot Acres 7,323,743' Name: 

Inc City: Phase: 

UGB: Lot# TL 00100 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/3 Recording# 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay E40; RR5 

Statistica l Class: 

Land Use: 4111 

Property Class: 551 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$268,042 

$244 ,877 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 3,017 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Railroad Right-of-Way 
.. 

Farm, Efu, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$142.70 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Att ic 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$3,017 

$2,930 

$268,042 
$24 4,877 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the fu ll Detailed Property Report. 
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PROPERTY REPORT -LANE COUNTY 

Account # 1178761 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00100 

. -
' S it~ .~ctclr~s_s_: ~31~1 PASCHELKE RD_MARCOLA OR 97_4!:;4 .. 

- .. 
Owner Name & Address: Te~xp~y~r Name & Address: 
Jensen Jerald J & C D Jensen Jer;,1h;f J & C D 
931 ~1 PascheiJ<e Rd 93151 P<!scheiJ<e Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola , OR 97454 

----

Muttiple Owners? ('Jo. 
·-· 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028546 
--- ·-

Appwximate Tax 1168.13 Subdivision School Marcola 
;La! Acres 7,323,743' Name: ,District: 

! 
I .• 

Inc City: Phase: Elem I 

--- -
UGS: Lot# TL 00100 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/3 Recording# High 
- ----

-·. -~- --•. .. 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay E40;RR5 
.. 

Statistical Class: 160 Class 6 Single f:amily Home 
.. --- -- . --~ 

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

Property Class: 551 Farm, Efu, improved 
- •¥-• ·- .. 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke l 

2005 
2004 

$282,775 

$253,631 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$637,740 

$707,380 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$920,515 

$961 ,01·1 

Assessed 

$539,082 
$523,505 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 539,082 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

03-18-1987 $145,000 

2005 Taxes 
$5,242.79 

Grantor 

Earnest, Rosa S 
Grantee 

Residential Building# 1 (of 2) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feel Base Finished 

Year Buil t: 1877 Basement 

Bedrooms 2 First 1210 1210 

Full Baths 1 Second 
---···-· 

Half Baths Attic . . 

% lmprovml Complete 100 Total 1210 1210 
..... 

I Comments : 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

~~---

Instrument# 

87-02338300 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqrt 

Att Carport Sqft 

. -
. . - . -

602 

• This report extracts commonly used informat ion from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the fu ll Detailed Property Report. 

• 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

A~ COUfl l # 1178761 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00100 

-· 
Site Address: 93221 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

-. 
Owne r Name & Address: J axpay_er Name & Address: 
Jensen Jerald J & C D Jensen Jerald .) & C D 
93151 Paschelke Rd 93151 Pasche lke Hd 
Marcola , OR 974 54 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 
~ ·-. -· - -· - -·· 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028546 
,. ... -· 

-·- . 
Approximate Tax 168.13 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot A~res 7,323,743' Name: ' District: ., 

- - · 

Inc;: City: Phase: E;tem 

UGB: Lot # TL 00100 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 

···-

Zoning: ParenUOverlay E40; RRS 
· -

Statistica l Class: 160 Class 6 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 111 1 Single Family Housing 
·-

Property Cl-ass : 551 Farm , Efu , Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 

2004 

$282,775 

$253 ,631 

Improvement Va lue 
Rea l Marke t 

$637 ,740 

$707,380 

Total Value 
Real Mark~! 

$920 ,515 

$961,011 

As!=;essed 

$539,082 

$523,505 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 539 ,082 

Two Most Rece nt Sales 

Date Price 

03-18-1987 $1 45,000 

Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$5,242.79 

Earnes t, Rosa S 

Grantee 

Resident ial Building# 1 (of 2) Character istics 31 stat1 30 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built : 1877 Basement 

Bedrooms 2 Firs t 1210 1210 I 

Full Baths 1 Second 
·-·· 

Half Baths Allie 
-

% lmprovmt Comple te 100 Total 1210 1210 

I Comments: 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

87-02338300 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

All Gaf age Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

:Att Carport Sqft ... .. 

... 

602 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here (or t he full Deta iled Property Report. 

. . .- ..... 

http://www rl iJ.org/O::eJ ' <~geJ ' rope rt y J{eport/UneP8gehopcny J{cport. cfm'l tax lot_ id=2 7 14... 4/2 6/2 006 3 0 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

/?-'~., 
'}\·J·~;k' 

Si te Address: 
Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-08-00-00100 

A __ {!, T ~cco.un.t #: 0028546 

View Tax Map jTax Map ::::J 
--------------~ 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL : 
WENDLING 

COBURG VIDA 
!. _ ____ __ , )~AN"~AC~~ 

~····~j · · ·J~ -
1. • -Cl.-;-;: 

LEABU RG 
DEERHORN 

-1 EUGENE · : ,~ •. SP RINGFIELD 

"\L .. ~--~&d 
t 1 JASPER 

"L-'" PLEASANT HILL 

Convert to PDF Document 

i ~ • •• 

Detail Map 

· .. . 
.' :. . : ~ .. = 

. . -·{-.,. 
. . 1-..J 

-·-··· - - ··· . · ·:· . 

Site Addre: ss S t ~ te Plane Coo'dir atr~s 

X-Coord : 4310316 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description : 4111 
Use Code and Description: B 
Land Use Code and Description: 8310 

Use Code and Description: T 
Land Use Code and Description : 91 DO 

Use Code and Description: V 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

Parent Zone 2: 

5o,: ndi1r1' informC~ t i o n 

General 

Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 
2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed : 

(:~""" Annexation #: 
' · ~· 2004 Transportation Analysis 

Zone: 

: ' · .. 

Code: 
LC 

E40 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

3 

507 

. ·. ·: :· 

Y-Coord: 931066 

Description: 
RAILROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY 

RAILROAD 
TIMBERlANDS 

TIMBER 

VACANT, UNUSED, UNDEVELOPED LAND 

VACANT 
:· ' , .. -. . '• : :: .. ; , 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

EXCLUSIVE FARM USE 40 ACRE MIN 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

illl p://www .11 i d .org/rcpoils/M a i n_t epo rl_r1 idstar.cfm '/tax lot_ icl=2 1 I l 5&s i te _ aJJ ress _ icl ..oc _ .. 



RLJD D etail ed Property .Kepon 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039 C0680F 

Code: 

AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

89D 

78 

45C 

113E 

63D 

208 
22 

89E 

113G 

36D 

Schoo ls 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 

L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

168.13 

7,323,743 
···:. i·.• · •... :: !.-_;.::·,· .• ~.·- .:-::·c,.,· .. 7 ··: ··_;! ~v· :;.-;::;-: ···· . 

·._,._,:· -. .:._ .; : .· 1.:· · . ...: .. ... . · .. · .. . ·. ·:·. ::: -· ~ •. ·· ··. T .... ;: -n·:: ~: ! .. ::::··::.:: ~:-r· ! ':! . ;·. Jfl':·. • ~i ·;; •_...: ;· · .:: :"!:;. -~::: · ·· 

···: .. · .· · ... 

Community Number: 

415591 

Description: 

Pos t - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas of 100-year flood, base flood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas inside the 1 00-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 1 00-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

DUPEE SILT LOAM, 3 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

RITNER COBBLY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 30 PERCENT 
SLOPES 

JORY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

45 
19 
8 

6 

5 
BRIEOWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 5 
CAMAS GRAVELLY SANDY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 5 
NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 

RITNER COBBL Y SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 60 PERCENT 
SLOPES 

CUMLEY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

4 

2 

1 

EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P 'd SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovJ er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 

Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil W ater Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 

Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District : 

County Commissioner: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

EAST 

' . 

htt p:/11\·ww rlid .org/rFports/!\11;-Iin repor rlidst;Jr cfm? tct xlot id=21 11 5&-sitc ;Jcldress ici o-o ... 5/12/2006..., ....-""\r-. 
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State Representative District: 11 
State Representative Name: PHIL BARNHART 

City Council Ward: 
City Councilor Name: 
State Senate District: 6 
State Senator: WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

LCC Soard Zones: 3 
EWEB Commissioner District: 

L<ln t.! County As sessor ',; Oi1ice! Acc ouni Nu rn ber : 0028546 i Map & Tax Lo t: 16-0 1-08-00 -00 100 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: JENSEN JERALD J & C D 
Owner Address: 93151 PASCHELKE RD 

City 
MAR COILA 
Taxpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: JENSEN JERALD J & C D 
Taxpayer Address: 93151 PASCHELKE RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 

OREGON 

P ro 1~,o rt ':l Lr:u nl O.! s cr< : ~· ~ i :':1 :: 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Zip Code 

97454 

Zip Code 

97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00100 
P.· Subdivision Number: 
~)' 

~- Recording Number: 

2005 
2004 

2003 
2002 

2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 

1997 
1996 
1995 

iJ~r.r:·~ l) . 

·~, . 

Land Value Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Market 

268,042 0 
244,877 0 
205,167 0 
190,276 0 
153,875 0 
165,458 0 
163,810 0 
165,460 0 
159,100 0 
150,090 0 
131,660 0 

0 3,017 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 

2005 

2004 

2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

268,042 3,017 
244,877 2,930 
205,167 2,845 
190,276 2,762 
153,875 2,750 
165,458 2,671 
163,810 2,590 
165,460 2,590 
159,100 2,515 
150,090 3,010 
131 ,660 2,800 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

142.70 

124.47 

123.38 

124.55 

124.81 

80.90 

i1 I I p :// \\ww. rl id .orgh cpurls/J\.f a i n_rcporl_J I i d:, la r. c fm ?tax lot_ id- 2 1 I I S &si tc _ ~1ddrcss_ id=... 5! J 2/2 000 Sl ) 



RLJD Detailed Property Keport 

Explanation of Tax 

1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

123.06 
120.40 
126.01 
117.57 
102.30 

n:tgc 'i u1 '-1 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typica lly occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the departmer:~l, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

I 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

I Pending Seg/Merge 

I Pending Value Change 

I Delinquency 

I Delayed Foreclosure 

I Bankruptcy 

r. Code Split Indicator 1178761 1178761 

Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 
Property Class: 
Stati stica l Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: 

ZFARM 

551 

20161 
502 
RP 

Description: 
ZONED FARM 

FARM, EFU, IMPROVED 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 
Fire Acres: 

89.10 
89.1 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES Ul"ll..lifY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLlEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 

Sales Date: Sales Price : Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: 

Search Resu lts I New Propert y Search IApplica tions Menu 

Analysis Code: 

httr ://www rlicl .orplre r ons/1\1ain report rli cl stRr.clm?tax lot id=2 111 5& sit c Rddrcss id = ... 

Mull Ace!?: 

~/ 1 2/2 0 0 6 31 z__ 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 1178803 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00801 

.. - -- .. 

Site Address: 92985 MARCOL~ RD M~R(;9LA c::)R 9745~ - -- .. . . 

Owner Name & Address: Taxp~yer Name & Address: 
Charlotte Higgins-lee Rev Liv Trust Chariotte Higgins-lee Rev Liv Trust 
PO Box 1479 PO Box 1479 
Springfield, OR 97477 Springfield, OR 97477 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

!'Approximate Tax 2.56 
··Lot Acres 111,514' 

lnc City: 

: UGB: 
.. 

C~nsus Tr/81kGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 130 
.. .. . 

Land use: 1111 

, Property Class: 406 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Rea l Marke t 

2005 $91,968 

2004 $83.608 

RR5 

Subdivision i 
Name: i 

Phase: 
.. ····· . - ,.,..~ 

Lot# TL 00801 
-·-·--·-· 

__ . ,____ 

Recording# 

,.,_, -· ······· 

Class 3 Single Family Home 
. - . 

Single Family Housing 

Tract, Waterfront, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Market 

$116,820 

$90 ,560 

... --. 

... 

.... , 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

;M iddle 
. ---- -----· 

High 

.. 

.. 

Total Value 
Rea l Market 

$208,788 

$174 ,168 

-

. . 

Asses~ed 

$123,038 
$1 19,454 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 123,038 

2005 Taxes 
$1,252.59 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

05-05-2005 $0 

11-22-2004 $239,900 

Grantor 

Higgins-lee Charlotte 

Armstrong Mabel K 

Grantee 

Charlotte Higgins-lee Rev Liv Trust 

Higgins-lee Charlotte 

Instrument# 

20-05-032541 

20-04-092845 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Buill: 1968 Basemen! Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms 3 First 1284 1284 Att Garage Sqft. 

Full Baths 1 Second Del Garage Sqft 852 
---· 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft. 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1284 1284 
... 

I comments: 

" This report extracts commonly used in formation from the Detailed Property Report. Cli ck here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

http://\\ ww. rl id.u rg/Onc P c~gchopcrty ~cport/0 11cr; ~ gc l '1 up en y l ~ cpo1 t .c frn ?tiL'< lot_i d==G560... 4/2(l/2U0CJ > \'J 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92985 MARCOLA RD 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00801 

A. & T Account#: 1178803 

jTax Map -.:J 
--------' 

View Tax Map 

Vicini ty Map 

MABEL 

. WENDLIN G 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

!?p~cial lntere?t Cod?; 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

· n · 
<! ·. - . . -... . ~ . .. .. 

- .. , 

. _x>r-·. 

Site ;\c! ~ir c; s :-; St;l~ C' Plt=Hle Coordinel tc s 

X-Coord: 4307974 

House 
92985 

Suffix Predir. Street Name 
MARCOLA 

Y-Coord: 929749 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

Unit 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 

97454 
Update Date : 

Zip+4 

9751 
Carrier Route 

OR 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 1111 
Use Code and Description : S 

'-· · ·· -

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Paren t Zone 1: 

General 

Incorpora ted City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

I . . ~ ~ : '. ' • ' . 

Description : 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

.· •· • :t• 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

. . ' . . 

htt p:// www. r l1d .org!repo ii s/fVl a 1n rep0 1i_r l idstar.c rm 'lta x lo t i cl= 89 1 82&s i te address id == 1... 5/12/200(-; 31 ~ 
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Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 
Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

29 
208 
1A 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Oistricts 
L TO Service Area: 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

2.56 
111,514 
- .... :- .• .... 

. . :--· .· .. 

.. ·.:. 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

·-· · · . .. ·· .. ·: ;; ··--:-: ....... · ·:- · .~-~-· : ··· : .... , . :·-; ·: .. ~ --· . ~- · . 
··· .. :····. ·::-.•;:• ''·I' ·,·!· ·;. ;!•·;1r': •' 

··:. r . · •• L -:: ·: .. ~ - ;- _;.:. · .. : : ' :~ ;> C .:;::·. r::: ; .:· . ;.. ~- · .. : r: ··:-• 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 
ABIQUA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 0 10 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 
Name: 
MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

43 
38 
19 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
Zone: 0 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 100105 
County Commissioner District: 5 EAST 
County Commissioner: FAYE STEWART 
State Representative District: 11 

State Representative Name: PHIL BARNHART 

City Council, Ward : 

Ci~y Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 6 
State Senator: WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

LCC Board Zones: 3 
E:WEB Commissioner District: 

http ://www.rl id .orglreports/Main_ repo rt_rl idstar. cfm '!t;.lx lot_ ic!=8~ I f>2&s i lt.: _ aJdress_ id= 1... 5/ 12/2 006 31 ) 
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L?.ne County Assessor's Off ice i .D.ccount ~~ um be r: 11788 03 ! r.1ap & Tax Lot : 16-01-08-00-00 80 '1 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: CHARLOTTE HIGGINS-LEE REV LIV TRUST 

Owner Address: PO BOX 1479 

City 

SPRINGFIELD 
Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Country 

Taxpayer Name: CHARLOTTE HIGGINS-LEE REV LIV TRUST 
Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 1479 

City 
SPRINGFIELD 

Township: 16 

State 

OREGON 

Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LotrrracUUnit Number: TL 00801 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Proper·ty Valu e nnd T:!xes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 91,968 
2004 83,608 
2003 70,260 
2002 62,733 
2001 51,003 
2000 58,480 
1999 57,900 
1998 58,480 
1997 56,230 
1996 53,050 
1995 44,960 

Country 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 

0 

Real Market 
116,820 
90,560 
74,840 

110,070 
93,280 
86,290 

90,830 
77,630 
78,410 
65,340 
49,930 

123,038 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 
2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 
1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97477 

Zip Code 
97477 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

208,788 123,038 
174,168 119,454 
145,100 115,975 
172,803 112,597 
144,283 109,317 
144,770 106,133 

148,730 103,042 
136,110 100,041 
134,640 97,127 
118,390 118,390 
94,890 94,890 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

1,252.59 
1,214.29 
1,188.09 
1,169.91 

1,308.77 

1,250.17 

1,282.52 

1,159.72 

1,137.40 

1,220.05 

840.45 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Valu e changes typically occur as a result of appeals. clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 

ht tp ://www.rl Jd.orglrcpo rt s/Main rcpo rt_r!Jdsta r. cfrn'! tax lot _id==/\9 I X2&s ite _add ress __ id == I ... S/12 /2006 31 I.e, 
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omitted property. The amount shown is the fu ll amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

,.,:;•· '. Account Statu s 

._,.. r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

:;oft.!<"~\ 

~.,. , 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Penoing Seg/!'v1erge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks : 

Spec ial Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: Description: 

General Information 
Property Class : 

Statis tical Class: 
406 

130 

TRACT; WATERFRONT, IMPROVED 

CLASS 3 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 
Neighborhood Code: 
Property Use Type: 

Account Type: 

Category: 
Mortgage Company Name: 

Tota l A creage for this Account: 

Fire Acres: 

20161 

RP 
LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

1.61 

1.61 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 '· , ..... , :·; :,; ., ..... ,,_. , .... _. .. ,~ ' .,·.·:. ' .·r .· · '···; ;: ,.' ,,. , ;,,, 1·!:·. 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sa les Sales 
Da le: Price: 

05-05-
2005 

11-22-
2004 239,900 

01-19-
1989 

68,350 

Grantor: 

HIGGINS-LEE 
CHARLOTTE 

ARMSTRONG 
MABEL K 

SAPP, GARY W 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 1178803 

Inspection 
10-23-2000 

Date: 

Grantee: 

CHARLOTTE HIGGINS -LEE REV 
LIV TRUST 

HIGGINS-LEE CHARLOTTE 

XX 

Map & Tax 
16-01-08-00-00801 

Lot: 

Roofs lyle: GABLE 

COMP SHINGLE 

Instrument 
#: 

2005-
3254~ 

2004-
92845 

89-
292900 

Analysis 
Code: 

8 

y 

v 

Bedrooms: 

Mull 
Ace!?: 

N 

N 

N 

3 

htt p://www.rl id.org/rcports/Ma i n _ repo rt_ rl ids tar.c!'m?tax lot_ id=89 182&si tc _add ress _id"" 1... 5/l 2/2006 :.-::, ll 



K.LlU uetauc:u r 1 U]Jt:l LY r-C:]JUl L 

Building Type: 31 STAT 130 
Class: 3-
Year Built: 
Effect Year 
Built: 

Floor 
Basement: 
First: 
Second: 

Attic: 

TOTAL 

1968 

1980 

Roof Cover: MEDIUM 
Heating: OTHER 
Exterior Wall: T 111 PLYWOOD 

Depreciation: 15 

!;lase Area Fin§.hed (\Jea 
Bsmt Gar sqft: 

1284 1284 Att Gar sqft: 
Att Port sqft : 
Del Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

1284 1284 Paved Patio Sqft: 
Search Results !New Properly Search !Applications Menu 

Full Baths : 
Half Baths: 
Fireplaces: 
Percent lmprov. 
Complete: 

1 

NO 

100 

Parking Area 

852 

....... ? 

htt p://www rlid.o rg/rcpo n s/ Ma tn_report_rlicl st(l r. clm')tax lot_id=89 1 o2&site aclclress icl= I... 5/1 2/2 006 Z, / ,.>f 
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KLJU rropeny .Kepun 

PROPERTY REPORT -l-ANE COUNTY 

Account# 1186723 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00802 

--~--

1 
;:ijte. AdPr~~s : 9.2~45 MARCOLA fW MARCOLA OR 97454 . 
Owner Name & Address: TpXp9yer Name & Address: 
Raybould James Raybould James 
92945 Marcola Rd 92945 Marcola Rd 
.Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

'Multiple Owner~? No. 
1Addi:Uon~l Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

-

·····- · · ·-·· -
------

Approximate Tax I 0.81 Subdivision '1 School Marcola 
l.ot Acres 35,284' Name: District: 

--- -------.. 
Jnc City: Phase: E:lem 

- ' UGB: Lot# TL 00802 Middle 
-

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 
- -··· 

.. 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay RRS 
... . · ·- .,.. 

Statistical Class: 190 Manufactured Home On Real Property 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 
..• ... -· -- . . 

Property Class: 406 Tract , Waterfront, Improved 
... -.... ,._, __ ,._ 

Property Val·ue and Taxes 
Land Value 
Real Markel 

2005 

2004 

$65,481 

$59,529 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$47,090 
$39,240 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$112,571 
$98,769 

Assessed 

$63,368 
$61,522 

2005 Taxable Value 
$63,368 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$672.28 

07-09-2002 $0 

02-28-2002 $85,000 

Raybould James E 

Blakeney Mary F Te 

Grantee 

Raybould James 

Raybould James 

Manufactured Structure 

Moder Year:: 1982 Make: Homette 
. 
Serial Number: 03910105R Plate Number: 

length: 56 Width : 12 
- .. 

Model: 

I Comments: 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

20-02-058006 

20-02-058632 

•This report extracts commonly used information f rom the Deta iled Property Report . Cl ick here for the fu ll Detailed Propert y Report. 

iJ t lp //www .rl id .ul g/O il ePagcP I OjJC I ty JZcpolt /O nchigc Propcrty J(cport. c l III 'J tax lot_ id='/ n4 ... L\t2 bi20U6 3 l0 



KLJV Detailed .Property 1<.epon 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92945 MARCOLA RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00 -00802 
A & T Account #: 1186723 

jTax Map :::J 
--------' 

View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

COBURG 
'i.l 

l .. ~,j.,..._ 
··7] 

: .(1-~ ,_ 

~~ SPRINGFIELD 

,;).." _.~~:.~ 

MABEL 

!< WENDLING 
MARCOLA 

LEABURG 

OEERHORN 

Sp_ec!al l nte r~ ~t Coo~ : 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

S i:..: :..dar e: ss St:>W ?i<.1n e Coordinates 

X-Coord: 4307693 

House 
92945 

Suffix 

Mail ing Ci ty 

MARCOLA 
Crea te Date: 1986-07-02 

· .. : . . . ! : ...... : ~ .· .. 

Predir. Street Name 
MARCOLA 

State 

OR 

·: . . . 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Descrip tion: 11 50 
Use Code and Descript ion: N 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated Ci ty Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 

2004 Transporta tion Analysis 

:· i .. · 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

Y-Coord : 929403 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type Unit 
RD 

Zip Code Zip+4 Carrier Rou te 

97454 9751 H069 

Update Date: 1990-03-05 
·: .'·. 

Description : 
MOBILE HOME - NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 
MOBILE HOME 

. . : . . . . . • ! ~-> ;: l::. ;'. ·. ' : :.- ... : · ~· ~ ... -:. i : .. : , . . .. ; : . . : 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

,r'f'>,, 
\ 

,, : .. ~ 

httD:I/w ww.rlid.org/ reports/Ma in repo 11 r l icl s t r~r cfm?taxlot id= 128817& s it e 8dclress id= . S/1212nn() 7._ 'X n 
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I<LlU uetanea rropeny J~eputt -- u 

Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 
Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 
41 039C0680F 
Code: 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

29 
208 

Schools 

Distric t: 
Ejementary School: 
Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

0.81 
35,284 

Community Number: 
415591 

Description: 

·:·:~ .-. . ·'. ;:::.: ·;,.· :_ .. . · .. . 

' ' .:·: .• :~t=· :::··::··.: • ' ;;, ':;• I · ! ;_); ··' .. , 

-·:: .:. . . : :. • · .. _ :· r-;: :: 1 :1 . , :,.. :.:. r:.: : .:·::· :- ~ .. :·,: . . · ... :' .. ; 

Post- FIRM Dale: 
1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500 -year flood, areas of 100-year flood with average depths of 
Jess than 1 foot or with draihage areas less tha.n 1 square mile, and are<Js 
protected by levees from 1 00-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 
BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 
79J 

Name: 
MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

60 
40 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P "d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovt er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District : 
County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 
Slate Representative Name: 
City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 
Slate Senate District: 

State Sena tor: 
LCC Board Zones: 
EWEB Commissioner District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 
3 

EAST 

{fJJ.Y:, ··~ :_.:u~g .:c--_: ; 1 ~'.:' .;.._..;;;._;:~.;r:;~ ~. ~!·=--c·:: ~.c.t: : t) U :'t Nu!:i:):_· r:! l867 23 : ;,/.;! ~) D l ax Lo t: i 6-0i -03 - 00 - 0Q[. ~J 2 
"' 'f~, Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: RAYBOULD JAMES 

II ltp :// www .rl i d ,org/rcporl s/fvl a i n_r eporl _ _r I i c.lstar.crm ·! lax lot_ id= I nl) J 7 & si le _ auclress _ id= .. 51 12/2006 ?g J 



KLlU 1Jeta1led Property Kepon 

Owner Address: 92945 MARCOLA RD 

City 

MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: RAYBOULD JAMES 

Taxpayer Address: 92945 MARCOLA RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Township: 16 

State 

OREGON 

Range: 01 
Subdivision Type : Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00802 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 

Real Market 

2005 65,481 

2004 59,529 

2003 50,025 

2002 44,968 
2001 36,560 

2000 40,620 

1999 40,220 

1998 40,630 

1997 39,070 

1996 36,860 

1995 31,240 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 

Real Market 

47,090 
39,240 
36,000 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 63,368 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 

2002 
2001 
2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 
1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97454 

Zip Code 

97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

l £11:','-- J U1 J 

Total Value 

Real M_~rket Assessed 

112,571 63,368 
98,769 61,522 
86,025 59,730 

44,968 32,594 
36,560 31,645 
40,620 30,723 
40,220 29,828 

40,630 28,959 

39,070 28,116 

36,860 36,860 

31,240 31,240 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax ) 
672.28 
652.55 
639.05 
378.45 
418.65 
372.55 

411.05 

375.49 

315.78 
341.96 

262.49 

The lax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property . The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

• ..r:~ 

,Pi·~-. 

h lln ://www rl icl. on:! / rcnon s/rVl ain reoo rl r lids tar cfm?wx lot id= l 2R8 17&s it e Mldress id= ... 5/ 12/2006 Z<;'?' 
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KLJU Uetall ed l'ropeny Kepon l a~:;'- .... VJ .J 

(i Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

( 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(i Locally Assessed 

( P ending $eg/Merge 

( Pending Value Change 

( Delinquency 

( Delayed Foreclosure 

( Bankruptcy 

( Code Split Ind icator 

Remari<s: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: 

General Information 
Property Class: 

Statistical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 

Property l)se Type: 
Account Type: 

406 

190 

20161 

RP 

Description : 

TRACT, WATERFRONT, IMPROVED 
MANUFACTURED HOME ON REAL 
PROPERTY 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

MortggQe Company Name: 
~~, Total Acreage for th is Account: 1.00 

t?~"'"". 
~~\'!'~;('. 

Fire Acres: 1.0 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 

EMERALD PEOPlES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOl DISTRICT 79J 

.-;. · .. 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales 
Date: Price: 

07-09-
2002 

02-28- 85,000 
2002 

03-31-
2000 

04-28-
1999 

07-07-
1998 

04-23-
1998 

Grantor: 

RAYBOULD JAMES E 

BLAKENEY MARY F TE 

BLAKENEY MARY 
FRANCES 

BLAKENEY MARY 
FRANCES ET AL 

BLAKENEY, MARY 
FRANCES 

BLAKENEYTR 

Grantee: 

RAYBOULD JAMES 

RAYBOULD JAMES 

BLAKENEY FAMILY TRUST 

Instrument 
#: 

2002-
58006 
2002-
58632 

2000-
034104 

BLAKENEY MARY FRANCES 
99

_ 
056824 

LIFE ESTATE 

9805351300 

9803161000 

Manufactured Structures 

Model Year: 1982 Make: HOMETTE Model: 

Analysis 
Code: 

8 

y 

6 

6 

7 

6 

Seria l Number: 03910105R Plate Number: EM46329 LO IS Number: L232746 

Mull 
Acct?: 

y 

y 

N 

N 

h 11 p://www rl iu .org/reports/J'vl a i Il_repo rt_rl i d s tar.dm '~ 1a x lot _ id= I 208 I 7 &s ite _add rcss _icl '-' .. . 51 I 2/2 UCHJ !? ;r 7, 



KLJlJ Veta!lea Yroperty l{eport 

Length : 56 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 

Inspection 
Date : 

1186723 

11 MANUFACTURED 
Building Type: STRUCTURE 

Class: 
Year Built: 
Effect Year 
Built: 1981 

Width : 12 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roofstyle: 

Roof Cover: 

Heating: 
Exterior Wall : 

Depreciation: 

Floor 
Basement: 

Base Area Finis@Q _ _Area 

First: 
Second : 
Attic : 

TOTAL 

16-01-08-00-00802 

GABLE 

COMP SHINGLE 
MEDIUM 

Bsmt Gar sqft: 
Att Gar sqft: 
Att Port sqft: 
Del Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 
Paved Patio Sqft: 

Search Resufls I New Properly Search IApplicalions Menu 

Bedrooms: 

Full Baths : 

Half Baths: 
Fireplaces: 
Percent lmprov. 
Complete: 100 

htt p: //www rl id.o rglrepo rts/M nin_ report_ rl idstar cfrn ?tax loUd= 1288 17 &sit e _acid rcss_icl= .. . 5/12/2006 <"X If 
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JU-J1J rruptny 1\XjJUtL 

PROPERTY REPORT - LA.NE COUNTY 

Account # 1297868 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00803 

--
Site A,d~ress: 92955 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 974,5A _ ..... ---~ ~-~---~-- . -· ~ . - - --

Owner Name & Address: T!:P:<P~Y-Ii!r Name & Address: 
Spencer Rene D & Richard K Sp~nc4;) r Rene D & Richard K 
92955 Marcola Rd 92955 Marcola Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola , OR 97 454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

! AQdiFonal Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 0.88 
LgtAq~s 38,333' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

- ---

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistica l Class: 130 
.. ~-- . ---· 

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class: 406 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 
$75,997 
$69,089 

RR5 

2005 Ta.xable Valu e 
$ 135,405 

Two Most Recent Sales 

~ ~- ~~ . . - ---

·---- ·- ·-··-· 
'Subdivision 
:Name: 

-. 

Phase: 

1
Lot # TL 00803 

'Reco-rding # ' ! 

---- ----

Class 3 Single Family Home 

Single Family Housing 

Tract , Waterfront, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$158,400 
. $122,790 

2005 Taxes 
$1,372.87 

.. 
School Marcola 
Oistrict: 

----

Elem I 
·--·-

Middle 

High 

--

- --·· 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$234,397 $135,405 

$191,879 $131,461 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Dale Price Grantor Grantee Instrument # 

01-10-2002 $116,500 Mccall Laurie, Conservator For Etal Spencer Rene D & Richard K 20-02-0034 37 

10-27-1993 $87,500 Reynolds , Michael V 93-07402400 

Resident ial Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base f inished 
--

Year Built: 1982 Basement Bsmt (3_arage Sqft 

Bedrooms 3 First 900 900 AU Garage Sqft 
----

Full Baths 1 Second 392 392 Det Garage Sq!t ,1216 
------ -- ... 

Half Baths Attic All Carport Sqtt 

% lmprovmt Complete '100 Total 1292 1292 
-- --

I Com ments: 
-·. - - . ~- . .. -- -

•This report extracts commonly used infor mation from the Detailed Property Report. Cli ck here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

·. :~· ' 

h ttp://www.rl i J .org/OncPagcPruperlyT\cpoi t/OJlePagcP ropt rty I eport. cfm?ta x lot_ id= 1268 ... 4 /26/2 0 003"~ 5 
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KLJU Property J<.epon 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 1297868 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01 -08-00-00803 

Site Address: 92955 MARCOLA RO 1 MARCOLA OR 97454 
- -

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer N<lme & Address: 
Spencer Rene D & Richard K Spencer Rene D & Richard K 
92955 Marcola Rd 92955 Marcola Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola, OR 97454 

-· - . 
Multiple Owners? No. 

--· ··--· - . . 
Additional· Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

.. --
Approximate Tax 0.88 Subdivision 
Lot Acres 38,333' Name; 

Inc City: Phase: 

UGB: Lot# TL 00803 
... . .. 

Census Tr/BtkGrp: '0200/2 Recording# 
-

-
Zoning: ParenVOverlay RRS 

- .. ... .. --
Statistical Class: 130 Class 3 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Nolin Mobile Home Park 

Property Class: 406 Tract, Waterfront, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 $75,997 

2004 $69 ,089 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 135,405 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$158,400 

$122,790 

2005 Taxes 
$1,372.87 

··-· -

,School MarcoJa 
pistriGI: 

.. w•··• 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Rea l Market Assessed 

$135,405 

$131,461 

$234,397 

$191,879 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Date Price Grantor Grantee Instrument # 

01 -10-2002 $116,500 Mccall Laurie, Conservator For Eta! Spencer Rene D & Richard K 20-02-003437 

10-27-1993 $87,500 Reynolds, Michael V 93-07 4024 00 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 31 stat 130 

Square feet Base Finished 
·-·. 

Year-Built: 1982 ,13asement Bsmt Garage Sqft 
.. 

Bedrooms 3 First 900 900 · Att Garage Sqft 
··--- I·- ' .. - ·-· 

Full Baths 1 Second 392 392 Del Garage Sqft 1216 
.. . . . 

Half Baths , Allie All Carport Sqft --- ... - . ... 
% lmprcvmt Complete 100 Total 1292 1292 

'"" 

I Comments: 
... 

'This report extracts common ly used in fo r mat ion from the Detai led Property Report . Cli ck her e for the full Detailed Property Repor t. 

-

... 

.. 

http ://ww w.riJd.o rg/ UncPagt.:J' rope rl y J~epo rt /On e Pagc Prore r t y R ep o rt .c t"m " J ta x lot icl == 126B. .. 4/26/2 006 -;; yc,_ 



J{LJU Uetallea .Propeny Kepon 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92955 MARCOLA RD 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08~00-00803 

A & T Account#: 1297868 

COBURG 
'<t) 

:_.~; . ..._ 

. ·~ 

!Tax Map 3 View Tax M!3P 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 

r ·! ll'o'ENOLING 
r,IARCOLA 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 
t ,-·-.r.,.,,;..· 

-~i. SPRINGFIELD 

~-~.-~#}11 

X-Coord: 4307833 

-"~"'' ''· House Suffix Predir. Street Name 

~· 92955 MARCOLA 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

... 

Y -Coord: 929508 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

Unit 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 

97454 

Zip+4 

9751 

Carrier Route 

OR 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

L .1 nci U :=-.e 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 1111 

Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 

Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

rff\;'~. Year Annexed: 

~"""' Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

If . . ... .. I' _] I . . ' ,, { 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

Update Date: 2002-07-10 

::: 

Description : 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 

SINGLE FAMILY 
.· · ... · :. ' 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

.:· ···· .. .. · 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

1'1 .. • . r .. rl. 1. ~I 1' 1 ,111\(1 __ :, _ . . , l , l .. " .• .. :.J _J 



KLllJ u eta11ea rroperry Keporr 

Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

0.88 

38,333 
. ·t • : ' •••• •';. . .... • • . • •• •• : ; :: ' l : . • , · -~ . . 

I •··. ; . -': : ; . ;, . ' • ·~ ; , .'! : . . · 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41039C0680F 

Code: 

X 

Soils 

Soil M ap Unit Number: 

29 

... ; . . . ~. - ·- ,, . . . :····.. ·: ;.;. .. 
. . . · :·: .. · ..... . ... ·:·::. 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

·,· :·· ..... 
Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

88 
208 BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 12 

Schools 

District : 
Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
LTD Service Area : 

LTD Ride Source: 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Ambulance Dis trict: EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Utility District: 5 
Soil W ater Conse rvation 
Distric t: EAST LANE 

Soil W ater Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 100105 

County Commissioner District: 5 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 
EWEB Commissioner Distr ict: 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: SPENCER RENE D & RICHARD K 

Owner Address: 92955 MARCOLA RD 

City State Country 

EAST 

Zip Code 

http: //wv.,· w rl id.org/repons/fVlaiJ1 repori_rl idstar.cfm'Jtax lot __ rd=614 1 O&s i te __ address 1d= J .. . 51 12/200() 3 ~D 



MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

~~ 

Jpeny KejJUJL 

OREGON UNITED STATES 97454 

,~:'"'" Taxpayer Name: SPENCER RENE D & RICHARD K 
·~~~· Taxpayer Address: 92955 MARCOLA RD 

.{ 
~I"' 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Prope-rty Lega l Descripti on 
Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

Lol!TracUUnit Number: TL 00803 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 75,997 
2004 69,089 

2003 58,059 
2002 56,358 
2001 45,820 

2000 50,910 
1999 50,410 
1998 50,920 

1997 48,960 
1996 46,190 
1995 39,140 

Country 
UNIT(::D STATES 

Seclion: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Marke.t 

158,400 

12~,790 

101,480 
105,000 
88,980 
95,680 
100,710 
86,080 
86,950 
72,460 
68,360 

0 135,405 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Regl Market Assessed 

234,397 135,405 
191,879 131,461 
159,539 127,632 
161,358 112,161 
134,800 108,894 
146,590 105,722 
151,120 102,643 
137,000 99,653 
135,910 96,750 
118,650 118,650 
107,500 107,500 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

1,372.87 
1,330.71 
1,301 .88 
1,165.60 
1,303.93 
1,245.38 
1,277.77 
1,155.43 
1,133.21 
1,222.60 
766.55 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typical ly occu r as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
ini tiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the. year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

ltif.l'""' r. Active for the 2005 Tax Yea r 
·~-

,..... 
I 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

illlp://www.IIid.org/repurt sii'vLi iii_It.:pon_Ili us tar .cCnl'l taxlot __ iu=o l <I 1 O&s ile address icl = 1.. . 5/ 12/2006 3 09 



KLIU Uetallea .Property Kepon 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 
Property Class: 406 
Statistical Class: 130 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 

Property Use Type: 

Account Type: RP 

Description: 

TRACT, WATERFRONT, IMPROVED 
CLASS 3 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 

Categ ory: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: TOTAL MORTGAGE SOLUTIONS LP 
Total Acreage for this Account: 1.04 

Fire Acres: 1.04 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURA•L FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales 

., :~ .. . 

Instrument Analysis Mull 
Date: Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

#: Code: Acc t?: 
01 -10-

116,500 
MCCALL LAURIE, SPENCER RENE D & 

2002 CONSERVATOR FOR ETAL RICHARD K 
10-27-

87 ,500 REYNOLDS, MICHAEL V 
1993 

11-13-
REYNOLDS, KRISTINE I 

1991 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 1297868 

Inspec tion Date: 03-20-2003 

Building Type: 31 STAT 130 

Class: 

Year Built : 

Effect Year 
Built: 

F)9Q! 

Basement: 

3 
1982 

1993 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roof style: 

Roof Cover: 

Heating: 

16-01 -08-00-00803 

FLAT OR SHED 

COMPOSITION 
ROLL 

Exterior Wall : T 111 PLYWOOD 

Deprecia tion: 9 

6.£~~P.I~9 fjnisbed lm~.Q 

Bsmt Gar sqft : 

2002- 3437 v 

9307402400 0 

9105862700 6 

Bedrooms: 

Full Baths: 

Half Baths: 

Fireplaces : 

Percentl mprov. 
Complete: 

N 

3 

1 

NO 

100 

:-·~ "! . 1 

i 

""'~'' 

( · ... , 
; 

'>!' " 

h t t p://wvvw. rl id .org/ reporl s/M il in_ reporl _rl i dstilr.cfm 'Jtax lol id= 614 l O&si le ildcl ress i cl= l... 5/ 12/200() 3 7 0 



K.LIU uetauea rropeny J~epon 

First: 

Second: 
,,-~ · Attic: 
• i 
't;lli.f>r' 

TOTAL 

... r.~-... ~ 
~~~ 

900 

392 

1292 

900 AU Gar sqft: 

392 Att Port sqft: 

Del Gar sqft: 

. O,ri_v~wa_y !?qft 
1292 Paved Patio Sqft: 

Search Resulls [New Properly Search [Applications Menu 

J Qt)\.. J \.JI ..J 

1216 

576 

illlp ://www .rliu.org/rcporls/ fvl ain_report_rl idstar.cfm?laxlot_ id=614 I O&s ite _address _ id= I... 5/12/2006 7 4_ f 



KLJU nopeny Kepun .- -o- - -- -

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

A.ccount # 1371440 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00804 

Site Address: 92961 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: I!'J.>;payer Name & Address: 
Boartfield David L & S L Boartfield David L & S L 
PO Box 999 PO Box 999 
Marcola , OR 97545 Marcola , OR 97545 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 1.08 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 47,045' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: Elem 

UGB: Lot# TL 00804 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 190 Manufactured Home On Real Property 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Property Class : 409 Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Property Value and Taxes 
Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$85,085 

$77,350 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 128,501 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

07-21-1998 $165,000 

03-20-1996 $0 

Manufactured Structure 

Model Year: 1994 

Serial Number: 

Length : 66 

Model: 

I Comments: 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$100,550 

$93,100 

Gran tor 

2005 Taxes 
$1,305.72 

Bates, Patsy R 

Bates, Patsy R 

Total Value 
Real Market As.sessed 

$128,501 

$124,758 

$185,635 

$170,450 

Grantee 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrumen t# 

98-06769700 

96-019944 00 

Make: Skyline 

Plate Number: 

Width : 27 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Deta iled Property Report . Click here ror the full Detailed Property Report. 

h tlp:l / www .rl icl.org/On ePagc iJ ropc:n y Report!O nePctge Property l<.er ort. c fm 'l tax lot_Id= ll)1)2... 4/2 6/ 2UU6 3 q 7 
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KLJU U t; La iJeU r l U]JCI ty 1\.Cj.J UIL 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 92961 MARCOLA RD 
Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-08-00 -00804 

A & T Account #: 1371440 

COBURG 
'"'tl 

X-Coord: 4307970 

jTax Map 3 
- - ------' 

View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABE L 

WENDLIN G 
MARCOLA 

LEABURG 

DEERHO RN 

Special l_n terest Gg_de; 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord: 929609 

... . 

House Suffix Predir. Stree t Name PostDir. Street Type Unit Type Unit 

~u.••" : 92961 MARCOLA RD 

Mailing Ci ty 

MARCOLA 
Create Dale: 1994-02-23 

OR 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Descript ion: 11 50 

Use Code and Description: N 

Zoning Jurisd iction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limi ts: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

(~' :~~::ant~oenx:~: 
2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

State Zip Code Zip+4 Carrier Route 

97454 9751 H069 
Update Date: 1994-02-24 

Description: 

MOBILE HOME - NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 
MOBILE HOME 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

hllp://www .rl i d.org/rcporls/M a i n_ rcporl_r l idslJr.c fm ~ta x lot __ i d ~ 1 05 1 :::'&s i tc _ ;1ddrcss __ icl - 1. . 5112/2 OOG 3 q) 



K.LIU ueiaueo rrupt:ny Kt:fJUlt • ~b~- ~· ~ 

Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 1.08 

Approximate Square Footage: 47 ,045 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code: 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

29 

208 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School : 

Middle School: 
High School : 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

... _. , ._ 

Community Number: 

415591 

Description: 

. ... · .· .. 

' •' • , • ,. I : •, ':. • • . 'o •' '• ' •• ' . ~ : ' 

.·· · ., '• . . -· . : . · ,·· .·' , : . , . 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 DO-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

70 

30 

EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
Zone: 0 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

Owner1 Name: BOARTFIELD DAVID L & S L 

EAST 

h ttp :i/www. rllcl .orglrcport s/M a in_rep011_rl idstar. cfn (! tax lo t _id= I 05 12&s1tc _<icJcJ , css _1d= I .. . 51 12/2006 3 9 l:j 
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KLJU u etmteo Yropeny J<.epon rage:; .J u1 ..J 

Owner Address : PO BOX 999 

,.tr:r.··. City State 
OREGON 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Zip Code 
97545 \_) MARCOLA 

~; 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: BOARTFIELD DAVID L & S L 
Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 999 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Property LC[! <il Desc rip tion 
Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00804 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Pro ;)ert y V<J iu c :1 11d T<:x c ·,; 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 85,085 
2004 77,350 
2003 65,001 
2002 58,037 
2001 47,430 
2000 52,700 

1999 52,180 
1998 52,710 
1997 50,680 
1996 47,810 
1995 40,520 

128,501 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

100,550 
93,100 
87,830 
85,270 
21,970 
18,620 
19,600 
16,750 
16,750 
16,750 
16,750 

0 
Taxa ble Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97545 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
R.eal Market Assessed 

185,635 128,501 
170,450 124,758 
152,831 121,124 
143,307 117,596 
69,400 58,012 
71 ,320 56,322 
71 ,780 54,682 
69,460 53,089 
67 ,430 51 ,543 
64,560 64,560 
57,270 57,270 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,305.72 
1,265.72 
1,238.35 
1,219.37 
720.82 
670.47 
706.89 
641.71 
629.88 
690.77 
434.54 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change , as in the case of appeals , or is notified by the department, in the case or clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not inciude any 
discounts offered, payments made, interes t owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

h ltp ://www .rl id .orglrC]'hl rt s/ i\ l ai n_r cport_ rl i dsta r.clm ?ta x lot_ i d-" 1 05 12&si te _add rcss_ id= I .. . 51 J 2/ 20UCl ) q ) 



K.LlU v etallea nopeny Kepon 

(i Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

( 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(i Loca lly Assessed 

( Pe[1ding Seg/Merge 

( Pending Value Change 

( Delinquency 

( Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

( Code Split Indicator 

Remarks : 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

General Information 
Property Class: 409 

Statis tical Class: 190 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 

Property Use Type: 

Account Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 

Tota l Acreage for this Account: 1.39 
Fire Acres: 1.39 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07902 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales Grantor: 
Date: Price: 

07-21 -
165,000 BATES, PATSY R 

1998 
03 -20-

BATES, PATSY R 
1996 

. : . . : . . 

01-10-
54 ,000 

TORRENCE, RONALD G & ROSALITA 
1994 H&W 

04-17-
41 ,000 BUCKNER, CHARLES & JOVITA H&W 

1992 

04-03-
35,000 

1991 

Manufactured Structures 

Model Year: 1994 

Seria l Number: 

Leng th: 66 

Building 1 Characterist ics 

HUDSON, GERNITH 

Make: SKYLINE 

Plate Number: EM24288 

Width: 27 

TRACT, MANUFACTUREDSTRUCTURE 
MANUFACTURED HOME ON REAL 
PROPERTY 

-! . . 

Grantee: 
Instrument Analysis Mu ll 

#: Code: Acc t?: 

9806769700 v 

9601994400 8 

94- 201600 0 

9202274700 0 

9101714300 0 

Model: 

LO IS Number: L 121679 

ht tp://www. rl id .org/report s/ l'vl a i n_ repo rl_r ll d s t ar . cl"m '~ t ax lot _id= 1 OS 12 &s it e a clclress _ id= 1. .. 5/ 1 2/2006 7 ~ L 
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KLJU Uetallea Property Kepon 

Account: 

Inspect ion 
Date: 

1371440 

05-02-1994 

11 MANUFACTURED 
Building Type: STRUCTURE 

Class: 
Year Built: 
Effect Year 
Built: 1994 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roofstyle: 

Roof Cover: 

Heating.: 
Exterior Wall : 

Depreciation: 

floor 
Basement: 

Base Area Finished Area 

First: 
Second: 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

16-01-08-00-00804 

GABLE 

COMP SHINGLE 
MEDIUM 

Bsmt Gar sqft: 
All Gar sqft: 
AU Port sqft: 
Pet Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 
Paved Patio Sqft: 

Search .Results JNew ·Property Search !Applications Menu 

Bedrooms: 

Full Baths: 

Half Baths: 
Fireplaces: 
Percent lmprov. 
Complete: 

r<tQCJUlJ 

100 

h llp :l /www. rl id .org/ repo1l ~:,/J J (:] 111_ report_ rl ids wr.c lm ?tax lo t_id= I OS 12&s ile _ adrl ress_ icl = I . . . S/ 12/20U6 _3 '1 l 



KLJU r ropeny Kepon 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

A ccount# 0028736 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00800 

. _,-
Site Address: 92885 MARCOLA RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: T9xpayer Name & Address: 
Dustrude Ray 0 & Ida M Dustrude Ray 0 & Ida M 
92885 Marcola Rd 92885 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola , OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178795,4210161 
···- -···· ··-

--
Approximate Tax 7.65 ·Subdivision 
Lo~Acres 333,234' Name: 

hie City: Phase: 
- -

UGB: Lot# TL 00800 
-

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Property Class: 409 Tract, Manufactu red Structure 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$59,940 

$54,491 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 32,369 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$288.42 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

School Marcola 
District: 

: Eiem 

Middle 

High 
- ·--

Total Value 
Real Market 

$59,940 

$54,491 

Assessed 

$32 ,369 

$31 ,426 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

Square fee t Base Finished 

Year Bui lt : Basement Bsmt Garage Sq~ 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 

•This report ex tracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

·-;..r~\ 

d 
'"'>1-'il'' 
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KLIU Property Keport • ~5~ • .,.. • 

PROPERTY REPORT· LANE COUNTY 

Account # 1178795 Map, Tax lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00800 

~ 

Sit.e .. Address: 9~9.22 MARCOLA RD. MARGOl.A OR 974S.4 .. .. 
-- -. -- -

Owner Name & Address: laxpaY.~r Name & Address: 
Dustrude Ray 0 & Ida M Dustrude RC\Y 0 & Ida M 
92885 Marcola Rd 92885 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

----
Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Accot,Jnt Nurnt>~rs for this Tax L-ot & SIC: 0028736, 421.0181 
-- --

......... 
Approximate Tax 7.65 Subdivision 
Lot Acres 33.3,234' Naflle: 
:: .-.,- -. -
Inc City: 

--

UG8: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

_ _, .. . 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 
-.. 

Statistical Class: 107 
--

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class: 409 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$74,743 

$67,949 

RRS 

Phase: I 

---
lot# : TL 00800 

Recording# 

Non~living Unit Of Residential Variety 

Single Family Housing 
--

Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$25,210 

$23,340 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 61,805 

2005 Taxes 
$601.08 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

: ---- -·-
School :Marcola 

, District: 
- --
E~em 

Middle 

High 
··- ·-··· 

-

- - -- --

Total Value 
Real. Market Assessep 

$99,953 $61,805 

$91,289 $60,005 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

Square feet Base Finished 
~ . 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms ~ First All Garage Sqft --- -·-·· ... 
Full Baths Second Det Gatage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Catport Sqft 
· -

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 
.. 

-
"This report extracts commonly used in formation from the Detailed Property R'e·,ort. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report . 

-

h ll p: / / ww w. rl id.org/OnePagehopert y f<.epo rt /O ncPage ~) rope rt y Report .cfm ?tax lot __ id=53 93... 4/2 0/2 006 --z {\ ~ 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 4210181 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00800 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: T<!xpayer Name & Address: 
Dustrude Ray 0 & Ida M Pustrude Ray 0 & Ida M 
92885 Marcola Rd 92885 Marcola Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

-
Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028736, 1178795 

Approximate Tax 7.65 
Lot Acres 333,234' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 - . 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 190 

Land Use: 9101 

Property Class: 409 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 
2004 

$0 

$0 

RR5 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 56,435 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# 

Recording# 
.. -- . 

Manufactured Home On Real Property 
- --

Broadleaf Brush 
-

Tract, Manufactured Structure 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$73,040 
$67,630 

2005 Taxes 
$548.85 

-

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem j 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$73,040 

$67,630 

$56,435 

$54,791 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Date Price Grantor Grantee Instrument# 

Manufactured Structure 
--

Model Year: 1994 Make: Fleetwood 

Serial Number: 16229 Plate Number: X229233 

Length: 58 Width : 24 

Model: 
-

I Comments: 

"This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Cl ick here for the full Det ailed Property Report. 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92885 MARCOLA RD 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00800 

A & T Account #: 0028736 

!Tax Map ::::J View Tax Map 

COBURG 
:;:,. .'i, 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 
VVENDLING 

i'R l7J..9. 
"""'"'·-~ ')' ;;r. ~ 

~. . <t.~~ -
LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

·~ SPRINGFIELD 

y~~-~~ 
~-.. If \~ 

X-Coord: 4307221 
·~ · : . . ,· •. : : .::.::-\ :·~. \i· -: .. r · : :::~:'"::~. 

House 

92885 

Suffix Predir. Stree t Name 

Mailing Ci ty 

MARCOLA 
Create Date: 1994-07-12 

MARCOLA 
State 

OR 

... · .. ·, .. ·.::: 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 1150 

Use Code and Description : 

. ::..· .. · • :.f 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 

Incorporated City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers : 

Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation#: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

N 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

Special.lnte~~.st Cqde: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

'/ . . . - -· :· 
·· .... 

. ·'·.· 

Y-Coord: 928680 

PostDir. 

Zip Code 

97454 

Street Type 

RD 
Zip+4 

9750 
Update Date : 1994-07-12 

.·.a. ·.·:.: ·,:. : 

Description: 

-. ~ · .. 

Unit Type Unit 

Carrier Route 

H069 

MOBILE HOME - NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 

MOBILE HOME 
....... ... . : ... . . ... ;.: " 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

hup://www.l il d.o rg/repo rts/Ma in r epu rt _ _r i lcl star. cfln 'l ta x ln t icl=722 (i0&s itc ::1cldrcss icl=l... 5/ 12/2006 ~m 1 



KLJU uetauea rropeny 1~epun J. U.Q\.J L V.I. 0 

Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

29 

1A 
208 
Schools 

District : 

Elementary School : 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

7.65 
333,234 

' • .:: .·. 

. o: . ·,··: . . .·. ·::• ·'" . 

. :-., ·· •. :.: . ~- . • •. ~ ··-: !'• ; . : <·· :· · ·. i .. ·' ":.· .• 

;.:-:-: , .: r ;- :; · - . ·: : ···· 

Communi ty Number: 

415591 

Post - FIRM Da te: 

1985-12-1'8 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Descript ion: 

Areas of 100-year flood, base fl.ood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood,. base flood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 100-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood . 

Soi l Type Description: 

CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 
ABIQUA Sil TY CLAY LOAM, 0 TO 3 PERCENT SLOPES 

BRIEOWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percen tage 
of Tax Lot: 

79 

14 
7 

EC Area: EAST/C ENTRAL P 
.d SPRING FIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utili ty Distric t: 5 

Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soi l W ater Conservation Distri ct 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 

Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

S tate Representative District: 

S tate Rep resentative Name: 

City Counci l Ward: 

C ity Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Sena tor: 

LCC Board Zones: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

_,~-··· 

•'"'~ 
. ) 
•·, , .. 

http :// www. r·J r cl. orgneports/ JVI a 1 n_ report_ rl iclsta r. cfm ?tax lot id==7226U&s i te 3dd ress id== 1 . 5/ 12/2006 ct 'b 7__ 
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KLJU UelaJJed Yroperty Keport 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: DUSTRUDE RAY 0 & IDA M 

Owner Address: 92885 MARCOLA RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Taxpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: DUSTRUDE RAY 0 & IDA M 
Taxpayer Address: 92885 MARCOLA RD 

City 

MARCOlA 

State 
OREGON 

Pr ope rty Lcg?. l Dc!:ic rqJtio :• 
Townsh~:16 Range: 01 
SvbO.ivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00800 
$1,1bdjvision Number: 
Reeording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 59,940 
2004 54,491 
2003 45,791 
2002 40,885 

2001 33,240 

2000 36,930 
1999 36,560 
1998 36,930 
1997 35,510 
1996 33,500 
1995 28,390 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section : 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 32,369 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 

2003 
2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 
1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97454 

Zip Code 

97454 

Quarter: 00 
Divis ion/Phase: 

r a~:;c; J u1-. 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

59,940 32,369 
54,491 31,426 
45,791 30,511 

40,865 29,622 
33,240 28,759 

36,930 27,921 

36,560 27,108 

36,930 26,318 

35,510 25,551. 

33,500 33,500 
28,390 28,390 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

288.42 
281 .76 

275.60 
269.71 

302.37 
260.90 

301.21 

296.54 
292.08 

315.88 

243.65 

The tax shown is the amount certified in Octobe r, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 

II ttp://www .rl id.o1 glrcpoilSIJvJain_report _ rl ids t<tr. cfm?taxlo t_ id=72200&si tc ad dress _ id = I.. . 5/1 2/2 00o ~ 6 



KLlV vetaueo rroperry Kepun 

Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerica l errors ahd omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the fu ll amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r. Code Split Indica tor 1178795 . 4210181 

Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax ; 94 Postponed Farm Tax $1,217.48 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

General Information 
Property Class: 409 TRACT, MANUFACTURED STRUCTURE 
Statistica l Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type : 

Account Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 4.98 

Fire Acres: 9.98 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 

· . • _; .-' ! ·:·: : , · ·. .. : .... ··. - ... '. 

Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: Instrument #: 

Manufactured Structures 
Search Resulls I New Properly Search IApplicalions Menu 

··;: 

Analysis Code: Mull Acct?: 

h t t p://www.rl id.org/ rcpons/i'vl ain_repon_rl i d~t<H.cflll ? t ax lot_ i d=72 260&~ i le _ aJd1 c~s_iJ= 1 .. . 5/12/2006 4 ll~ 
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PROPERTY REPORT • lANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028751 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00901 

Owner Nam~ 8< Address: . .. . ITa;p~y!'lrNar:n: & Address: 
, Pierpoint Clifford' & Hel'en F And~rson W1l llam Harry 
: 92980 Paschelke Rd 92980 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola , OR 97 454 
... 

Multiple Owner::;? No . 

. Additional Accoun t Numbers for this T~x Lot & SIC: 4052765 

··"·······-·····-· -
Approximate Tax 1.57 
Lot Acres 68,389' 

Subdivision School Marcola 
Name: Qislrict: 

. . : ~ -- -
Inc City: 

UGB: 
.. 

1 P.h~se : Elem 
---·-

1 Lot# TL 00~01 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: '0200/2 , Recording # High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 107 Non-living Unit Of Residential Variety 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 
. ··- - ···-· - ···· . 

Property Cl-ass: 409 Tract, Manufactured Structure 
----

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Market Assessed 

2005 

2004 
$97,321 

$88,474 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 54,998 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

$2,850 

$2,640 

2005 Taxes 
$590.88 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Buill: Basement 
--·. ·-·--

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
···- .. · · ·- . . 

I Comments: 

$100,171 $54,998 

$91,114 $53,396 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

' Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 
.. 

AU Carport Sqft 

i 
. 

' 

'This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

i 
I 

h t t p://www.rl iJ. org/Oil t: l'agePropertyl\epo rt /O ncPagcPropertyRcport.c fm?ta x lot_id= I 004 . .. 4/26/2006 tft:>-5 



PROPERTY REPORT· LANE COUNTY 

Account# 4052765 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00901 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Anderson William Harry Anderson William Harry 
92980 Paschelke Rd 92980 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028751 

Approxima te Tax 1.57 
Lot Acres 68,389' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: Parent/Overlay 

Statistical Class: 199 

Land Use: 9100 

Property Class : 409 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$0 

$0 

RR5 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# 

Recording# 

Manufactured Home In A Park 

Vacant, Unused, Undeveloped Land 

Tract, Manufactured Structure 

lmprovem~nt Value 
Real Market 

$2,260 

$2,090 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$2,260 

$2,090 

Ass.esse.d 

$2,260 

$2,090 

2005 Taxa ble Valu e 
$ 2,260 

2005 Taxes 
$26.83 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor Grantee Instrument # 

Manufactured Structure 

Model Year: 1961 Make: Skyline 

Seria l Number: 51085 Plate Number: X086236 

Length: 52 Width: 10 

Model: 

I Comments: 

"This report extract s com monly used in form ation from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the fu ll Detailed Property Report. 

; 

........... 

h t t p://www.rl ld .org/UnePagc !Jropert y J\epo rt /On eiJa gePmpert yJZcpo rt. d 1n? tax lot_ icl= I 004. .. 4/26/2006 d' D ~, 
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RLID Detailed Property Report 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address : 93022 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-08-00-00901 
A & T Account#: 0028751 

COBURG 
''\J 

i - Y~r/~ 
~ _ (,_,~ 

jTax Map iJ View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 

WENDLING 
f,IARCOLA 

LEABURG 

OEERHORN 

··:;t SPRINGFIELD 

i): .. ~\~ 

X-Coord: 4308524 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 
·., 

.' /j 
.. ..Zj .. ~ 

-- : - .. 

-:;__ -·:-
•:. 

Y-Coord: 930173 

Page I of 4 

·-·· -· . 

..... .,.>f,; ~ .. . House Suffix Predi r. Street Name PostDir. Street Type Unit Type Unit 
•i 
t.:.. 93022 PASCHELKE 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA OR 
Create Date: 1988-06-13 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 1150 
Use Code and Description : N 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

l1!"'' Year Annexed : 
· ~· Annexa tion #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

State 
RD 

Zip Code Zip+4 Carrier Route 
97454 9758 H069 
Update Date: 1990-03-13 

Description: 

MOBILE HOME -NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 
MOBILE HOME 

. ;. . · "' . ' '; ·. ' ', · '. :·- <· : . ' ,·: . . ·-:;:' ~- ;,· ' 1' :l: t • '· • ;! , !'. ·: ' ,'I:·: . j' .:. :'.• ;~ •; ·. 11 ' · ,I ' ' . ' 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 



K.LJU UetaJied Property Keport Page 2 of 4 

Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands : 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code: 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

208 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

1.57 

68 ,389 
. :. •·.···.· .. ·· ··.· 

A6 
Areas of 1 DO-year flood ; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

·.: .. f·:: .. 

··:- . .-:: 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

. :· ·.· ·· . . ::: 

. .. >:. ;:. ~ "':. ,::-. - . .. :: ..... _: ,: .. . ... . . :::,: :.;- .. ·, .;· .:':; : ., 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 
Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Floodway areas inside the 1 DO-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

100 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL p 
0 

·d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
r VI er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Utili ty District: 5 

Soil W ater Conserva tion 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner Dis trict: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 

Ci ty Councilor Name: 

State Sena te District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

hlln://www rlid.omlrenorl s/Mrtin rcnor1 rlids!Jr cfm?tJ xlot id= lltlll 2&s it c Jcldrcss id=- .. 



KLJU uetaueo rropeny Kepon 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: PIERPOINT CLIFFORD & HELEN F 

&'" · Owner Address : 92980 PASCHELKE RD 

.'f.'ll'l '. 

City 
MAHCOLA 

Taxpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: ANDERSON WILLIAM HARRY 

Taxpayer Address: 92980 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 

OREGON 

Towns~p:16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type : Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 00901 
Subdivision Number: 

Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

200.5 97,321 
2004 88,474 
2003 74,348 
2()02 66,383 

2001 53,970 

2000 59 ,970 

1999 59 ,380 

1998 59 ,980 

1997 57,670 
1996 54,410 
1995 46,110 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITEDSTATI;:S 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

2,850 
2,640 
2,490 
2,420 

2,200 
2,370 
2,490 
2,130 
2,130 
2,130 
2,130 

0 54,998 
Taxa ble Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 

2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 

1998 

1997 
1996 

1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 

97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 

Real Market Assessed 

100,171 54,998 
91,114 53,396 
76,838 51,841 
68,803 50,331 

56,170 48,865 
62,340 47,442 

61,870 46,060 

62,110 44,718 

59,800 43,416 

56,540 56,540 
48,240 48,240 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

590.88 
573.75 
562.05 

553.92 
615.99 
567.13 
604.26 
549.35 

539.39 

611.92 

374.84 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typica lly occur as a result of appeals, cle ri cal errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerica l errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 

II llp :l /w ww .rl id.orgii cpo rt st ivl a JJJ_ rc: pon_ rl i Js ta r.cf'm '! tax lot_ id= I 14 I I 2&sJ te _address_ id=... 5/12/LOO() -4. tJ f 



KLJU uetaJJea .t'ropeny Kepon 

discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(.0 Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

General Information 

rage 't u1 "-t 

Property Class: 409 

Statis tical Class: 107 

TRACT, MANUFACTURED STRUCTURE 
NON-LIVING UNIT OF RESIDENTIAL 
VARIETY 

Neighborhood Code : 20161 

Property Use Type : 

Account Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 1.79 
Fire Acres: 1.79 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

·. ·· .· 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: 

Search Results JNew Propert y Search !Applica tions Menu 

Analysis Code: Mult Acct?: 

ht t!):l/www rlicl orglreport s/ivlai n report rlicl stnrcfm?t(lx]ot icl= ll tl 11 2&s it c address id =... 5/12/2006 <1" ~ 0 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account # 0028769 Map, Tax l ot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01000 

Site Address: 92932 PASCHELKE HD MARCOLA OR 9715,~, . . --- ~- ·- . -· - - -··· 

Owner Name & Address: J~xpayer Name & Address: 
Wolf JamesJ Wolf James J 
92932 Paschel<e Rd 92932 Pascheke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola , OR 97454 

''' ..... ··-··-·. ~----- ·· ·-· ... -- .. .. --·-·- --------
Multiple Owners? No. 

------ --
Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

'' 

---. ··-·· ... ··-· ..... -

Apprmdmate Tax 2.63 Subdivis ion , School Marcola 
-~_a t Ac;res 114,563' N9m,~: District: 

--·· · --· -·- .. ··-- ·- " ' 

Inc City: Phase: Elern 
- -

•uGB: Lot# ! TL 01000 Middle 
- -----

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 
·--~ - ---- ··-· ·----

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 150 Class 5 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 111 1 Single Family Housing 
-·-- .... -- . 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 
·- ·-··· ·- ... - .... . ---· 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 

2004 

$59,327 

$53,934 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$359,890 

$327,170 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$419,217 

$381,104 

Assessed 

$269,998 

$262, 134 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 269,998 

two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

10-21 - 1998 $0 

03~ 17-1995 $285,000 

Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$2,681.84 

Nersesian, Marilyn T 

Hudson Tr 

Grantee 

Residential Bui lding# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 51 stat 150 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1977 Basement 

Bedrooms 3 First 2316 2316 

Full Baths 3 Second 884 884 

Half Baths 1 Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 3200 3200 
--·---

I Comments : 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

98-08604200 

95-0221 0600 

-----------
8smt Garage Sqft 

AU Garage Sqft 

Oet G13rage Sqft 
-

Att Carport Sqft 

484 

" 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detai led Property Report , Cl ick here for the full Deta iled Property Report. 

'(-
(_) 

f 
http ://w vw.r lid. org/OncPagcPropcrtyl\epo1 t/OncPagcPropcrtyRcport.cJ'm'! tax lot_ id= I I 9B. .. 4/26/2 006 ~ t) 



KLJU Uetalled .Propeny Kepon 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 92932 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-01000 $pecia l lntere$!_ Cqde: 
A & T Account #: 0028769 

View Tax Map Convert to PDF Document jTax Map ::::J _______ _j 

X-Coord : 4308184 

House 

92932 

Suffix 

Vic inity Map 

MABEL 

-~ 

WENDLING 

LEABURG 

OEERHORN 

Predir. Street Name 
PASCHELKE 

~ .. .xc- · I . . ,~ 

Detail Map 

Y-Coord : 929315 

.... ·.· .. : . . ·. :'· 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

J a~:,c J v1 J 

Unit 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code 
97454 
Update Date: 

Zip+4 

9715 

Carrier Route 

OR 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description : 1111 
Use Code and Description: S · 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation: 

Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed: 

Annexation#: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

·. :· . 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

•• . .. 0 • • • •• •• 

Description: 
SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

. ·· : .. : . ·- ... .... . 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

H069 

. . . ·····:: . 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

http: //www rl icl .orglreports/M;:~in __ r·epor1_rli cl stl1r.cfrn ?t"x lot_ id= l 26R I & site_ (lclclress_ id= 1. 
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KLJU U etmled .Property Keport rage Lor;) 

Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 

/'''.. Approximate Square Footage: 
2.63 
114,563 

f''"~"' 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41039C0680F 
Code: 
AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soi l Map Unit Number: 

26 
208 
Schools 

!." ,,. : ' ' ·•.· .... ·. · · .:. ' .. . .. . .. =-· :.···, 

A6 
Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

r . • ... : ~- • ', . . :.~ .• . 

Comm1,.1nity Number: 

415~91 

Description: 

' ' '. • • • ' · • • • ' ·, ·.-: •• • t : • • • .:. '· :~: i ! . , 1 ' r . ; ' · ... , ; ' ,, ' , , , ' 

Post- FIRM Date: 
1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Arec;~s of 100-year flood, base flood elevations determir;aed. 
Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevation.s 
determined. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 
Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 100-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soi l Type Description: 

CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 
BRIE DWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Name: 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

53 
47 

r ~ . ; District: 
Code: 
79J MARCOLA 

Elementary School: 
Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
LTD Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 
Eleclion Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 
State Representative Dislrict: 
Stale Representative Name: 

City Council Want 
City Councilor Name: 

100105 
5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

,.·~"'· State Senate District: ,. ' 
6 

t~~·· State Senator: 
LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 
3 

P 'd SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

EAST 

http ://www .rl id.orglrepons/Main_r eport_rlid star .cfm ?tC! xlot_ id == 12681 &s ite_ address _ id= I... 5112/2 00(} 



KLlU Uetalled Yroperty 1-<.epon r£~gc; J uJ J 

EWES Commissioner District: 
Lane Cc•:nty Asses:> or 's C'~·,· . : : Acccun~ ~;t:n~i: c~: C02C?G9; Map & Tax Lot : 16-01-08-00-0 1000 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: WOLF JAMES J 

Owner Address: 92932 PASCHEKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: WOLF JAMES J 
Taxpayer Address: 92932 PASCHEKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Stale 

OREGON 

P ro;Jerty Le~;;! Desc rip:ion 

Township: 16 Range: 01 

Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 01000 

Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2005 59,327 

2004 53,934 

2003 45,323 

2002 40,467 

2001 32,900 

2000 36,550 

1999 36,190 

1998 36,560 

1997 35,150 
1996 33,160 

1995 28,100 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section : 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Marke l 

359,890 

327,170 
257,640 
236,370 

271,690 
292,140 
307,520 

262,840 
265,490 
221,240 
208,720 

0 269,998 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 

2003 
2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 

1996 

1995 

Zip Code 

97454 

Zip Code 

97454 

Quarter: 00 

Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Markel A;:;~~ssed 

419,217 269,998 

381,104 262,134 

302,963 254,499 

276,837 247,086 

304,590 239,889 
328,690 232,902 
343,710 226,118 
299,400 219,532 

300,640 213,138 
254,400 254,400 
236,820 236,820 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

2,681.84 
2,597.78 

2,540.29 
2,500.40 

2,805.13 

2,725.49 

2,747.51 

2,478.02 

2,429.05 

2,557.34 

2,013.77 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property . 

http ://www .rl id.orglrepo rts/J\Ilain_report _ _r lids lar. c!m?tax lot_ icl == 12Go 1 &si te_ address_ id== 1 ... 5/12/2006 4 I ~ 



KLID Detailed Property Keport rage 't 01 :J 

Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case or appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 

,.;r-,, omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
~> discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

r''"' 
~,/ 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

Genera1 Information 
Property Class: 
Statistical Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: 

401 
150 
20161 

RP 

Description: 

TRACT, IMPROVED 
CLASS 5 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 2.10 
Fire Acres: 2.1 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales 

Grantor: 
Dale : Price: 

10-21-
NERSESIAN, MARILYN T 

1998 
03-17-

285,000 HUDSON TR 1995 

Grantee: 
Instrument Analysis 

#: Code: 

9808604200 6 

9502210600 y 

10-13-
1 

HUDSON, JAMES F & GERNITH LEE 
9306734700 8 1993 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 0028769 

Inspection Date: 12-13-1993 

H&W 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roof style: 

16-01-08-00-01000 

GABLE Bedrooms: 

Mull 
Acct?: 

3 

l1 t tp :l/www.rl id.org/rerons/Ma i n_repon_rl icJstar.cfm?t8 xlot_id= 1 26~ I &si te_ 8ddress __ id= 1... 5/ 12/200() CJ L'J 



KLJU uetallea .rropeny Kepon 

Building Type: 51 STAT 150 

Class: 5 
Year Built: 
Effect Year 
Built : 
Floor 
Basement: 
First: 
Second: 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

1977 

1977 

Roof Cover: 

Heating: 

CEDAR SHAKE 
MED 
HEAT PUMP 

Exterior Wall: T 111 PLYWOOD 

Depreciation: 17 

Base Areq Finished Area 

2316 

884 

3200 

Bsmt Gar sqft: 
2316 Att Gar sqft: 

884 At! Port sqft 
Del Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

3200 Paved Patio Sqft: 
Search Results jNew Property Search !Applications Menu 

Full Baths: 

Half Baths: 
Fireplaces: 
Percent lmprov. 
Complete: 

3 

YES 

100 

Parking Area 

484 

660 

hllp://w ww.rlid.o rg/ rcpon s/Jvlain_ report_ rlidslm.cfm?taxlot_ id = 1268 1 &site _address_ td == 1... Sll2/20U6 -4" L lp. 
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KLllJ Yropeny Kepon • ""b""" .. -· .& 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028777 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01001 

- ·· 
Site Address: 

.. . 
Owner N9me & Address: : T!3xpe~y~r Name & Address: 
Connolly John W & Judith J Connolly John W & Judith J 
92946 Paschelke Rd 92946 Paschelke Rd 

' 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola , OR 97 454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
- . .. 

-~· -·-· 

Approximate Tax 0.87 Subdivision 
Lot Acres 37,897' Name: 

4nc City: 
.. -· 

UGB: ·- .. ·· · ·-

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 
-- . -- -·- . 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 
_,.. 

Statistical Class: 107 

Land Use: 9100 

Property Class: 401 
.. . 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2005 $39,507 

2004 $35,916 

RR5 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 01001 
... ___ ., _ .. 

Recording# 

.. . 

Non-living Unit Of Residential Variety 
- .. 

Vacant, Unused, Undeveloped Land 
........... 

Tract, Improved 

Improvement Value 
ReCI I Market 

$13,360 

$ 11 ,130 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 30,743 

2005 Taxes 
$354.99 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Da t~ Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

' · 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
.. I Comments: 

School fMarcola 
District: 

Elem 

'Middle 
__ , ·-· .. 

High 

-

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$52,867 $30,743 

$47 ,046 $29,848 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

All Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

•This report extracts commonly used informat ion from the Detai led Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

:•;J· ·:-~:·:·· •• : .......... . 



KL1U uetauea rropeny Kepon 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-08-00-01001 
A & T Account#: 0028777 

!Tax Map 3 View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

COBURG 
'"U 

MABEL 

:~ W ENDLING 
MARCOLA 

:,Y'....i}. LEABURG 

~tt~~ - DEERHORN 

-~ SPRINGFIELD 

· ·~~ .~~""'" )/ ~.. :!PC' 

X-Coord : 4308357 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 9100 

Use Code and Description: V 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 
2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acreage : 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

. ·: .. :.•. 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

0.87 

37,897 

. . : .. 

Special lnte re~t_C_os:[~; 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

PAULS : · .... · 

Y-Coord : 929645 

Description : 

VACANT,UNUSED,UNDEVELOPEDLAND 

VACANT 

Description : 

LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

Metro Flood Hazards: A6 
Areas of 1 00-year flood; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

:·, 

ht tn:l/www rlid orQ./ r e nort s/M ~tin reoort rl icl star.cfrn?t ;n lot ici = J2B84l&si e nddress id= ... 511 2/200(') 4 I ~ 
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KLUJ UetaJled .Property J{eport l'iigt: L. Ul 't 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 
41039C0680F 
Code: 

FW 

X 

xs 

Soils 

Soij Map Unit Number: 

208 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School : 
Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

,·.·, . 

.. : . ' ~ ; : 

Community Number: 
415591 
Description: 

·:. : . • . 

.• ... · :: :;,,. ·. • . • .. r.., ._ •': : • ...... ~ ~ .• ·: !·,, ::·.Y-.··.:' ' -~ . . -·:· . • · ; -. , . .: 1' .··: ... , · 

· : · ·. :..... · . · ; !:I. . · • ,. :r · ,;,·::r.··· 1 -.··, . .... !: r· ·:. • • 
' . ;.-,; . ,., .. : ~ --.:.~· : · · · ::-·: · · · ~ i ' ' P'" : · · · ··~ r • 

Po.st- FIR.M Date: 
1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (YIN): 
y 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 
Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 100-year flood with average depths of 
Jess than 1 foot or witt! drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

BRIEDWELL C06BLY LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 
79J 

Name: 
MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

100 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P "d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 
City Council Ward: 
City Councilor Name: 
State Senate District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

EAST 

State Senator: 
LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 
3 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: CONNOLLY JOHN W & JUDITH J 
Owner Address: 92946 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 
State 

OREGON 
Country 

UNITED STATES 
Zip Code 

97454 

llt t p: //w ww.rl id.orglreport s/Ma in_rcport_rl idst;ll-.d m?ta x lot __ id= I 2884 I &site_ adclress _ id=... 5/ 12/2006 -4_ L4 



KLJU ueta11ea Yropeny J<.epon 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: CONNOLLY JOHN W & JUDITH J 
Taxpayer Address: 92946 PASCHELKE RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Property L r.g<!l Descriptic.n 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 01001 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Land Value Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Market 

2005 39,507 13,360 
2004 35,916 11,130 
2003 30,182 10,210 
2002 26,949 10,980 
2001 21 ,910 9,980 
2000 24,340 10,730 
1999 24,100 700 

1998 24,340 600 
1997 23,400 600 
1996 22,080 600 
1995 18,710 600 

30,743 0 
Taxable .Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Explanation of Tax 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

J" al')C J VI-. 

Total Value 
Real Markel Assessed 

52,867 30,743 
47,046 29,848 
40,392 28,979 
37,929 28,135 
31,890 27,316 
35,070 26,520 
24,800 18,437 
24,940 17,900 
24,000 17,379 
22,680 22,680 
19,310 19,310 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
354.99 
345.42 
338.88 
334.34 
369.04 
323.64 
275.46 
253.48 
249.49 
278.99 

215.64 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals. or is notified by the department, in th e case o f clerica l errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made. interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

ht t jJ:/ / w ww. rl i cl. org/reports/M <I in report~ rl id sta r. c rm 'ltax l o t ~ ic! == 1 2 884 1 &s i tc ~3d dress_ i cJ == . . 5/1 2/2006 
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J{LIU UetaiieCl Yropeny Kepon 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

Generat Information 
Property Class: 401 

Description: 

TRACT, IMPROVED 

Statistical Class: 107 NON-LIVJNG UNIT OF RESIDENTIAL 
VARIETY 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 0.95 
Fire Acres: 0.95 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 :. , · 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: 

Search Results )New Property Search )Applical ions Menu 

I,, I I . I ' _l _ ~ 1 .. _ • _ _. _ I 11 A _ ' . C" . ("), - I • 'J 1 '""\ i)(J I l ( l 

Analysis Code: Mull Ace!?: 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

A~coun! # 0028785 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01002 

Site Address: 92968 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: TCJxpqyer Name & Address: 
Bresniker Shirley A Bresniker Shirley A 
92968 Paschelke Rd 92968 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 0.87 
Lot Acres 37,897' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 140 

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class: 401 

Property Value and Taxes 
Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$84,752 

$77,048 

RR5 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 177,530 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 01002 

Recording# 

Class 4 Single Family Home 

Single Family Housing 

Tract, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$183,380 

$146,700 

2005 Taxes 
$1,782.55 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Whom 08-26-2005 $0 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Marl<et Assessed 

$187,990 

$182,515 

$268,132 

$223,748 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

08-26-2005 $284,925 

David Robert Roy 

Buhr-david Colette Kathryn Bresniker Shirley A 

Instrument# 

20-05-067217 

20-05-067218 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 } Characteristics 41 stat 140 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1982 Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms 3 First 1366 1366 Alt Garage Sqtt 672 

Full Baths 2 Second 548 548 Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths 1 Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1914 1914 

j Comments: 

•This report extracts commonly used in formation from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

~-- .;,.· : ' 
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RLID Detailed Property Report 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92968 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-01002 
A & T Account#: 0028785 

Speci~ l lnterest _C_oQf!_: 

jTax Map O::J 
Vicinity Map 

View Tax Map I ~- ~~C,;a~,n_v_e_rt_to_P_D_' _F=_D_o_c_u_m_e_n_t _ _ ~ 
Detail Map 

COBURG 
''0 

X-Coord: 4308369 

MABEL 

~ - : WENDLING 
MARCOLA 

LEABU RG 

DEERHORN 

Si:r. Add rP.ss lniorm<ltio n 

PAULS · 

Y-Coord: 929766 

Page 1 or) 

· ,-;"""· House Suffix Predir. Street Name PostDir. Street Type Unit Type Unit 
......,., 92968 PASCHELKE 

,.c:tr~}·.~. 

1~~~> 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

OR 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description : 1111 
Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction : 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 
Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 
2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation#: 

2004 Transportation Ana lysis 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 
2 

503 

State Zip Code 
97454 
Update Date: 

Description: 

RD 
Zip+4 

9715 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

Carrier Route 
H069 

··. ·· ... :· ··· ··.··: . : ·:· . . :f • '· ' : .· . :~: ·. : ·: .;~ .• .. , •. , .. . i.'\' . , . . . • 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIOENT·IAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

h!t p://www .rlid.org/reports/Main rcpori rl idstar.cfm?tflx lot id= J 0 1526&site address id=... 5/ J 2/2006 ({__2.;, 



K.LJU Detailed .Propeny J~epon 

Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 
Approx imate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards : 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

208 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 

Middle School : 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

0.87 

37,897 
; ;. •. . :: .. .' ... : . ~ -.. . 

A6 
Areas of 1 00-year flood; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

Community Number: 

415591 
Description: 

,; = ~ . . :·:: .. .. 
. ·. ;, ·~·. · ' ... 

.!-.:.' , . . ·. 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

. . . : :; ;: . . . . , ; : ~ .. 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 1 00-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 
100 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rOVI er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 

Soil Wi3ter Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

Stale Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETIE 

3 

EAST 

httn ://www rlid orp/ rcport s/M8i n report rl icl stnrcfrn? tax lo t id= l 0 152o&si te 8drlress icl= .. 5/ 12/2006 c:-::;2'1 
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Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: BRESNIKER SHIRLEY A 
Owner Address: 92968 PASCHELKE RD 

City 
MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

Slate 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: BRESNIKER SHIRLEY A 
Taxpayer Address: 92968 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 

OREGON 
Proper.y Leg;; i Descri pti on 
Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lot/Tract/Unit Number: TL 01002 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Prope,.ty V\-! l~ c ;;ti ·lO T;·txo:.:s 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 84,752 
2004 77,048 
2003 64,747 
2002 57,810 
2001 47,000 

2000 52,220 
1999 51,700 
1998 52,220 
1997 50,210 
1996 47,370 
1995 40,140 

Country 
UNnEO STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Markel 

183,380 
146,700 
158,240 
141,290 
162,400 
174,620 
183,810 
157,100 
158,690 
132,240 
124,750 

10,460 177,530 
Taxable Valu e Exe mption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Current Exemptions 
Tax Year 

2005 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 

1996 

1995 

Amount 

10,460 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 

Division/Phase: 

.1 OQ'-' J VI J 

Total Value 

Rea! Market Ass~ssed 

268,132 187,990 
223,748 182,515 
222,987 177,199 
199,100 172,038 
209,400 167,027 

226,840 162,162 
235,510 157,439 
209,320 152,853 
208,900 148,401 
179,610 179,610 
164,890 164,890 

0 

Frozen Assessed Va tue (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,782.55 
1,727.24 
1,689.48 
1,663.28 
1,863.67 
1,797.25 
1,825.86 
1,648.61 

1,616.43 

1,748.23 

1,096.30 

Description 

Veteran 1 

http: //www. rlid .org/reports/Ma in_repo rt_rlids tar. crm?taxlot_ id= l 01 526&sit c_add ress_ id =... 5/ 12/2006 12-~ 
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The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initia tes th e change, as in the case of appea ls, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerica l errors and 
omitted property. Th e amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing , or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(i Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

General Information 
Property Class: 401 TRACT, IMPROVED 
Stati stical Class: 140 CLASS 4 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type : 
Account Type : RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 0.95 
Fire Acres: 0.95 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales 
Date: Price : 

08-26-
2005 

08-26-
2005 284,925 

Grantor: 

DAVID ROBERT ROY 

BUHR-DAVID COLETTE 
KATHRYN 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

. · · :: ;: 

Grantee: 

WHOM 

BRESNIKER 
SHIRLEY A 

Instrument 
#: 

2005-
67217 
2005-
6721!:1 

Account: 0028785 Map & Tax Lot: 16-01-08-00-01002 
Inspection Date: 12-01-1993 Roofstyle: GABLE Bedrooms: 

Building Type: 41 STAT 140 Roof Cover: CEMENT TILE Full Baths: 

Class: 4 Heating: HEAT PUMP Half Baths: 

Analysis 
Code: 

8 

v 

Mull 
Acct?: 

N 

N 

3 
2 
1 

ht tr://www.rl id.org/rerorts/M a i n_repo rt_ rlids tar cfm?tax lot_id= 1 0 1 526&site _ adrl ress id = .. . 5/12/2006 ~ 2-b 
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Year Built: 1982 
Effect Year Built: 1982 
Floor 

B~ement: 

First: 
Second: 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

Base Area 

1366 

548 

1914 

Exterior Wall: WOOD SIDING 
Depreciation: 14 

finished Area 

Bsrot GfJL~qft: 
136.6 All Gar sqft: 

548 AU Port sqft: 

Del Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

1914 Paved Patio Sqft: 
Search Resulls !New Property Search JApplic;:~tions Menu 

rage J u1 J 

Fireplaces: NO 
Percent lmprov. Complete: 100 

Parking...ill~CJ. 

672 

http ://www .rlid .org/reports/M a in_report_rl id star. cfm ?tax lot_ icl= 10 l526&sitc _aclclrcss_ id=. .. 5112/2006 C) l / 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LAN E COUNTY 

Account# 0028793 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01 -08-00 -01003 

Site Address : 92946 PASCHELKE RD MARC OLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Add ress: Ta~paye r Name & Address: 
Connolly John W & Judith J Connolly John W & Judith J 
92946 Pasche lke Rd 92946 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additi onal Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 0.86 Subdivis ion School Marcola 
Lot Acres 37 ,462' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: Elem 

UGB: Lot # TL01003 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Record ing # High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statis tical Class: 140 Class 4 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 1111 Sing le Family Housing 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Marke t Assess.ed 

2005 

2004 

$58,912 

$53.557 

2005 Taxab le Valu e 
$ 153,560 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

$156,960 

$125,570 

2005 Taxes 
$1 ,549.43 

Grantee 

Resident ia l Bui ld ing# 1 (of 1 ) Characteris tics 41 stat 140 

Square fee t Base Finished 

Year Bui lt: 1966 Basement 

Bedrooms 3 First 960 960 

Full Baths 3 Second 900 900 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Tota l 1860 1860 

I Comments: 

$215,872 $153,560 

$179,127 $149,087 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

All Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

870 

" This report extracts commonly used information from t he Detailed Property Report . Cl ick here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

ht tp:// www. rl i cl .o rg/O ne PCigePropert y Report /On e PCip,e Property Report .c fm? t ~tx lo t ici=8St\ 7 ... 4/2 6/? 006 d-;7 ~ 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Si te Address: 92946 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-01003 
A & T Account'#: 0028793 

COBURG 
''t.l 

X-Coord: 4308330 

jTax Map 3 
--- -------' 

View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

I.IABEL 

r; WENDLING 
MARCOLA 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

, .{'', House Suffix Predir. Street Name 
~...... 92946 PASCHELKE 

·~~:- ':"o 

~~~:' ' 

Mailing City 
MARCOLA 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

OR 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description : 1111 
Use Code and Description : S 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed: 
Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

State 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

PAULS 

Y·Coord: 929519 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type Unit 

RD 
Zip Code 

97454 
Update Date: 

Zip+4 
9715 

Carrier Rou te 

Description: 
SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

: .· 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

H069 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

httr ://www rlid org/repo rt s/Mrlin rTpo rt rlid st<lr .c lm?ta xlot ict= 147002&sitc address id =... 5/ 12/200() 1 Z1l 
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Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

208 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 
Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 
L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

0.86 
37,462 

: .:> 

A6 
Areas of 1 00-year flood; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

' ·' . . ' .. · 

.... · .. . : :. 

Commun ity Number: 

415591 
Description: 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 
Areas of 500-year flood , areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood . 

Soil Type Description: 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

100 

EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P "d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 

Soi l Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones : 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

http://w\vw.r l id .orglrepo11 SIM 8 in_report_ rlidstar.c fm?tax lot_ icl = 14 7002&si te _address _icl= . .. 5/ 12/2006 
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Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: CONNOLLY JOHN W & JUDITH J 

(f!o¥o,., Owner Address: 92946 PASCHELKE RD 
'"!·~\. f 

-~ 
~l 

City 
MA,RCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: CONNOLLY JOHN W & JUDITH J 
Taxpayer Address: 92946 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Prop(1rty Leg;t; Oe ,;:r : ;:, t ~ ' '': 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoVTracUUnit Number: TL 01003 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Land Value Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Ma.rket 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2{)02 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

58,912 
53,557 
45,006 
40,184 
32,670 
36 ,300 
35,940 
36,300 
34 ,900 
32,920 
27,900 

153,560 
Taxable Value 

f,xphmation of Tax 

t56,960 
125,570 
135,450 
120,940 
139,010 
149,470 
157,340 
134,480 
135,840 
113,200 
106,790 

0 

Exe mption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

215,872 153,560 
179,127 149,087 
180,456 144,745 
161,124 140,529 
171,680 136,436 
185,770 132,462 
193,280 128,604 
170,780 124,858 
170,740 121,221 
146,120 146,120 
134,690 134,690 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,549.43 
1,501.62 
1,468.93 
1,446.24 
1,619.56 
1,556.58 

1,586.79 
1,433.50 
1,405.67 
1,492.70 

1 '169.47 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of <;~ppeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner eilher 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 

http ://www.rl id .0 1 g/rcpo1 t::;/1\LJill_l cpurl_rl iJ~lar.cfm'~ lax lol_ icl= 14 7002&s ile _ aJJrcss_iJ - .. . 5112/2006 1: 3j 
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discounts offered, payments made, interest owing , or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

(i Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Yea r 

(i Loca lly Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Prog ram (if applica ble) 
Code: Description: 

General Information 

• ~b~ • ~· -

Property Class: 401 TRACT, IMPROVED 
Statistical Class: 140 CLASS 4 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 

Accoun t Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: VALUE TREE 
Total Acreage for this Account: 0.92 
Fire Acres: 0.92 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07902 · . ; . 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Da le: Sales Price: 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Ch arac teri st ics 

Account: 0028793 

Inspection 
12-07-1993 

Date: 

Building Type : 41 STAT 140 

Class: 4 
Year Built 1966 

Effect Year 
1966 Built : 

Floor 

Basement: 

Grantor: Grantee: 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roof style: 

Roof Cover: 

Heating: 

Exterior Wall : 

Depreciation : 

a9se AL~ EliJi~hed Areq 

.•. · 

Instrument#: Ana lysis Code: Mull Acct?: 

16-01 -08-00-01003 

GABLE Bedrooms: 3 

COMP SHINGLE 
MEDIUM 

Full Baths: 3 

BASEBOARD Half Baths: 

WOOD SIDING Fireplaces : NO 

21 
Percent lmprov. 

100 
Complete: 

Bsmt Gar sqft: 

h 1 t p: //ww\vrlid org/rcpo1 ts/M n1n report r\ id st(lr. c f"m'!tnx lot id= 14 7002&s ite (lei dress id= ... 5/12/200 6 
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First: 

Second : 
./"""' Att ic: 
.,.'IE .. ,t'! .... • 

TOTAL 

960 

900 

1860 

960 Att Gar sqft: 
900 Att Port sqft: 

Det Gar sqft: 

Drjveway Sqft: 

1 a6o Paved Patio Sqtt: 
Search Resulls JNew Properly Search JApplicali.or)s Me(lu 

870 

600 

11 t t p:/ /www .rl i d .org/rcports/ l\11 a lll _report _rl icl star.cim 'I tax lot_ id = 14 7002&s i tc a del rcss icl = . . 5/ I 2/2()0(l q-!) 



PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account # 0028801 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-01004 

Site Address: 
--

Owner Name & Address: Taxpay~r Name & Address: 
Wolf James J Wolf James J 
92932 Pascheke Rd 92932 Pascheke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 3.20 Subdivision 
Lot Acres 139,392' Name: 

Inc City: Phase: 

UGB: Lot# TL 01004 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Record ing# 

Zoning : ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 9100 Vacant, Unused, Undeveloped Land 

Property Class: 400 Tract, Vacant 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 $52,474 

2004 $47,704 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 28,340 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

10-21 -1998 $0 

03-17-1995 $285,000 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$221.49 

Nersesian, Marilyn T 

Hudson Tr 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

School Marcola 
Oistfict: 

' 
·EJem 

.,. ·-
Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real M13rket Assessed 

$28,340 
$27,515 

$52,474 
$47,704 

Grantee 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

98-08604200 

95-02210600 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built : Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 

" This repo rt e•tracts commonly used in formati on fro m the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the fu ll Detai led Property Report . 

- ~ 0> '1 
\ 

~--~- . 
1 

· . .._,;jjJ/ 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND iNFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-01004 

A & T Account 'If: 0028801 

~peciallnter~st <;;:_o9e: 

jTax Map iJ 
Vicinity Map 

View Tax Map j ~. ~--C_o_n_v_e_rt_t_o_P_D_F_. · _o_o_c_u_m_e_n_l __ -" 

COBURG 
"\,) 

X-Coord: 4307971 

Detail Map 

~ · -· 

MABEL 

WENDLING 
:-· · .... ·--· 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

' t:~ ' 

Si12 Address S!<J te Pi<tne Coorclln2te s 

Y-Coord: 929132 
.. , .. - .. _ . .. 

. ·.· · 
... .. - ~ ; 

.• ~'· , Code: Description: 
~.;.~: Land Use Code and Description: 9100 

t?""'·, 
~~j.,.~--

Use Code and Description: V 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 
Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 
2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed: 
Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

~' : -.: ·' .. . 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 
2 

503 

3.20 

139,392 

A6 

VACANT,UNUSED,UNOEVELOPEDLAND 

VACANT 
-..•.. . : :-· r: .,.. - ~ .•.- :·. :~ . . . . . 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

. ·· ..... ·::' .,.,_ .... .. :{: · .... :. 

-: ··.· 

Areas of 100-year flood; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

http://www .rlid.org/rcports/Main_report_rlidstar.cfm?taxlot_ id= 10441 I &s itc_address _id=... 5/!2/2 006 135 
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Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code: 

AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

26 

208 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

.·. :·· .. 
. . . . ~ .... ··:·· · ··: ·!'. · :·· · ·. ; :. ~ - ·: ···:' ::> •: :r··.· :: :·.:· : 

' I : :· · ~: ' '" .' •· ':,;•\i.' ' ,' ~ ' , 11 • : '.: · ·< ' •;·- : ~ :: -:·· .:. ;,1(:,,:.:;: : .. : :,""· •, , 

Communi ty Number: 

415591 

Description: 

Post- FIRM Date : 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas of 1 00-yea r flood, base flood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas ins ide the 1 00-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

65 

35 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P 
.d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 

Soi l Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservat ion District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 1001 05 

County Commissioner District: 5 
County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: WOLF JAMES J 

FAYE STEWART 
11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

Owner Address: 92932 PASCHEKE RD 

EAST 

ht 1 f) ://www. rl icl org/repo ,-ts/M a in rep011 rl i cl s ta r. cfm?tax lot icl= I 044 I I &site CJclclress i cl= .. 5/1 2/2 00 6 GJ _>!:, 
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City 
MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: WOLF JAMES J 
Taxpayer Address: 92932 PASCHEKE RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Propc r1y Leg<Ji Desc rip:io;l 

Township: 16 Range: 01 

Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoUTracUUnit Number: TL 01004 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 52,474 

2004 47,704 
2003 40,088 
2002 35,793 
2001 29,100 
2000 32,330 

1999 32,010 

1998 32,330 
1997 31,090 

1996 29,330 

1995 24,860 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Markel 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 28,340 
Taxable Value Exemplion Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 

2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 

1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

52,474 28,340 

47,704 27,515 
40,088 26,714 
35,793 25,936 
29,100 25,181 
32,330 24,448 

32,010 23,736 

32,330 23,045 

31,090 n,374 

29,330 29,330 
24,860 24,860 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU ) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
221.49 
215.67 

210.27 
205.12 
233.72 
230.32 

232.71 
228.63 
224.72 
245.53 

182.31 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typica lly occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

C Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

hllp :l/www .rl id .org/rcpons/Ma in_repurt_rl icl star.cfm?taxlot_ id= I 0441 I &s ite _add ress_ id '-' ... 5/ l2/lU06 
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r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Loca lly Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 

Code: 

General Information 

Description: 

Property Class: 400 TRACT, VACANT 
Statistical Class: 

Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 

Account Type: RP 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account : 2.85 

Fire Acres: 2.85 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales Grantor: 
Date : Price: 

·.:· .·. · 

10-21- NERSESIAN, MARILYN T 
1998 

03-17-
285,000 HUDSON TR 

1995 

10-13-
1 

HUDSON, JAMES F & GERNITH LEE 
1993 H&W 

Manufactured Structures 

Grantee: 
Instrument 

#: 

9808604200 

9502210600 

9306734600 

Seorch Results INew Properly Seorch IApplica lions Menu 

Analysis 
Code: 

6 

y 

8 

htt n:l/www rlicl orglreno rt s/ iv18in report rl icl sta r. cfm?t8xlot icl == l 04 41 1 &site address icl == .. 

,, :/ 

Mull 
Acct?: 

N 

N 
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PROPERTY REPORT - LANE COUNTY 

Account #. 0028819 Map, Tax Lot , & SIC # 16-01-08-00-01100 

_Site Address: 92876 PASCHELKE Rp MAR_C.OLA OR 9_7~~~-· .. 

Owner Name & Address: l),!~P-!=IY~r Name & Address: 
Corn Evelyn L 
92888 Paschelke Rd 
Marco la , OR 97 454 

Mu1tipl~ Owner$? No. 

Corn l;velyn L 
92888 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 

Additiona l AccoLJ nt Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

-- -- -- -·--
'Approximate Tax 2.75 Subdivision 'school 
Lot Acres 119,790' Name: District: 

... 

Inc City: Phase: f:lem 

UGB: Lot # TL 01100 Middle 
... 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 
.. 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 
- .•. .. 

Statistical Class: 107 Non-living Unit Of Residential Variety 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Marcola 

-·-· 

-. · ·-

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$99,575 

$90,523 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$15,020 

$12,520 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$114,595 

$103,043 

Assessed 

$62,420 
$60,602 

2005 Taxable Valu e 
$ 62,420 

Two Most Recent Sa les 

Date Price Gran tor 

02-15-2005 $0 Mingo JaneUcorn Patrick/ 

03-01 -2001 $0 Corn , Evelyn Lytle 

Residen t ial Bui lding# 0 (of 0 ) Characteris tics 

2005 Taxes 
$663.06 

Gran tee 

Corn Evelyn L 

Kirkpatrick Toni & Corn Patrick 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

20-05-011675 

20-01 -12271 

Square feet Base Fintshed 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms · First AU Garage Sqft 
.. .. 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 

*This report extracts commonly used info rma ti on from t he Deta iled Propert y Report . Click here for t he full Detai led Property Report. 

l1 t tp: //www .rl id.org/O ncPagcP1 opcrty Rcpurt/OncPagcPropcrty Rcport.cfm?lax lot_ id= I 03 1 ... -l /2G/200G 4 39 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account # 0028819 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01100 

Site Address: 92878 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97454 
·- · -· 

Owner Name & Address: Ti3.xpaye ~ Name & Address: 
Corn Evelyn L Corn Evelyn L 
92888 Paschelke Rd 92888 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 
·-· . .. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 2.75 Subdivision 
Lot Acres 119,790' Name: 

··-

Inc City: Phase: 

UGB: Lot# TL 01100 

Census Tr/B ikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# 

. --·· 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 107 Non-living Unit Of Residential Variety 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home- Not In Mobile Home Park 
··-------

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 
2004 

$99,575 
$90,523 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 62,420 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$15,020 
$12,520 

2005 Taxes 
$663.06 

Grantee 

02-15-2005 $0 Mingo JaneUcorn Patrick/ Corn Evelyn L 

I 

-

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$114,595 

$103,043 

- --· 

Asses~_eq 

$62,420 
$60,602 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

03-01 -2001 $0 Corn, Evelyn Lytle Kirkpatrick Toni & Corn Patrick 

Instrument# 

20-05-011675 

20-01-12271 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built : Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic All Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total I 
j Comments: 

·-

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report . 

http ://www. r l icl .org/OnePagcProperty Report/OnePagePrope1iy H.eport.cfm ') tax lot_id= 103 I ... 4/2 6/2006 fw. 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92876 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-01100 
A & T Account#: 0028819 

!Tax Map =:::J View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 
:-- ~ WENOLING 

L.EABURG 
DEERHORN 

Spe.~.i9 1 Interest Code: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

. ~ . : . . 

.. . ·, 

. ~ ·.·: 

··-.. ,. .. ·:. :·; 

-. -. -· ... : . ~ 

Site ;~ ddrc s s St<1te Pinne Coo rcfin ::~ t es 

X-Coqrd: 4307777 

House 
92876 

Suffix 

Mailing City 
MARCOLA 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

L;111d Usc 

Predir. Street Name 
PASCHELKE 

State 

OR 

·. .. ;:;. 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 1150 
Use Code and Description: N 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

Sc: : t l C!t: ry ! :: ~ Or!~l;·l !i ·:;~·· 

Gt;!neral 
Incorporated City Limits : 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 
Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 

20-00 Block Group: 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

Y-Coord: 928941 

PostOir. 

Zip Code 
97454 
Update Date: 
... ··-:· . ·:··· : 

Description: 

Street Type 
RD 

Zip+4 

9757 

Unit Type Unit 

Carrier Route 

H069 

MOBILE HOME- NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 
MOBILE HOME 

: .. · · .. ····: .. 

Description : 
LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

f'··•· Year Annexed : 

~· Annexation#: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 503 

htt p://www .rl iJ.org/rcpoi lsi ivl a i n_repo rt_rl1 dsta r .c I'm 'l t:Jx lot_ id=o4 243 &si te, <1dd rcss_ icl == l .. . s1 12/2 ()()() 14 I 
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Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands : 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

26 
208 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 

L TO Service Area : 
L TO Ride Source : 

Ambulance District : 

2.75 
119,790 

A6 
Areas of 1 00-year flood; base flood elevations and flood 
hazard factors determined. 

· . . .. 

... •' . 

Community Number: 
415591 
Description: 

. : ; ... 
, : ' , · I , '•., , ;~ ." :'· , , ·. j. ' : -.: •: .~ ; 1 ,• : f :'•,"• ~ - :; ' •' : i , ::...: ,-!." • 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 
Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas of 100-year flood, base flood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 100-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

61 

39 

EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P 
.d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 

Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 

Ci ty Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

_,4:~~4 

~\';·_ ,_ ,.:;;\. 

httr //www rlid org/report s/Main report rlid stilr.cfm?t ;lxlo t icl=84243&s ite il clclress ic\= 1 ... S/!212006 14L 
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EWEB Commissioner District: 

Lane Coun ty Asses:;or's Office! Accou :~! :..:~:1ib (~r: 0028819 l fv1ap & Tax Lo t : 16-01-08-00 -01100 
Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: CORN EVELYN L 
Owner Address: 92888 PASCHELKE RD 

City 
MARCOLA 
Taxpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: CORN EVELYN L 
Taxpayer Address: 92888 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoVTracVUnit Number: TL 01100 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 99,575 
2004 90 ,523 
2003 76,070 
2002 67,920 
2001 55,220 
2000 61 ,360 
1999 60,750 
1998 61 ,360 
1997 59,000 
1996 55,660 
1995 47 ,170 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section : 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

15,020 
12,520 
11,490 
12,350 
11,230 
9,520 

10,020 
8,560 
8,560 
8,560 
7,580 

0 62,420 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 

1998 

1997 
1996 

1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

114,595 62,420 
103,043 60,602 
87,560 58,837 
80,270 57,123 
66,450 55,459 
70,880 53,844 
70,770 52,276 
69,920 50,753 
67,560 49,275 
64,220 64,220 
54,750 54,750 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
663.06 
643.63 
630.34 
621.11 
691.56 
641 .63 
678.25 
615.94 

604.63 

687.43 

508.62 

The tax shown is the amount cert ified in October. unless a va lue change has been processed on the property. 

h llp :/ /www .rl iJ.org/report s/1\tl a i n_rcport _ _r l i dsta r. c J'm'! la x lo t id=X4 2Ll3 & si tc _address_ icl= I . .. 51 1212006 C{f(5 
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Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals , clerica l errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of cle rical errors and 
omi!!ed property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interes t owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active fo r the 2005 Tax Year 

(' 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Loca lly Assessed 

(' Pend ing Seg/Merge 

(' Pending Value Change 

(' Delinquency 

(' Delayed Foreclosure 

(' Bankruptcy 

(' Code Spli t Indicator 

Rem arks: 

Special Assess ment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

Property Class: 401 

Description: 

TRACT, IMPROVED 

Statistical Class: 107 

20161 

NON-LIVING UNIT OF RESIDENTIAL 
VARIETY 

Neighborhood Code: 
Property Use Type : 

Accoun t Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 

Total Acreage for this Account: 

Fire Acres: 
3.48 

3.48 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

. ~ , _ _. , . :: ·. / ·-:.: . ,• 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 

Sales Sales 
Date: Price: 

02-15-
2005 

03-01 -
2001 

Grantor: 

MINGO JANET/CORN 
PATRICK/ 

CORN , EVELYN LYTLE 

Grantee: 

CORN EVELYN L 

KIRKPATRICK TONI & CORN 
PATRICK 

Manufactured Structures 
Search Results I New Propert y Search !Applications Menu 

. · . .:::.-.·:.·· 

Instrument 
#: 

2005-
11675 
2001-
12271 

Analysis 
Code: 

8 

6 

Mull 
Acct?: 

N 

N 

.·"·-~\ 

\;;,¥;il.f' 

-: ·~· 1~ 

. ',,._/ 

·•,_;._-~.:.·· 

http ://www. rl id .org/repo rt s/f\1 a in repo rt _ rl i ds ra r.c f'm?tax lot_ ici=RL\ 24 3&s i te __ ackl ress id= I . .. 5/l 2120064Lj Lf 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LAN!; COUNTY 

Account # 0028827 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01 -08-00-01101 

-· 

S, ite Add~~s"s; 92884PASCHELK_l: ~~MARCOLA OR 974?4. 
-~-, -~~ -~ 

'' -" ----·· 

d,Vnet Name & Address: I§~Pl:ll:~ Name & Address: 
Cqtn Evelyn L :Corn Evelyn L 
92888 Paschelke Rd 92888 Paschelke Rd 
Marto!a , OR 97 454 • Marcola , OR 97454 
- ' 

'MuJtipl~ Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

-- : Approximate Tax 1.42 Subdivision School Marcola 

~9-~f:\sres 61 ,855' Name: District: 
" 

" ... -·· 

t!iq City: Phase: Elem 

UGB: Lot# TL 01101 Middle -- --_, ····-· 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 

' ~ ---- -- -- ---· ·------------
Zoning: ParerlUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 120 Class 2 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 1150 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 
... --

1 Properly Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Markel 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$127,657 

$123,939 

2005 

2004 

$90,583 

$82,350 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 127,657 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

02-16-2005 _$0 

03-01-2001 $0 

Manufactured Structure 
-" ---

Model Year: 1978 
"' 

Seriaf Number: 
--

Length: 0 

Model: 

I Comments: 

Grantor 

Campbell Jacque 

Corn , Evelyn Lytle 

$90,660 

$74,930 

2005 Taxes 
$1,297.52 

Grantee 

$181,243 

$157,280 

Corn Evelyn L 

Campbell Jacque 

Make: Kit 

Plate Number: 

Width: 0 

- -- . 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

20-05-011676 

20-01-012270 

*This report extracts common ly used information from t he Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

h tt r:l/w ww rlid .org/OncPJgcPropcrtyRcport/OncPJgcPropcrt) Rcport.cfm')t<~xlot_ i<i 1 00-L -:/20/200() 14 5 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Acc.ount .# 0028827 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00 -01101 

Site Address: 92888 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: Taxp9yer Name & Address: 
Corn Evelyn L Corn Evelyn L 
92888 Paschelke Rd 92888 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97454 Marc ola , OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
- -·-

... 

Approximate Tax 1.42 
I 

Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 61,855' ! Name: District: 

Inc City: 
' 
Phase: Elem 

UGB: • Lot# TL 011 01 Middle 
¥-·· 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RRS 
.. 

Stati stica l Class: 120 Class 2 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 11 50 Mobile Home - Not In Mobile Home Park 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

Improvement Value 
Real MC!rket 

Total Value 
Rea! Market A~~~~secl 

$127,657 
$123,939 

2005 $90,583 

2004 $82 ,350 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 127,657 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

02-16-2005 $0 

03-01-2001 $0 

Manufactured Structure 

Model Year: 1978 

Seria l Number: 

Length: 0 

Model: 

I Comments: 

Grantor 

Campbell Jacque 

Corn , Evelyn Lytle 

$90,660 
$74,930 

2005 Taxes 
$1 ,297.52 

Grantee 

$181,243 

$157,280 

Corn Evelyn L 

Campbe ll Jacque 

Make: Kit 

Plate Number: 

Width: 0 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

20-05-011676 

20-01 -012270 

• This report ex tracts commonly used information from t he Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detai led Property.J:~eport. 

-., .. 

,. ... .- .. \ 

' ;,~.-·····-· 

h t l p:l /www. rl icl.o rg/O nePage Property Report/One Page Pro pert yReport.c fm 'l tax lot_ i d= 1 004 ... 4/2 6/2006 .:q4 ,\P 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 

Site Address: 92884 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-01101 
A & T Account#: 0028827 

!Tax Map iJ View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

COBURG 
·~r 

' ~~Y'i¢. 
I ~ 
' ·-~:.. -

···.l_ SPHJNCFIELO 
,-1~·T~~J 
;,-' 1 . ·' ~ ~-r-.c-

MABEL 

···: WENDLING 
MARCOLA 

LEABURG 

OE ERHORN 

Convert to POF Document 

Detail Map 

.:··--- -:· 

Site A dd ress St<1 te Pl~ne Coorclinnt es 

X-Coord: 4308022 

House 
92884 

Suffix 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 
Create Date: 1983-08-09 

Predir. Street Name 
PASCHELKE 

State 

OR 

:~-. :;·.:·, .. 

Code : 
Land Use Code and Description : 1150 
Use Code and Description : N 

Zoning; Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

:=.a:.; : i d;; r . .: i ~ ; f or r11::t t i G;; 

General 
Incorpora ted City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protec tion Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 
2800 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 
Year Annexed: 

Annexa tion #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

503 

··.- .· 

Y -Coord: 928933 

PostDir. Street Type Unit Type Unit 

RD 
Zip Code Zip+4 Carrier Route 

97454 9757 H069 
Update Dale: 2000-03-14 

·: · .. _ . . · .:.' ... 

Description: 
MOBILE HOME - NOT IN MOBILE HOME PARK 
MOBILE HOME 

.... , . . . :· :::·: . 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

RURAl RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

htt p://www. riJd. org/reports/Mai n _report_rl id s tar. cfm?tax lot_ id==90695&site _ad dress _ id== 1... 51 I 2/2006 14.7 



K.LlU uetaJJea Yropeny J<epon 

Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 
Metro Wetlands: 

1.42 
61,855 

.. '-::.:. ·:,:·· . . · .. , ... ·: · : . ':· .. :. :··. 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 
41039C0680F 
Code: 
X 

Soils 

... •:. 

Community Number: 
415591 
Description: 

Post - FIRM Date: 
1985-12-18 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

26 CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 100 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 
Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 
L TO Ride Source: 

Code: 
79J 

Name: 
MARCOLA 

Ambulance District: EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL Pro .d . SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
VI er. LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone : 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 
County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 
Sta te Representative Name: 
City Council Ward : 
City Councilor Name: 
State Senate District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

EAST 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 
EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: CORN EVELYN L 
Owner Address: 92888 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Sta te 

OREGON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 
Zip Code 

97454 

'· ; 

\ ~ .. 

http://www. rl icl.org/ rcport s/M a in __ repo r1 __ rlid stflr.dm')tax lot_ icl= 9069 S&s 1te address icl= I ... 51 12/2006 ~~ 'i 



6~'-. 

" \~~,... 

:!.,.,.,.,_ 
~~ 

.Jf\-'fl1111 

~:<) 

KLIU uetatlea .Propeny Kepon 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: CORN EVELYN L 
Taxpayer Address : 92888 PASCHELKE RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Property Leg;:;/ Descr i ;~ t !on 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

Lot/TracUUnit Number: TL 01101 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Land Value 
Real Market 

90 ,583 
82,350 
69,203 
61,789 

51' 118 
58,250 
57,670 
58,250 
56,010 
52,840 
44,780 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

90,660 
74,930 
66,310 

67,~60 

48,020 
49,040 
51,620 
44,120 
44.,570 
37,140 
31,540 

0 127,657 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 

Division/Phase: 

1 ac,'-' J vt -' 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

181,243 127,657 
157,280 123,939 
135,513 120,329 

129,449 116,824 
99,138 77,309 

107,290 75,057 
109,290 72,871 
102,370 70,749 
100,580 68,688 
89,980 89,980 
76,320 76,320 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See ExpiE:~nation of Tax) 
1,297.52 
1,257.77 
1,230.59 
1,211 .73 
941.96 
888.51 
923.39 
836.55 
820.77 
940.70 
686.93 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous yeaJs owing . 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

htt p://www.rlid.org/reports/Mai n repo1i_rlid star.c fm?tax lot_ id=90695&si te _address _ id= 1... 511 2/20061. i1' · 



KLJlJ Detailed Property Keport ragt: <t u1 J 

r. Locally Assessed 

I Pending Seg/Merge 

I Pending Value Change 

I Delinquency 

I Delayed Foreclosure 

I Bankruptcy 

I Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

General Information 
Property Class: 401 
Statistical Class: 120 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type : RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 1.43 
Fire Acres: 1.43 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

···:· .· · ···· l ' i .· ,.,, 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales 

Sa les Date: Price: Grantor: Grantee : 

TRACT, IMPROVED 
CLASS 2 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 

. ; . : . .: .... . - ... . ~ · ·. : . 

Instrument 
Analysis Code: 

# : 
02-16-2005 CAMPBELL JACQUE CORN EVELYN L 2005-11676 K 

03-01-2001 

Manufactured Structures 
Model Year: 1978 
Serial Number: 
Length : 0 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 

Inspection 
Date : 

0028827 

01-18-2001 

CORN, EVELYN CAMPBELL 
LYTLE JACQUE 

Make: KIT 
Plate Number: EM43451 
Width : 0 

2001-12270 K 

Model : 
LOIS Number: L224032 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 16-01-08-00-01101 

Roofstyle: HIP Bedrooms: 

Building Type : 21 STAT 110 OR 120 Roof Cover: COMP SHINGLE 
MEDIUM Full Baths: 

Class: 2 Heating : Half Baths: 
Year Built: 1920 Exterior Wall : WOOD SIDING Fireplaces: 

Percentlmprov. 
Complete: 

Effect Year 
1920 Depreciation: 30 Built: 

Mull 
Acct?: 

N 

N 

2 

1 

NO 

100 

flog_[ Base Area Finished Area Parking Area 

~:-., 

htt r:l/www .rl id.org/reror1s/Iv1 a in_rcport_rl idsta r.cfm?tax lot __ id=9069 S&s it c _address_id= I... 5112/2006 <1Sl> 



K.LlU uetam:u rrupcny 1\.t:j.JUIL 

Basement: 
First: 

.(""'' Second: 
''~,y.,.. Attic: 

TOTAL 

Building 2 Characteristics 

Account: 

Inspection 
Date: 

0028827 

01-18-2001 

Building Type: 11 MANUFACTURED 
STRUCTURE 

Class: 
Year Built: 
Effect Year 
Built: 

1978 

936 

936 

Bsml Gar sqft: 
936 All Gar sqft: 

All Port sqft: 
Del Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

936 Paved Patio Sqft: 

Map & Tax 
lot: 

Roofstyle: 

Roof Cover: 

Healing: 
Exterior Wall: 

Deprecia lion: 

16-01-08-00-01101 

GABlE 

COMP SHINGLE 
MEOIUM 

Flom 
Basement: 

f213.2e Ar~~ F:inis.t:JgQ.__Ar~? 

./~'. 
·~ .... , 

..-a· 

~il 

First: 
Second: 
Attic : 

TOTAL 

Bsmt Gar sqft: 
AU Gar sqft: 
Att Port sqft: 
Del Gar sqfl: 
Driveway Sqft: 

Paved Patio Sqft: 
Search Resulls INew Properly Search IApplicalions ty1enu 

Bedrooms: 

Full Baths: 

Half Baths: 
Fireplaces: 
Percent lmprov. 
CompTete: 

600 

100 

http://www.Ilid .orgh cpu1l ::,/;\ Ll ill_I cpo1l_rl ids lar.cfm?l<I x lu t_ id-90695&s itc __ add1 css _ i d~ J ... 5/12/ CJUtJLJ. 5 J 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Ac;.co_unt # 0028835 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01 -08-00-01200 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Ti3.?< Ray~ r Name & Address: 
Joseph F & Penny L Miller Tr Miller Joseph F Te 
92774 Paschelke Rd 92774 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola , OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? Yes.* 
... 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178811 

Approximate Tax 7.25 
Lot Acres 315,810' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BJkGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class: 401 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 $26,488 

2004 $24,080 

RR5 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 14,297 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 01 200 

Recording # 

Single Family Housing 

Tract, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$158 .66 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Bu ilt: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

~ Half Baths Attic 
. 
% lmprovl!ll Complete Total 

I Comments : 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market A.ssessed 

$26,488 $14,297 

$24,080 $13,881 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument # 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 
·-·- . ~ 

Del Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

*This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

.. :~~ 

~~\ 
"'-l~?J; 
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PROPERTY REPORT~ LANE COUNTY 

Ac.count # 0028835 Map, Tax lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01200 

$j!~, ,6.dd(~ss: 

Owner Name & Address: T;:v<p~y~r. Name & Address: 
Joseph F & Penny l Miller Tr Miller Joseph F Te 
92774 Paschelke Rd 92774 PaSchelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

. . -- - -

MultiplE! Owners? Y_es:• . 
.. -- ·-···- -·-

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax lot & SIC: 1178811 

Approximate Tax 
: l.pjAcres 

· UGB: 

7.25 
315,810' 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 1111 

Subdivision 
Name: 
~(...- ' . 

Phase: 

Lot# 

Recording# 

TL 01200 

Single Family Housing 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 
$26,488 

$24,080 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 14,297 

Two Most Recent Sales 
Dale Price Grantor 

Improvement Value 
Real Markel 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$158.66 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

- -·-H-0' ·-· . . . ......... ·- --· 

School Marcola 
District: 

. Eiem 

Middle 
-·~· 

High 

Total Value 
Real Mark.et Assessed 

$26,488 $14,297 

$24,080 $13,881 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Buill: Basement Bsml Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att _Garc:~Q_e Sqft 
···-·· ·-··· .... . . . 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
-·· 

I Comments : 

*This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

-

l1 Ltp://ww w .rl id.urg/OnePagc:Propcrly Rc:port/OiltPagcPropcrt y Rcport.c fm'! tax lot_ id=7 594... 4/26/2006 q .:i} 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account # 0028835 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01200 

Site Addr(lss: 

Owner Name & Address: J~?SPJlY.~f Name & Address: 
Joseph fi & Penny L Miller Tr Miller Joseph F Te 
S2774 Paschelke Rd 92774 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola , OR 97454 

·--
Multiple Owners? Yes.* 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178811 
. "-"-

Approximate Tax 7.25 
Lot Acres 315,810' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 
-

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

.. 
Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

--· - ··- -
StatisticaJ Class: 

Land Use: 1111 

Property Class: 40 1 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$26,488 

$24,080 

RR5 

2005 Taxable Valu e 
$ 14,297 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 01200 

Recording# 

Single Family Housing 

Tract, Improved 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$158.66 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

:J 

. ... 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 
.. 

Middle 
1Hgh 

Total Value 
Real Markel 

$26,488 

$24,080 

.. 

.. 

As?essed 

$14,297 

$13,881 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

j Comments: 

'This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

ht t p:l/w ww .rl id .o rg/On e PC~ge Propert y Report/One PC~ ge Property R epo1i .c fm ?tCix lot_icl=7 5 94.. . 4/26/2 00 6.t) ~ 4 
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1~1U riUlJGILY .f\.CJ.IUll • -b- • -· • 

PROPERTY R12PORT- LANE COUNTY 

Jl,cc_ount # 117881 1 Map, Tax Lot , & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01200 

.. 
- ·~·--· · ~ 

Sit.~ 1\dcj.r~_::;s: 9~_{140 PA~~HE:LK~ RfUY!lHWP~A OR ~'!1§~ 
,· .. ·-··· .. ·'~ ,;. ''""'··-·· -· --·. 

)a!S·R~y~r N'ame &. Address: Owner Name & Address: 
Joseph F & Penny 1.- Miller Tr Mll{er J o.sep h F Te 
n 774 Pasche lke Rd 92774 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola, OR 974 54 

M"'ltiple Owners? Yes.• 

Addiiional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot& SIC: 00.2883$ 
-· 

' !Subdivision 
. -

. Approximate Tax ' 7.25 School Marcola 
· ,1.,91 A~re~ 315,810' i : ~qmf:) : Qistrict: 

----

l.nc City: .Phase: ·~lem 

UG8: Lot# TL 01200 .Midd'le 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording# High 
·-· -

Zoning: ParenVOverlay RR5 
~-·· 

Statistical Class: 120 Class 2 Single Family Home 
. ---

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 
-· 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 
-·--·-- .. . -·- . .. 

•.. Property Value and Taxes 
i• Land Value Improvement Value Total Value . 

Real Market Real Market R eal Marke t Assessed 

2005 $90,539 $107,770 $198,309 $104,798 

2004 $82,309 $89,070 $171,379 $1 01,746 

2005 Tax.able Value 2005 Taxes Tax Code Area 
$ 104,798 $1,019.20 07902 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor Grantee Instrument# 

12-15-1995 $85,000 Hendricks, Sherry P 96-00630000 

Residentia l Bui lding# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 21 stat 110 or 120 

Square feet Base Finished 
--

Year Bui~t: 1967 · Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 
-
Bedrooms 2 First 880 880 Att Garage Sqft 

.. -
Full Baths 1 Second Det Garage Sqft 

-· 
Half Baths : Attic Att Carport Sqft 

·-

% lmprovmt Complete 100 : Total 880 880 

I Com ments: 
. - .. -. -·-----

•Th is report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click he-re for ~he full Oetailed Property Report . 

http ://www .rli d.o rg/OneJ>agePropertyReport!OIIePagePropertyRcport.c f1n?taxlot_ id=7 594 .. . 4/26/2006 4 5S 
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PROPERTYREPORT-LANECOUNTY 

A_ccount # 1178811 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01200 

--- -- ---
Site Address: 92840 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

" ···- -· ----
Owner Name & Address: Ia_xp<n~r Name & Address: 
Jose_ph F & Penny L Miller Tr Miller Joseph F Te 
92774 Paschelke Rd 92774 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, 0~ 97454 Marcola , OR 97454 

---- . ---· 
MuiUple Owners? Yes! 

Additional Accot,Jn! Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028835 
·-

·-- -- - ---

Approximate Tax 7.25 Subdivision SchOol. Marcola 
Lot Acres 315,810' Name: !District: 

'~-- ·-· 

Inc City: Phase: Bern 
---· 

UGB: Lo1# TL 01200 Middle 
·--·-·· ..... ---

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 : Recording# High 
--- ---

-- --
Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

- --- .. 
Statistical> Cf.ass: 120 Class 2 Single Family Home 
- --
t.and Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

-··- -~~- . ---·-
Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Tota l Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2005 
2004 

$90,539 

$82,309 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$107,770 
$89,070 

Real Market 

$198,309 

$171,379 

Assessed 

$104,798 

$101,746 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 104,798 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

12-15-1995 $85,000 

Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$1,019.20 

Hendricks, Sherry P 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 21 stat 110 or 120 

Square feet Base Finished 
--

Year Built: 1967 Basement 

Bedrooms 2 First 880 880 

Fulll3aths 1 Second 
-

Half Baths i Attic : 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 880 .880 
i 

: 
-- - -

~---- --

J Comments: 
-- --·-·· --

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

96-00630000 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

All Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqf1 

Att Carport Sqft 
' --

•This report e~ t racts commonly used informati on from the Detai led Property Report. Click here for the full Deta iled Property Report. 

' 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-01200 

A .~T A,ccount #: 0028835 

jTax Map 3 View Tax Map 

COBURG 
~ '\1 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 

WENDLIN G 

~ -~r}. 
~ \'b.. 
~. . ~J.~. -

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

··.~ SPRINGFIELD 

y,· .~fhV 
'1- s \.S 

X-Coord : 4307830 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 1111 
Use Code and Description : S 

Land Use Code and Description: 9100 
Use Code and Description: V 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation: 
Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Yea r Annexed: 
Annexation#: 

Code: 

LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

2 

.. ... 

2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

503 

7.25 

315,810 

Environmental Findings 

SpeciaiJ.nter~s! Cop~: 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

.: :( 

- - : • • . 1 

.... · 
... 

... 
'• • t -.'>. :~·r :·· --·· 

· .. L._u· · --~-.. . '• .····. -·· 
-- ·' -:l ' ·· . ··.· 

Y-Coord: 928663 

Description : 

SINGLE FAMJL Y HOUSING 

SINGLE FAMILY 

VACANT, UNUSED, UNDEVELOPE;D lAND 
VACANT 

. :: :·. .. ·. : : • ~. ' : .· . • f , . ,. I ' ~ . . - .. 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

RURAIL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

htt p://www. rl id .org/reports/ iVla in report _rli dstrH.cf'm'Jtax lot_ id= 1350Rfi&. i te _adc! ress_id=. .. 5/ 12/700() 1._5} 



Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro W etlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 
Code: 

AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

26 
208 

95 

113G 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School : 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

. .. ~ ·, · :·: ··· : .. ~:r ... ::/ ·-: .. ··.-.:·. r .... ~ -.:c• ::;:!:;· · : ·:"' '!':·..: ·:.: :· :-.:-t·: ~- : :; :1 : : :: · ; ~ :_:. .... ,_; :~·: . ."_:: . · 

·: .. ~~' ·· ··:.: : . :. ; · . ~ :~: · : . .; ·:. ·=:-.;:::-::.; ,: ;;:;·,·-• ::· ... ,; .. ::; :; ·· r:;=;i:',ij:(;_~:t~ ;~ : .• ;!:c.:::~--

Community Number: 

415591 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Description: 

Areas of 1 00-year flood, base flood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas inside the 100-year flood, base flood ehwations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 
Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soi l Type Description: 

CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEWBERG FINE SANDY LOAM 

RITNER COBBL Y SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 60 PERCENT 
SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 
Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

61 
30 

8 

1 

EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovr er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Utility Dis trict: 5 
Soi l Wa ter Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
Zone: 0 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative Dis trict: 

State Representative Name: 

C ity Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

httr ://www rlid orglreports/M(lill rero rt rlid s t:~r. c Cm'~t:1xl o t icl = l35086& si te add ress id= ... 5/12 /2 006 q t:)~ 
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KLJU UelalleO rropeny Ktpun 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: JOSEPH F & PENNY L MILLER TR 
Owner Address: 92774 PASCHELKE RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Owner2 Name: MILLER JOSEPH F TE 
Owner Address: 92774 PASCHELKE RD 

City State 
MARCOLA OREGON 

Owner:3 Name; MILLER PENNY L TE 
Owner Address: 92774 PASCHELKE RD 

City State 

MARCOLA OREGON 

Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: MILLER JOSEPH F TE 
Taxpayer Address : 92774 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

/-·- Prop~ ny Lega l Oescri p t:'ln 
.. ~ .. - Towns hip: 16 Range: 01 

Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

LotrTracVUnit Number: TL 01200 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 
UNITED ST ATI;S 

Cot:nllry 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Land Value Improvement Value 

l"''''· 
~""'-· 

2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Real Market Real Market 
26,488 
24,080 
20,236 
18,068 
14,690 
16,320 
16,160 
16,320 
15,690 
14,800 

12,540 

14,297 
Taxable Value 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 

2005 
2004 

2003 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 

974·~4 

Qu(lrter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Valu~ 

R~al.N[arJset As~e.s.sed 

26,488 14,297 
24,080 13,881 
20,236 13,477 
18,068 13,084 
14,690 12,703 
16,3,20 12,333 
16,160 11,974 
16,320 11,625 
15,690 11,286 
14,800 14,800 

12,540 12,540 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

158.66 

155.72 

153.00 

http ://www.rlid.org/reports/Main _ rcp011_ rl idstar.cfm'? taxlo t_ id= 135086&site _ address_ id=.. . Sl 12/2006 15J 



J{LJV DetaJied Propeny Keport 

Explanation of Tax 

2002 
2001 

2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

150.39 
164.82 
123.62 
164.31 
162.26 
160.28 
170.81 
138.88 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

ce Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r. Code Split Indica tor 1178811 1178811 1178811 

Remarks : 
Potential Additional Tax; 92 Postponed Farm Tax $127.63 

Spec ial Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

Description: 

Property Class: 401 TRACT, IMPROVED 
Statistical Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 1.77 

Fire Acres: 6. 77 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 _. 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 
Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: Analysis Code: Mull Acct?: 

r(·""''t• 
\ 

*"# 

httn :l/www rlirl orf!/ renorts /MClin renort rli dstar clm 7 t(lxfol id = 1350Ro&sitc (lclchss id= 5/12/200() 4t.o 
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KL1U Yropeny Kepon 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account _# 0028553 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00101 

Site Address: 92947 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: 1.a ~pay_e ~ Name & Address: 
Ryan Thomas H & Mary Ellyn Ryan Thomas H & Mary Ellyn 
92947 Paschelke Rd 92947 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola , OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Acklitional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
-· 

--

Approximate Tax 3.91 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 170,320' Name: District: 

·-
Inc City: Phase: E;lem ; 

UGB: Lot# TL 00101 Middle 
--

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/3 Recording # High 

Zoning: Parent/Overlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 140 Class 4 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Ma rke t 

2005 $120,673 

2004 $109,703 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Market 

$120,860 
$96 ,690 

Total Value 
Real Market 

$241,533 

$206.393 

Assessed 

$158,929 

$154,300 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 158,929 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Dale Price Grantor 

2005 Taxes 
$1,601 .65 

08-24-1988 $80,000 Earnest, Duane R & Deanna L H&w 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1 ) Characteristics 41 stat 140 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1966 Basement 
.. . 

Bedrooms 3 First 1266 1266 

Full Baths 2 Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1266 1266 
-

I. Comments : 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Grantee Instrument # 

88-03502100 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 539 

Det Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

• Th is repo rt extracts commonly used informat ion from the Detailed Property Report . Cl ick here for the full Detailed Property Report . 
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JUJU Ueta~Ied Property Keport 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92947 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00101 
A & T Account#: 0028553 

!Tax Map iJ View Tax Map 
--------' 

Vicinity Map 

COBURG 
~ ''\) 

~,,Pi'~(}.. 

~ ~t<B- . 
-:.;~ SPRINGFIELD 

.. p·· .~f<V 

MABEL 
11'/ENDLING 

LEABURG 
DEERHORN 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

-··-- .. ;-;' 

.... . · 

~ - -·· 
''• .· 

S it e Adc:rr:ss St;-.r r: Plane Coordin0tr: s 

X-Coord: 4308892 

House 
92947 

Suffix Predir. 

Y -Coord: 929288 

PostDir. Street Type 

RD 

Unit Type 

' 
i. 

Unit 

Mailing City 

MARCOLA 

Street Name 

PASCHELKE 
State Zip Code 

97454 
Update Date: 

Zip+4 

9715 

Carrier Route 
OR 

Create Date: 1986-07-02 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 1111 
Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits : 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers : 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 
Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

3 

507 

. ·.r ' . ,, ' . :·. :: ' • ·· . . 

Description : 
SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

H069 

.. , ,·, .. .: . ~: ~ ' . . ,:,; _; · ..... : .. '.:·, ·.:·.: . . ·:··; 

Description: 
LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

ht tn://www .rlirl mPirf' nnrt<;/ M::~in rf' nnrt rlirk t:l r r.fm?t:1x lnt irl= ?t'i/ 1 C)X.c:itr. :Jdrlrr.<: <; irl = l '1 1 12/200() <fL 3 



KLJU veranea rropeny J~epon 

Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 
Metro Wetlands : 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

3.91 
170,320 

. . "•\ .. . 

__ , .... · ~ ¥.· _ : ?.2>.-: f: .-!;:· . • ::1:-r:~ · - ~~: .. ;' ~-, -...... :·. :, :.-:.--~ ... ·, 
. ·.~- -: : ·: .~ ,. : ~~- ···-= ·· ;-: .. ,. ·.· · • •... ·,._ (.r .:.:· :·· :·· 'j '"':;t: ; tJ~ !:_: .:·· -: ~ :: t~- · ~ · ~ : ~:· • .: •.: .;:-···: :. '.: :-:. : .. 
· :- ~ •, t: ~:: ~: ~ :. : •.·.:.. .. 1: :i :•· (!;,:::·.· :·! !"'':t :: ,:-:. :~ : u::"':• ··1. (>"!·~··:_.•. rJr--:~·. 1 W~ a ;J:: (;:"' ;:p;~· ; ·:: ; ·· .. · io_· ~::.': : c:·< .. 

FIRM Map Number: 
41 039C0680F 
Code: 

Community Number: 

415591 

Post- FIRM Date: 
1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

89D 

26 
78 

113G 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School : 
Middle School : 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 
LTD Ride Source: 

Description: 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM,12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 
CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 
MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 
RITNER COBBLY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 60 PERCENT 
SLOPES 

Code: 
79J 

Name: 
MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

83 
10 
6 

1 

Ambulance District: EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soi l Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 
State Representative District : 
State Representative Name: 
City Council Ward : 
City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 
State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 
EWES Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 
WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

Owner1 Name: RYAN THOMAS H & MARY ELLYN 

EAST 

--~~~~-~i. 

... J 

.~~~; 
, . /I 
":"l,_;·.f·'· 

,.¢1',.._ 
. . -~ 

"<:;,_:!:ti; 
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Owner Address: 92947 PASCHELKE RD 

City State Country 
MARCOLA OREGON UNITED STATES 
Taxpayer 
Taxpayer Name: RYAN THOMAS H & MARY E.LLYN 
Taxpayer Address: 92947 PASCHELKI: RD 

City State Country 

MARCOLA OREGON UNITED STATES 

P r oi~ Crty i.. OSil; Dt:sr. rip :ion 

Township: 16 Range: 01 Section:os 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lot/Trc;lcUUnit Number: TL 00101 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Propert y Value and Tax e:s 

Land Value Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Market 

2005 120,673 120,86() 
2004 109,703 96,.690 
2003 92,188 104,290 
2002 82,311 93,120 
2001 66,920 107,030 
2000 74,360 1·15,090 
1999 73,620 121,150 
1998 74,360 103,550 
1997 71,500 104,600 
1996 67,450 87,170 
1995 57,160 82,240 

0 158,929 
Ta.xa ble Value Exe mption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 
974'54 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 
Re~l Market Assessed 

241,533 158,929 
206,393 154,300 
196,478 149,806 
175,431 145,443 
173,950 141,207 
189,450 137,094 
194,770 133,101 
177,910 129,224 
176,100 125,460 
154,620 154,620 
139,400 139,400 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZN:PU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,601.65 
1,552.17 
1,518.33 
1,494.85 
1,674.23 
1,610.49 
1,640.31 
1,481.68 
1,452.86 
1,576.27 
1,208.41 

The tax Shown Is the amount certified in Octob~r. unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes tYPically occur as a result of appea!s. clerical errors Md omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals. or is notified by the depaftment. in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full ;;~mount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made. interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 

h ll p://www . J I id 01 glrepons/M ai n_reporl_rl idstar.cfm ?ta x lot_ id==262 1 Y&s ite _add ress_id= I... 5112/2006 q f.::/5' 



RLJlJ Vetmled Property Keport 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Schedu led to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Loca lly Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

General Information 
Property Class: 401 TRACT, IMPROVED 
Statistical Class: 140 CLASS 4 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for th is Account: 3.88 

Fire Acres: 3 .88 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DtST 

Sales Information 

... . , . .. .•. :::· 

Sales Sales 
Date : Price: 

Grantor: G t 
Instrument 

ranee: #: 
Analysis 

Code: 
08-24-
1988 

80,000 
EARNEST, DUANE R & DEANNA L 

H&W 
8803502100 N 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 0028553 
Map & Tax 

16-01-08-00-00101 
Lot: 

Inspection 
12-07-1993 Roofstyle : GABLE Bedrooms: 

Date : 

Building Type: 41 STAT 140 Roof Cover: 
COMP SHINGLE Full Baths: 
MEDIUM 

Class: 4- Heating: FORCED HOT AIR Half Baths: 

Year Built : 1966 Exterior Wall: WOOD SIDING Fireplaces: 
Effect Year 

1966 Depreciation: 21 
Percent lmprov. 

Built: Complete: 

FIQor ~?s_EL-~n~~ f[.oisJ:t~.Q ~r_e9. 

Mull 
Acct?: 

3 

2 

YES 

100 

Parking Areq 

I 

-·· 

- ~.w"\:t.~ 
< 
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KLJV veta11ea nopeny Kepon 

Basement: 

First: 

Second : 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

1266 

1266 

6smt Gar sqft: 
1266 Att Gar sqft: 

Att Port sqft: 

Det G_~r s.qf.t: 
Dr!vewa:y Sqtt: 

1266 Paved Patio Sqft: 
Search l'lesulls jNew Property Search jAppficalions Menu 

rugt: J u1 J 

539 

400 

http: //www.rlid.org/reports/ Main repo rt rlid star cfm') ta xlo t id==262l9&site add ress id== l .. . 5112/2006 ~ J_ 7 



KLJU rro~ny KCjJUll 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028561 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01 -08-00-00102 

Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Ryan Thomas H & Mary Ellyn Ryan Thomas H & Mary Ellyn 
92947 Paschelke Rd 92947 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola , OR 97 454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 8.04 
Lot Acres 350,222' 

Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/3 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay 

Statistica l Class: 

Land Use: 8040 

Property Class: 640 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 $81,857 
2004 $74,782 

RR5 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 2,546 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Subdivision 
Name: 

Phase: 

Lot# TL 00102 

Recording# 

Pasture, Cows, Sheep, Cattle 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 
$0 

2005 Taxes 
$36.28 

Grantee 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real MC?r!<et As~.~ ss.ed 

$81,857 
$74,782 

$2,546 
$2,472 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

08-24 -1988 $80,000 Earnest, Duane R & Deanna L H&w Ryan, Thomas H & Mary Ellyn 

Instrument# 

88-035021 00 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement Bsm~ Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Garage Sqft 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

I Comments: 

•This report e~tracts commonly used information from the Deta iled Property Report. Click here for lhe full Detailed Propert y Report . 
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PROPERTY REPORT-LANE COUNTY 

Account# 0028561 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01-08-00-00102 

- - -- - . 
Site Address: 

Owner Name & Address: I!!XP<;!YI;!J Name & Address: 
Ryan Thomas H & Mary Ellyn Ry~n Thomas H & Mary Ellyn 
92947 Paschelke Rd ,92947 Paschelke Rd 
M;ncola, OR 97454 :Marcola , OR 97 454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional A.ccount Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 
.. 

Approximate Tax 8.04 
loJ Acres 350,222' 

Inc City: 
..... 

UGB: 
-. 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/3 
.. ..... 

'Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

Statistical Glass: 
-- -. 
Land Use: 8040 

. . 

Property Cl'ass: 640 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 

2004 
$81,857 

$74 ,782 

RR5 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 2,546 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

----····-···-"-----···"" 

Subdivision 
Name: 

---- - -
Phase: 

Lot# TL OOW2 

Recording# 

- - .. --

.. - ---

Pasture, Cows, Sheep, ~attle 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$36.28 

Grantee 

School Marcol,a 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

Higll 

. ... 

-

---~ - ·--·--- ---

Total Vahle 
Real Market 

$81,857 

$74,782 

--

Assessed 

$2,546 

$2,472 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

08-24 , 1988 $80,000 Earnest, Duane R & Deanna L H&w Ryan, Thomas H & Mary Ellyn 

Instrument# 

88-035021 00 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 
.. - .. . - . -

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First :Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second I Del Garage Sqft 
-

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
... 

I Comments: 
~ - -.. 

r~"' 'This report ex tracts com monly used in formation from the Deta iled Property Report . O ick here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

~ 
-~ 

l . .• ' '""' / , .... {' ,, ' / , . C" 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 

Map & Tax Lot #: 16-01-08-00-00102 

A ~.T Accou11t #:: 0028561 

View Tax Map jTax Map iJ 
--------------~ 

Vicinity Map 

COBURG 

1a ''iJ 

:! .. P~;f:. 
~ ~a 
~ i~·~.-

·\;,o, SPRIN GFIELD 

i)r.~M 
'). :1 \~ 

MABEL 

WENDLING 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

VIDA 

Convert to PDF Document 

Deta r! Map 
----:,..:._J;=~.:.\_- - --· 

. ·. . · . 
.. - ··---- - -·-- .. -· ' ~ 

-;· 

·- . - ;.~: .; .. _ :·~··_ - : . 

"--~ ·-· .. -· · .. __ _. ___ - ... . : 
·: ······ . 

. ~ ~] . 

X-Coord: 4308751 

S ite Address State PI<Jne Coordinates 

Y-Coord: 928923 

L. <~ nd U sc 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description : 8040 

Use Code and Description : A 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

2 ounc.! ~: r·y In fc· r n1 ~! lion 

General 
Incorpora ted City Limits: 

Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 
Node: 

2000 Census Tract : 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 
2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands : 

;..; •:::: . ·. '· .... 
. '!, 

Code: 

LC 

RRS 

MVF 

N 
0200 

3 

507 

8.04 
350,222 

· , •: 

Description: 

PASTURE, COWS, SHEEP, CATTLE 
AGRICULTURE 

.. ; . ~ ~- :-- :• ... ·. ':.; ! , ... : :. :: •: ' .. '. - ~ : •, 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

'· . . .. . . ~- . ., . 

http://www rlicl or_r,/ reports/Mai n repo rt rlid star c!m?1:1xlot id=3 125 4& site l\dcl ress id = ... 
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FIRM Map Number: 
41039C0680F 
Code: 

Community Number: 

415591 

Post- FIRM Date: 
1985•12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

113G 

890 
26 

Schoors 

District: 
Elementary School : 
Middle Sehool: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 
llD Ride Source: 

Description: 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood . 

S.oil Type Description: 

RITNER COBSL Y SILTY Cl-AY LOAM, 30 TO 60 PERCENT 
SLOPES 
NEKIA SILTY CLAY l-OAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 
CHI;H,AI.JS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 

Code: 

79J 
Name: 
MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

54 

24 
21 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P "d . SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er. LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 
County Commissioner: 
State Representative District: 
State Representative Name: 
City Council Ward : 
City Councilor Name: 

100105 
5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 
PHIL BARNHART 

State Senate District: 6 

EAST 

State Senator: WILLIAM MORRISETTE 
LCC Board Zones: 3 

EWES Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: RYAN THOMAS H & MARY ELLYN 
Owner Address: 92947 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Taxpayer Name: RYAN THOMAS H & MARY ELLYN 

Taxpayer Address: 92947 PASCHELKE RD 

Zip Code 

97454 

ht tp://www·' J iu.u1 g/1 eports/Ma in_report_rl icl star.cfm?ta xlot_ id=3 1254&site _aciuress _ id= ... Sf 12/2006 .q ~) 



KLIU UelaJiea nopeny Kepon 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Property LGUi11 De sc ri p ti o n 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lot/TracUUnit Number: TL 00102 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Property Va!uc and T;t xes 

Land Value 
Real Marke t 

2005 81,857 
2004 74,782 
2003 62,656 
2002 58,108 
2001 46,992 
2000 50,529 
1999 50,020 
1998 50,530 
1997 48,590 
1996 45,840 
1995 38,850 

2,546 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section : 08 

Improvement Value 
Real M?rket 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Explanation of Tax 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 

Rea[ MaJket Asses.secj 

81,857 2,546 

74,782 2,472 
62,656 659 
58,108 630 
46,992 612 
50,529 594 
50,020 580 
50,530 332 
48,590 322 
45,840 380 
38,850 360 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value {FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
36 .28 
35 .76 
22.59 
22.55 
23.24 
20.23 
23.25 
21.04 
20.98 
20.95 
20.38 

The tax shown is the amount certi fied in October. unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made , interest owing, or previous years owing . 

Account Status 
(o Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

I 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(o Loca lly Assessed 

( Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

~; .. 

.:~~~. 

i,,,., -~~.! 

http: // w ww rl id org/ rcports/Ma in ITJlOii f"licl star c fm ?t<lx lot id= 3 1254&s it c (lclcl rcss icl= .. . 5/ 12/2 006 47? 
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l·'\ 
;'·i 
f~ 
i.i 
~ :~ 

t~ 
"~v 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

Property Class: 

Statistical Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: 

FORDF 

640 

~0161 

515 
RP 

Description: 
FOREST DEFERRAL 

FOREST, UNZONEO FARM LAND, 
VACANT 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 
Fire Acres: 

9.45 
9.45 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
I,.ANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales Grantor: 
Date: Price: 

08-24· 80,000 EARNEST, DUANE R & 
1988 DEANNA L H&W 

Manufactured Structures 

Grantee: 

RYAN, THOMAS H & 
MARY ELLYN 

Search Results JNew Properly Search JApplicalions Menu 

Instrument Analysis 
#: Code: 

8803502100 N 

Mull 
Acct? : 

N 

htt p://www .rl id .org/rcport.s!Jvl ain_report_rl idstar.cfm?tax lot_ id=J 125<.\ &site _address _ id= ... S/ 12/2006 q V 
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KLJU Property Kepon • ~o- . -· . 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

~CCOl1nt # 0028579 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08 -00-00103 

Site Address: 92953 PASCHELKE RD MARCOLA OR 97454 

Owner Name & Address: Ja_xp{lyer Name & Address: 
Rogers Cleo J & Donald E Rogers Cleo J & Donald E 
92953 Paschelke Rd 92953 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 

Approximate Tax 4.70 Subdivision School Marcola 
Lot Acres 204,732' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: Elem 

UGB: Lot# TL 00103 Middle 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/3 Recording# High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 

Statistical Class: 140 Class 4 Single Family Home 

Land Use: 111 1 Single Family Housing 
- · 

Property Class: 401 Tract, Improved 

Total Value 
Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

Improvement Value 
Real Market Real Market Assessed 

2005 

2004 

$71,660 

$65,146 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 131,779 

Two Most Recent Sales 
Date Price Grantor 

$169,040 

$135,230 

2005 Taxes 
$1 ,337.60 

Grantee 

Residential Building# 1 (of 1) Characteristics 41 stat 140 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: 1967 Basement 

Bedrooms 3 First 1768 1768 

Full Baths 2 Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete 100 Total 1768 1768 

I Comments : 

$240,700 $142,239 

$200,376 $138,096 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument# 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

506 

540 

•This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report. Click here for the full Detailed Property Report . 

h tIp :/ /www .rl id.o rg/OneP8geP rope rt y Repo n/One IJage Propert y Rcpon .cf m?tax lot_ id=4 7 4 5 ... 4/26/2006 L1-J4. 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92953 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00103 
A & T Account#: 0028579 

COBU RG 
'iJ 

jTax Map :::J 
--------------~ 

View Tax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 
r. -

; WENDLING 
L .. . • 

LEABURG 

DEER'HORN 

Convert lo PDF Document 

Detail Map 

;. . ---· 
. ~,;. 

.. ,....-;.~-- ·-·. 
.. .. 

. · .. 

·- . . . ,.•_ . 
.-:-. -- · ·n 

-- -~-· 

--~--1-i 
i · ···: .• 

,- - .. .! . . 

._ ... · .. 
. ···· ... 

- --:: · · ; . . -
.. ·· ·--·-- - ·- ---:... .. . 
\:_· . 

· ·,.···· 
. :.:·. -... - • .=. .:.. -- . 

:··. ; ·: 
-r·--· . 

Site Adclrr_.,~. s Stale Plar.c Coordinates 

X-Coord : 4309209 
.3i\.~ ::...c:c;,.·ess i,1fc .. r~11;~!ir.;.n 

House 
92953 

Suffix 

Mail ing City 

MARCOl-A 
Create Date: 1986-07-02 

L;:;nd Use 

Predir. Street Name 
PASCHELKE 

State 

OR 

Code: 
Land' Use Code and Description: 1111 
Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

~\;un dr.ry li~forn1at i~ r: 

General 

Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 
Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 
Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 
2000 Block Group: 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 

0200 

3 

·' . 

Y-Coord : 929698 

PostDir. Street Type 
RD 

Zip Code Zip+4 

97454 9715 
Update Date: 

Description: 
SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 
SINGLE FAMILY 

Descr-iption: 
LANE COUNTY 

Unit Type Unit 

Carrier Route 
H069 

. ...... .:.:: :., :· i .y 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

{ '""\ Year Annexed: 
W ' Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 507 

http ://www. rlicl.org/reports/MC\In_report _rlidstar.cfm?t<l xlot_id=37066&sit e _add ress _id= 1... 511 2/2 006 { 7S 
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KL1U uetaueu r rupen y K t:jJUJ 1 , u 6 ........ v• _, 

Zone: 
Approximate Acreage: 
Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 
Metro Flood Hazards: 
Metro W etlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

4.70 
204,732 

·, '•'t";' .. ·::;· .. ' .· ':. ::. 

.·:. : : ·,:· · . .. ! : 

·_· , .. .,;;• .I : .1 ' · .:;:.:·. 

- - . . . ::, .. . . , 

FIRM Map Number: 
41 039C0680F 
Code: 

Community Number: 
415591 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 
Pane l Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

89D 
78 
208 
26 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 
Middle School: 
High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area : 
L TO Ride Source : 

Description: 
Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood . 

Soil Type Description: 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 
MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 
BRIE DWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 
CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 

Code: 
79J 

Name: 
MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

82 
16 
2 
1 

Ambulance District: EC Area: EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Util ity District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
County Commissioner District: 
County Commissioner: 
State Represen tative District: 
State Representative Name: 
City Council Ward : 
City Councilor Name: 
State Senate Distric t: 
State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones : 
EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 
11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

Owner1 Name: ROGERS CLEO J & DONALD E 

Owner Address: 92953 PASCHELKE RD 

EAST 

f/,ap G. T2x L o ~ : \ 6 - 0~ -08 -CO-CO'; 03 

• +"""trl\ 

~.,t;J;.; 

.. ..-f"'<t·"\. 

' ' ' \-.,;•_.::/ 

""""'·'" 
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City 
MARCOLA 
Taxpay~r 

State 
OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: ROGERS CLEO J & DONAl-D E 
Taxpayer Address: 92953 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 

OREGON 

Property Lega l Descripti0 •1 
Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
Lo!/TracVUnit Number: TL 00103 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Property Value and Ta xes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 71,660 
2004 65,146 
2003 54,745 

2002 48,880 

2001 39,740 
2000 44,160 
1999 43,720 
1998 44,160 

1997 42,460 

1996 40,060 

1995 33,950 

131,779 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

169,040 
135,230 
145,870 
130,240 
149,700 
160,970 
169,440 
144,820 
146,280 
121,900 
115,000 

10,460 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Current Exemptions 
Tax Year 

2005 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Amount 

10,460 

Zip Code 
97454 

Zip Code 

97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

Total Value 

_Rea l Marlset Assessed 
240,700 142,239 
200,376 138,096 
200,615 134,074 
179,120 130,169 
189,440 126,378 
205,130 122,697 
213,160 119,123 
188,980 138,077 
188,740 134,055 
161,960 161,960 
148,950 125,760 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
1,337.60 
1,299.53 
1,26!U~1 

1,249.07 
1,397.83 
1,442.94 
1,473.93 
1,579.33 
1,548.56 

1,648.44 
1,095.65 

Description 

Veteran 1 

;t1$~ 

~till>' The tax shown is the amount certified in October. unless a value change has been processed on the property. 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 
initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 

http ://www.rl id .org/rcports/Ma 1n_ report _rli ds tar.cfm?taxlot_ id=3 7066&si;te _address _id= I... 51 12/2006 -477 
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omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge · 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Split Indicator 

Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax; 96 Postponed Farm Tax $800.93 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

General Information 

Description: 

Property Class: 401 TRACT, IMPROVED 
Statistical Class: 140 CLASS 4 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 
Property Use Type : 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LANDANDlMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 4.68 
Fire Acres: 4.68 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 ._ .. 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 
LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

. .. :-: .. 

MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Date: Sales Price: 

Manufactured Structures 

Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 0028579 

Inspection Date: 12-15-1993 

Building Type : 41 STAT 140 

Class: 4 

Year Built : 1967 
Effect Year 
Built: 

1967 

FI.Q.Q!. 

Grantor: Grantee: 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 
Roof style : 

Roof Cover: 

Heating: 

Exterior Wall: 

Depreciation : 

Sase Area finl~h~.9 . P.-r.l?i'! 

! ·•:·· 

Instrument#: Analysis Code: 

16-01-08-00-00103 

GABLE Bedrooms: 

CEDAR SHAKE Full Baths: 
MED 

FORCED HOT AIR Half Baths: 

WOOD SIDING Fireplaces: 
Percent lmprov. 

21 
Complete : 

Mull Acct?: 

3 

2 

YES 

100 

E.arking _l')rrgiJ. 

. j ... ~; 

,tl-f":~~ 
,, 
\v~· 

h t t n://www rl i cl or£>:/renort s/ M ;> in renort rl i rl stnr c fm ?t ;tx lot i cl<l7066&s i tc address id= 1 . . . 5112/2006 4l2?. 
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KL1U vetalleu rrupeny J~.epu1 L 1 a 5 ... ..J v• ..J 

Basement: 
First: 
Second: 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

1768 

1768 

Bsmt G<:~r sqtt: 
1768 Att Gar sqft: 

At! Port sqft: 
Det Gar sqft: 

Orivei.'{~Y Sqft: 
171,?8 PCi!v~g Ratio Sqft: 

Seatch Resulls !New Pmperty Se~ tcl'a IApplit;:.alions Menu 

506 
540 

360 
150 

http :// www .rliJ.org/rcpons/J'vla in_repo r·t_rl idstar.c f'm?tax lot_.id=3 70M&sitc _add ress _ iJ= l .. . 51 121 2UU!J Ci19 



KLJU Yropeny Kepon 

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 1423134 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC # 16-01 -08-00-00105 

Site Address : 

Owner Name & Address: Taxp9yer Name & Address: 
Rogers Cleo J & Donald E Rogers Cleo J & Donald E 
92953 Paschelke Rd 92953 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No . 
. -~. --
Additional Account Numbers for this ~ax Lot & SIC: 

-· 

- . 

'Approximate Tax 9.83 
Lot Acres 428,195' 

·-
Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/3 

Zoning: Parent/Overlay 
-· 

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 8310 

Property Class: 550 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Markel 

2005 $33,918 

2004 $30,987 

E40 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 1,502 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Subdivision 
Name: 

-·--
Phase: 

Lot# TL 00105 

Recording# 

Timberlands 

Farm . Efu. Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$14.61 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement 

Bedrooms First 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

-I Comments: 

School Marcola 
District: 

E.lem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$1,502 

$1,458 

$33,918 

$30,987 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Instrument # 

Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Del Garage Sqft 

Att Carport Sqft 

•This report extracts commonly used infor mation from the Detailed Property Report . Cl ick here fo r the full Detai led Property Report. 

.';'>.:.~~1: 

·· . .,;~ 

_ ~'ill""\ 

··"'-~.~-t~ 

h 1 t n:l/ www. rl irl orr.,/ One Page Propert y Repo ri /Onr P;)gc Pmpcrty I~ eporl. c fm'?ta x lot i cl =3055 ... 4/26/200() ~ ~0 
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KLIJJ LICLi:111CU r 1 UJJCI ty J'\.CjJUJ 1 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08 -00-00105 
A & T Account#: 1423134 

SpeciaJ l llt~ces t _ Co<:J.~.: 

I Tax Map ::::J View Tax Map j ___ c_o_n_v_e_rt_to_P_D_F_D_o_c_u_m_e_n_t _ ____, 

Vicinity Map 

COBURG 
~ '"i) 

~~Y~;j-
~- ~-~- . 

~~ SPRINGFIELD 

~~-~-~"'~ 
-,_ ~ ··S 

MABEL 

'WENDLING 

LEABURG 

DEERHORN 

VIDA 

Detail :Map 

: . 

: ··-. -·--
_:_-~:~~- :tnl .. 

·-~----··' -·,~--
: ;··. -...... _ _.., , ~: _. ...... ·-: ·· .. 

.. 

m
. 

. ... . . 
. 

. .. 

. . . : .: .. . ... . 
. -. .:-... - . ~ 

X-Coord: 4308865 

Site Arldress S:<1tc Plane Coordin<~ t es 

Y-Coord: 929895 

Code: 
Land Use Code and Description: 8310 

Use Code and Description: T 

/ ... ~ ·- ,. ·. :;,: 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
!Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation : 

Node: 
2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed: 

Annexation #: 
2004 T:ransportation Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands : 

.. '·· · ... 

Code: 

LC 

E40 

MVF 

N 
0200 

3 

507 

9.83 
428,195 

Description: 

TIMBERLANDS 

TIMBER 
... ;': . . _. . . 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

. .... , .·:··· 

EXCLUSIVE FARM USE 40 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

htt p://\\'ww .rl id.orglrcports/MiJill_ report_rl idstar.cfn1?tax lot_id =603 l9&s ite _add ress _ id = ... 
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KLlJJ ut:taJJeu rrupeny .!'CJJUll 

: . . . -~· 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones . . ··:.: 
·:·· ,_; · ·; r_, ·· :-:- .:.-~_..-:--:..· \ '; ;: ;,1 ~ r:~: : ;:'·f. n ,:;i.;:; !:c;::on t·-:::wt-:O::l' ~;~'''{:: :~· .. ' .:1 d:!!; t :.!~ ' j ;~ .

. ' .· :_ ,". 1 . . • •; ," • · • • ::. :·,-;,• : . . ·', ::_. ' ,;·'! : [ .:, :~1 • !'. ,) v~ ! ~ : ~:~ :f •,. ,·, ,\"(1: ; ·, : :.:1•y .l·:· !- ,-:: · •; ' ',; .'/ '' ·. ' 

· .. · .. :: · .. '. ::- ·· : ·,·. ·: : .·- : :.· :'"' . · : · ~ · : . :.,;·i.:::·: "": !=' ~- .. ~ :1 ·.;; ~:-:, nr ::~ ~·;Jr::;···l:i ~ ·:: ::~ .;!· :::-· ! ~. 

FIRM Map Number: 

41 039C0680F 

Code: 

Community Number: 

415591 

Post - FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

X 
Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

890 

78 
208 

113G 

89E 

Schools 

District: 
Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 
L TO Service Area: 

L TO Ride Source: 

Description: 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 12 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

RITNER COBBLY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 60 PERCENT 
SLOPES 

NEKIA SILTY CLAY LOAM, 20 TO 30 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

39 

33 

25 

4 

0 

Ambulance District: EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P 
.d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

rOVI er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Utility District: 5 
Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 
Election Precinct: 
Coun ty Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward : 

City Councilor Name: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

State Senate District: 6 

EAST 

State Senator: WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

LCC Board Zones : 3 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

Property Owner 

Owner1 Name: ROGERS CLEO J & DONALD E 

Owner Address: 92953 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Zip Code 

97454 

lJ ttp ://www . rl i d .org/repu1 ts/J\1 a in_ rcpo rt_rl icl stDr .cflll ?tax lo t_ id ~ G03 1 9&s i tc _aJ Jrcss _ i J= ... 5/12 /200G~b2-
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JUJU UetaJieCI Property J<.eport 

Taxpayer Name: ROGERS CLEO J & DONALD E 
Taxpayer Address: 92953 PASCHELKE RD 

City 
MARCOLA 

State 
OREGON 

Property l eg<~ l Descr iption 

Township: 16 Range: 01 
Subdivision Type : Subdivision Name: 
Lot/TracUUnit Number: TL 00105 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

2005 
2004 

2003 
2002 
2001 
2·000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Land Value 
Real Market 

33,918 
30,987 
25,961 
24,077 
19,471 
20,938 
20,730 
20,940 
20,130 
18,990 
16,090 

Country 
UNITE.() STAlES 

Section: 08 

lmprovernent Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 1,502 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 

2000 
1999 
1998 
1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 
Division/Phase: 

ra!:!,C J UJ--. 

Total Value 
Real Market Assess~d 

33,918 1,502 

30,987 1,458 

25,961 1,415 

24,077 1,375 

19,471 1,338 

20,938 1,298 
20,730 1,270 
20,940 1,242 
20,130 1,206 
18,990 1,450 

16,090 1,340 

0 

Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
14.61 
14.14 
13.81 
13.60 
15.33 
15.11 
15.12 
t3.69 
13.43 
14.25 
11 .08 

The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the prop~rty. 
Value changes typically occur as a· re.sult of appeals, clerical errors a11d omilled property. The owner either 
initiates the change , as in the case of appeals, or is notified by the department. in the case of. demcc;~l errors ancj 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of .tax for the year indicated and does l'lot Include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

r. Locally Assessed 

http ://www .rllu.org/report s/I'vlai ll_report_rl iustar.cfm ?tax lot_id=603 I 9&sitc _add ress_id= ... 5/ 12/2 006 410 



:-J.··~~4.~~~ifM~i~ill.~~r~l.fi.~~-~i';tt~;i..$1;.-t~i~"!~hi. u-!, ~;~,~w:.dt.i~:t~i~~-it~~~-~~~.in.::'.!t~>-'~·-ci~-:,..-~·~·-.•'"''~~~'-~:~'iif!\ilit.'"'·~!:.~-#-·,..,,,_~~;::-~ :;:.·..!.:~:-.•··,~:it)w.-.: ..... /~:·.<.,-.·,.,~:.: ...• ,.-., .·· ..... ,;~-~ldl:~'~::..fxL'Is.iitiJl!!o-.:::.tS':ifr.~t't{k;"'";·- , 

RLJIJ JJetmled Property Keport r<tgt; '-t UJ ..., 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

r Code Spl it Ind icator 

Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

ZFARM 

Gener:at Information 
Property Class: 550 

StatistiGal Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 

Property Use Type: 502 

Account Type: RP 

Description: 

ZONED FARM 

FARM, EFU, VACANT 

Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 

Total Acreage for this Account : 10.21 

Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 . ,, :. .. · 

EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 

LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
. LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sa les Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

Instrument#: 

Search Results JNew Property Search !Applications Menu 

Analysis Code: 

!1 t tp :l / ww w. rl i d.o rg/rcporls/ 1vl a i n_reporl _ _rl i dstnr.cft n'J tax lot_ i d=603 1 <J&s i le _address i d= .. 

\.•:_ .,,' 

Mull Ace!?: 

5112/?.00G~t 
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K.LJU riUjJCIIJ .I'.CjJUll ~ -o- . -- . 

PROPERTY Ri;PORT -lANE COUNTY 

Account.# 1572138 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00107 

;ii!~ . f'.Qpr~~.s~~9277~ PA~CH!=L"K~).~!?}~~,A.RCX~.~A QR 97~~~ . , . _ 
""'' . . .. .,. ··~ .. .•. .. 

: Owner Name & Address: 1!\i~peyer Name .. & Address: 
.Miller Family Ttust M.iJier Joseph F 
92774 Paschelke Rd 92774 Paschel.ke Rd 
Marcola , OR 97 454 Marcola, OR 97454 
~- -· ... 

Ml!ltipJe Owners? No. 
.. 

~ddit!qoal Acco\.lnt Nurnbers for thi~ Tax Lot & SIC: 15946Q0 

... 

Approximate Tax 7.89 
Lql/)cres 343,688' 

lrjc:; City: 
' UGB: 

- ·- ·- . -. 
Census Tr/BI~Grp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenVOverlay RR5 

Sta\islical Class: 150 

!.,and Use; 1111 

Property Class: 641 

.. 

_. ~-

Subdivision 
Name: 

'Phase: · ..... . 
Lot# 

·Recording # 

... . -~ .. . .. 

, .... 

TL 00107 

Class 5 Single Family Home 
·-

Single Family Housing 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Improved 
.. 

School 
District: 
' 
Elem 

Middle. 

High 

.•.. -·-··-· 

-
Marcbla 

-

Total Value 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Markel 

Improvement Value 
Real Mar!<.et Real Markel ,A.ss~$S.ed 

2005 

2004 

$116,442 

$94 ,747 

$648,460 

$54 1,500 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 534,651 

2005 Taxes 
$5,199.69 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 
06-25-2003 $0 

09-26-1995 $105,000 

Ma11ufactured Structure 
-

Grantor 

Joseph F & Penny L Miller Trust 

Pasclilelke, John Lee 

··· ·-

$764,902 $534,651 
$636,247 $462,498 

Grantee 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Miller Family Trust 

Instrument# 
20-03-058036 

95-05541 000 

Model Year: 1999 Make: Marlette 

Serial Number: H0017872AB Plate Number: 
···- - ··-- -

Length: 0 Width: 0 
.. 

Model: 
........ 

I Comme~ts: 
*This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here forth~ full Detailed Property Report. 

··· ···-

' 

http: //www . rl id .nrg/Onc P:1gc Property R cpori/Onc P:lgc P ropcrtyRcpo11. c fm?t :l\ lo t_id c -197 G. .. -1/2G/200(iq -£5 



KLJU rropcny KCJJUit --o- -- - -

PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 1594660 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-00107 

Site Address: 
... 

Owner Name & Address: Taxpayer Name & Address: 
Miller Family Trust Miller Joseph F 
92774 Paschelke Rd 92774 Paschelke Rd 
Marcola, OR 97454 Marcola, OR 97454 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Add itional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1572138 ... -. - - ---~---. 

Approximate Tax 7.89 Subdivision School Marco fa 
Lot A cres 343,68S' Name: District: 

Inc City: Phase: ,, E!em 
·-· l .. 

UGB: Lot# TL 00107 Middle 
.· 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 Recording # High 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay RR5 
. -

Statistical Class: 

Land Use: 1111 Single Family Housing 
····-···-'-

Property Class: 641 Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Improved 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Rea l Market 

2005 

2004 

$24,110 
$4,053 

2005 Taxable Value 
$420 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price Grantor 

Improvement Value 
Rea l Market 

$0 
$0 

2005 Taxes 
$59.02 

06-25-2003 $0 Joseph F & Penny L Miller Trust 

Residential Building# 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

Grantee 

Total Value 
Real Market Assessed 

$24,11 0 $420 
$4,053 $408 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Miller Family Trust 

Instrument # 

20-03-058036 

Square feet · Base Finished 

Year Built : Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 
... --

Full Baths Second Det Garage Sqft ' 
Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

r Comments: 

"This report extracts commonly used in formation from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for t he full Detai led Property Report. 

h t p:l /www .rl icl . org/OncP:1gcPropc rt ) Report/One PagcPropciiy Report .c fm ?tax I ot_i d=..) 97 G. .. cl /2 6/200G .1\.,f:J.a 



KLIU uetauea Yropeny Kepon 

LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Site Address: 92774 PASCHELKE RD 
Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-00107 

A & T Account#: 1572138 

!Tax Map 3 View T;ax Map 

Vicinity Map 

MABEL 
WENDLING 

LEABURG 
DEERHORN 

Convert to PDF Document 

Detail Map 

·.- · .. _.: ... · -~ 
·• 

' . _:.:::· ... -~ __ ,:~:::~:~::: ·: ~:~. ~ ::::<:~~~·:,~ 
----· t -· -

Sit~ Ac.~cres s S~~;! t:.· P:a ne Coord!na .t C!S 

X-Coon;l : 4307967 

House 

92774 

Suffix Predir. Street Name 

PASCHELKE 

Y-Coord: 928231 

PostOir. Street Type Unit Type 

RD 

Unit 

Mai ling City 

MARCOLA 

State Zip Code Zip+4 Carrier Route 

OR 
Create Date: 1998-01-21 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 1111 

Use Code and Description: S 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 
. . 

·: < .. : : t·:;~ -- - : •. ':' :!: ;·,;'": \ . · : : ', 

General 

Incorporated City Limits : 

Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 

Plan Designation : 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

~"<'!"·"' Year Annexed : 
-it<:lll' Annexation #: 

2004 Transportation Analysis 

Code: 
LC 

RR5 

MVF 

N 
0200 
2 

503 

97454 9756 

Update Date : 2002-11 -22 
. . -:· 

Description: 

SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING 

SINGLE FAMILY 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

H069 

RURAL RESIDENTIAL 5 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

http://ww w .rl icl .org/rcpOii s/M ::~in _ rcport_rl idstar. cfm'>taxlot_id= I 061 92&s i te _add ress_ id=... )/ 12/2006 Gt~7 



K.LJV uetaueo rropcny J~t:pun J" <ll$C "- Vl V 

Zone : 

Approximate Acreage: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

FIRM Map Number: 

41039C0680F 

Code: 

A 

AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

95 

20B 

113G 

26 

Schools 

D istrict: 

E lementary School: 

Middle School : 

High School: 

Service Districts 

LTD Service Area: 

LTD Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

7.89 

343,688 
i'.• .. ; . ..:,'' •: . ._ .:. ·. ' '-, -, . : i ~ ' ;: r ;: ·:: . ~.:;:. 

B 

Areas bet limits of the 1 00-yr and 500-yr flood;or certain areas 
subject to 100-yr flooc;Jing with ave depths >1 foot or where the 
contributing drainage area is >1 square mile; or areas 
protected by levees from the base flood. 

"' :: • · .:• , .. · .... -: ·r.:: . . .. ," 1; :=· :; .. ·_;_;; \' (";;:;:._; ;~·-:.r ;."::,, :-.;.::: ;:.:r_; l:\.-- ··. ;)· ~ : ... ·:•:•:' :·,-. ' , ·,. _-, ··.·.· : ::i: t ·~ , . • 

·.~ ·- _ -~;i;: . . ·t. ~ -,_: · •.: .. :. -:· ; _, :.:-. . -. !; t: .'. :::c : t~ :i;l ::l :::., :\;./:':: !.;t::': ; ;.· •-: i; :•:: r:t~ c r· II :•:' :; •• u :.;_, ,; ~> · .... · .. :·:·.: -···=': f _:· 

· --· :. ·,~ : ~ : ~ ;:. · · .;' '!~ - . -~ ·.: , · :·.: · ~. :- ~ : ;_ ;;-iir ·.:j.·; · !. C~t~ t.; ·:t · ::;:{!/ :)•;_~~: -~ ,_ . ."{; ;:.~ q.'", .ir.. : :;.!'::: 1 :1~#-

Community Number: 

415591 

Description: 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N) : 
y 

Areas of 1 00-year flood, no base flood elevations determined. 

Areas of 1 00-year flood, base flood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas inside the 1 00-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood . 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 100-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 1 00-year flood. 

Soil Type Description : 

NEWBERG FINE SANDY LOAM 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

RITNER COBBLY SILTY CLAY LOAM, 30 TO 60 PERCENT 
SLOPES 

CHEHALIS SILTY CLAY LOAM, OCCASIONALLY FLOODED 

Code: 

79J 

Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

95 

3 

2 

0 

EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P .d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 
rovl er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emerald People's Utility District: 5 

Soil Water Conservation 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 

Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 

PHIL BARNHART 

EAST 

·--~;.\1' 

... ~ 
' 

· .. ,."",{ 

~~ 
·..,;,.,,&#' 

h tl p:// '" ww. rl iu .org/rcpo rt s/i\ L1 i n_rcport_ rl iJ sta r.c fn1 ?tax I ot_ iJ= I OG J 92&s i te _ aJu ress _id = ... 51!2/2006 1 ~ ~ 
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J{LJlJ ueraueo rrupeny .Kepun J Clo'-' J VJ V 

City Cour.~cil Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 6 
State Senator: WILUAM MORRISETTE 

LCC Soard Zones: 3 

EWES Commissioner District: 

l.;'11 1 r ~ Co umy Assr!sscr's Office: A c cou nt ~; umb;~r: 1 S72 138 · fvi ap & TLJx Lo t : 16-0 1-08-00 -QO ·i OI 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: MILLER FAMILY TRUST 

Owner Address: 92774 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

Taxpayer 

State 

OREGON 

Taxpayer Name: MILLER JOSEPH F 

TaxP,ayer Address: 92774 PASCHELKE RD 

City 

MARCOLA 

State 

OREGON 

Township: 16 Range: 01 

Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 

Loi!TracUUnit Number: TL 00107 

Subdivision Number: 

Recording Number: 

Land Value 

Real Market 

2005 116,442 

2004 94,747 

2003 48,210 

2002 45,126 

2001 37,218 

2000 40,020 

1999 39,620 
1998 8,800 

1997 8,460 
1996 10,460 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Country 

UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 

Real Market 

648,460 

541,500 

461,120 

162,100 

186,320 

120,000 

168,870 
29,540 

29,540 

0 

0 534,651 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Tax Year 

2005 

2004 

2003 

2002 

2001 

2000 

1999 

1998 

1997 

Zip Code 

97454 

Zip Code 
97454 

Quarter: 00 

DivisionJPhase: 

Total Value 
Rea l Market Assessed 

764,902 534,651 
636,247 462,498 

509,330 359,692 

207,226 145,182 

223,538 140,953 

160,020 133,051 

208,490 136,836 
38,340 23,285 
38,000 22,607 
10,460 450 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 

5,199.69 

4,484.61 

3,511.13 

1,436.27 

1,615.32 

1,480.73 

1,688.80 

256.88 

251.71 

http ://www.r1 id .org/n.: porls/M ain_1 cpo rt_r1 id star.cfm?ta x 1ot_ id= 1 061 92&s itc _ <Iddrcss_ id""" ... 5/ 12/200G {1~ 
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1996 8.37 

Explanation of Tax 
The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change has been processed on the property. ~ 
Value changes typically occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either ~,.;/ 
initia tes the change, as in the case of appea ls, or is notified by the department, in the case of clerical errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 
discounts offered, payments made, interes t owing, or previous years owing. · 

Account Status 

r. Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

r New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(i Locally Assessed 

r Pending Seg/Merge 

r Pending Value Change 

r Delinquency 

r Delayed Foreclosure 

r Bankruptcy 

(i Code Split Indicator 1594660 4251037 

Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: 

FORDF 

General Information 

Property Class: 641 

Description: 
FOREST DEFERRAL 

FOREST, UNZONED FARM LAND, 
IMPROVED 

Statistica l Class: 150 CLASS 5 SINGLE FAMILY HOME 
Neighborhood Code: 
Property Use Type: 
Account Type: 

20161 
515 

RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 
Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 5.00 
Fire Acres: 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code): 07902 _ 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 

MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 
MOHAWK VALLEY RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DIST 

Sales Information 
Sales Sales 
Date : Price: 

06-25-
2003 

09-26-
1995 

09-15-

105,000 

Grantor: 

JOSEPH F & PENNY L MILLER 
TRUST 

PASCHELKE, JOHN LEE 

Grantee: 

MILLER FAMILY 
TRUST 

.. •: <.;!. . 

Instrument Analysis 
#: Code: 

2003-
8 

58036 

9505541000 L 

Mull 
Acct?: 

y 

.. ~~ .. 
l 

,., .. ~s# 

htt p ://11 11 1v rl iu. o1 g/rcpu its/ i'vla iil_ rcpurl __ rl idstar. cfn{Jta x lot_id = 106 1 Y2&sit e _ address_ id=... 5112/2006 L)qD 
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1995 PASCHELKE, LOIS H 9505540900 6 

Manufactured Structures 
Model Year: 1999 
Serial Number: H0017872AB 
Length: o 
Building 1 Characteristics 

Account: 

]nspection 
Date: 

1572138 

09-25-2003 

Building Type: 31 STAT 130 

Class: 
Year Built 
Effect Year 
Built: 
.E]QQ[ 

Basement: 
First: 
Second: 
Allie: 

TOTAL 

3 

1996 

1996 

Building 2 Characteristics 
Account: 1572138 
tnsp~ction Date: 09-25-2003 
Building Type: 51 STAT 150 
Class: 5 
Year Buill: 2002 
Effect Year Buill: 2002 

F.top_r 
Basement: 
First: 
Second: 
Attic: 

TOTAL 

Building 3 Characteristics 

Account: 

Inspection 
Date: 

1572138 

09-25-2003 

Make: MARLETTE Model: 
Plate Number: EM48484 
Width: 0 

LOIS Number: 

Map & Tax 
16-01-08-00-00107 Lot: 

Roof style: GABLE Bedrooms: 

Roof Cover: 
COMP SHINGLE Full Baths: 
MEDIUM 

Heating: Half Baths: 
Exterior Wall: WOOD SIDING Fireplaces: 

1 

1 

NO 

Depreciation: 7 
Percent lmprov. 

100 Complete: 

Basfi! ~I~~ tLI1i§heP.P.J~A 
Bsmt Gar sqft: 

1000 1000 All Gar sqft: 
Att Port sqft: 
Det Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

1000 1000 Paved Patio Sqft: 

Map & Tax Lot: 16-01-08-00-00107 
Roofstyle: HIP Bedrooms: 
Roof Cover: CEMENT TILE Full Baths: 
Heating: Half Baths: 

Parking Area 

2000 
1930 

2 

3 

Exterior Wall: WOOD SIDING 
Depreciation: 2 

Fireplaces: NO 
Percent lmprov. Complete: 100 

!3ase. Area Bni~~<:I.P.reC) 

Bsmt Gar sqft: 
3411 3411 All Gar sqft: 

All Port sqft: 
Det Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

3411 3411 Paved Patio Sqft: 

Map & Tax 
Lot: 

Roofstyle: 

16-01-08-00-00107 

GABLE Bedrooms: 

Parking Area 

732 

6000 
760 

11 MANUFACTURED 
Building Type: STRUCTURE Roof Cover: COMP SHINGLE 

MEDIUM 
Full Baths: 

Class: 
Year Built : 

!;:ffect Year 
Built: 

Floor 

Basement: 
First: 

Second: 

1999 

Heating: 

Exterior Wall: 

Depreciation: 

!3ase AreQ Finished Area 

Bsmt Gar sqft: 

All Gar sqft: 
All Port sqft: 

H.alf Baths: 
Fireplaces: 

Percent lmprov. 
Complete: 100 

http://www. rl i d.org/rcport s/1\1 a i n_rcpor·t_rl i cls t3r.cfm?ta xlot_id =-= I OG 192&si te _aci d rcss _ i d'-'= . .. 5/12/200(> ~ C[ J 
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Attic : Det Gar sqft: 
Driveway Sqft: 

TOTAL Paved Patio Sqft: 
Search Results !New Property Search IApplicatio["!~ M~_nu 
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PROPERTY REPORT- l .ANE COUNTY 

Acco.!lnt #. 0028843 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01300 

····-··· .... 

~iti'J. P,.dorg_~_s: ... 
.... - ·-· 

Owner Name & Address: T<!l<P<:!Yer Name & Address: 
Dannen Tree Farm Ltd Ptrshp Dannen Tree Farm ltd Ptrshp 
PO Box 84 PO Box 84 
Shedd , OR 97377 Shedd , OR 97377 

... .. . 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numpers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 1178829 
····--

-
Approximate Tax 79.84 
lot Acre~ 3.477,830' 

.... 
Inc City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 

· Statistlcal Class: 

l-and Use: 9101 
-. 

Property Class: 640 
. .. 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 

2004 

$152,062 

$138,921 

E40 

2005 Taxab'le Value 
$ 15,798 

Two Most Recent Sales 

·- . •. -
... -

Subdivision 
Name: 

'" i ·-· -· · 
Phase: ! 

Lot# TL D1300 

Recording# 
-··· " ' ' '' 

·· · -

-

Broadle-af Brush 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 
.• 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 

$0 

2005 Taxes 
$168.07 

Date Price Grantor Grantee 

Residc:mtial Building# 0 {of 0) Characteristics 

Square feet Base Finished 
.. 

Year Built: Basement -- . - ... .. 
'Bedrooms ~ First i 

'" 

Full Baths Second 

Half Baths Attic 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 

j Comments: 

.... 

School 'Marcola 
Distrjct 

·····-·· __ ._,,, , 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

. .. 

Total Value 
R.ea! Market 

$152,062 

$138,921 

Assessed 

$15,798 

$1!5,338 

Tax Code Area 
07904 

Instrument# 

Ssmt Garage Sqft 

Att Garage Sqft 

Det Garage Sqfl 
.. 

Att Carport Sqft 

... -··- ... 

*This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detailed Property Report. 

h llp :l/www.rl id.o1 g/O nc l\tgcP1 upcrtyRcport/OIJCJ>agel'ropcrl y Rcpot1 .cl'm'Jtax lo t_id= 1463 .. . 4/26/200(> 4 V 
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PROPERTY REPORT- LANE COUNTY 

Account# 1178829 Map, Tax Lot, & SIC# 16-01-08-00-01300 

-
Site Addre.ss: 

Owller N(.lme & Address: Ia~pc;~yer Name & Address: 
Dannen Tree Farm Ltd Ptrshp Dannen Tree Farm Ltd Ptrshp 
POBox 84 PO Box 84 
Shedd , OR 97377 Shedd , OR 97377 

Multiple Owners? No. 

Additional Account Numbers for this Tax Lot & SIC: 0028843 
- .. 

·--. 

-···-

Approximate Tax 79.84 
Lot Acres 3,477,830' 

111c City: 

UGB: 

Census Tr/BikGrp: 0200/2 
-·· 

Zoning: ParenUOverlay 
-

Statistical Class: 
·-

Land Use: 9101 

Property Class: 640 

Property Value and Taxes 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 $81,750 

2004 $74.685 

-
E40 

' Subdivision 
' Name: 

--· 
Phase: ..... _ 

·-

Lot# TL 01 300 

f3ecording # 

-·-

Broadleaf Brush 

Forest, Unzoned Farm Land, Vacant 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

$0 
$0 

2005 Taxable Value 
$ 8,488 

2005 Taxes 
$82.55 

Two Most Recent Sales 

Date Price 

12-24-1996 $0 

08-01-1989 $0 

Grantor 

Dannen, Darrell 

Dannen. Mary Ann 

Residential Building # 0 (of 0 ) Characteristics 

School Marcola 
District: 

Elem 

Middle 

High 

Total Value 
Real Market Asse$$ed 

$81,750 $8,488 

$74,685 $8,241 

Tax Code Area 
07902 

Grantee Instrument# 

96-085851 00 

89-03433500 

Square feet Base Finished 

Year Built: Basement Bsmt Garage Sqft 

Bedrooms First Att Garage Sqft 

Full Baths Second Del Ga~age Sqft 
-· 

Half Baths Attic Att Carport Sqft 
... 

% lmprovmt Complete Total 
-· 

I Comments: 

... ~·· •, 

#This report extracts commonly used information from the Detailed Property Report . Click here for the full Detaileq Property Report. -..t.:t~""f, 

h ttp://www.r ll d.org/One!Jage l-'ropertyReport/OnePagePrope rtyiZcpo rt.cfm'Jtax lot_id= 14 63 ... 4/26/2006 4-~ 4 
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LANE COUNTY REGIONAL LAND INFORMATION DATABASE 
Siie Address: 

Map & Tax Lot#: 16-01-08-00-01300 
A & T Account #: 0028843 

View Tax Mpp 

Specia! _loter.~~L~pc;j_e: 

Convert to PDF Document !Tax Map iJ 
------------~~ 

Vicinity Map 

' r 
i :.. 
., C<?BUR.G 
;>-;..¥.. \1 

MABEL 
WENDLING 

SANTA ClARA ~EAI;J URG 
:•IA '~~''•e "J~~ 
. :·•., _ - ~1 DEERHORN 
EUGENE ~;~ ·-·~RING FIELD 

l:~t-~,. y..- -~~fi!/ 
10..,, ,'GOSHEN JASPER 

"' PLEASANT HILL 

VIDA 

,. · .. .. ~ ... . . ~ ... :- .. 
· ... -~_ ... ':'.<::-

-·· ... ..... -. ·~· ... .. . . 

Detail Map 

: . - . .:· -:· .. .. ~ . 

. . --.-:: .. -~ - •. . 

- __ _ -.:~_:)~~--~~; ~ - ___ _. - ···. - .. -

•• ·;· - · .: • r-,: : • . :. ~-- • : 1'-~ :: ....... .. : 
.... : 

.. ~ · . .: -

S ite: ,\dd rcss St:i\c Pinnc CoordinOJ:c s 
X-Coord: 4307718 

Code: 

Land Use Code and Description: 9101 

Use Code and Description: V 

Zonin~i 

Zoning Jurisdiction: 

Parent Zone 1: 

General 
Incorporated City Limits: 
Urban Growth Boundary: 

Fire Protection Providers: 
Plan Designation: 

Node: 

2000 Census Tract: 

2000 Block Group: 

Year Annexed : 

Annexation #: 
2004 Transportation Analysis 
Zone: 

Approximate Acre9ge: 

Approximate Square Footage: 

Environmental Findings 

Metro Flood Hazards: 

Metro Wetlands: 

Code: 

LC 

E40 

MVF 

N 
0200 

2 

503 

79.84 

3,477,830 

Y-Coord : 927197 

Description : 

BROADLEAF BRUSH 

VACANT 

Description: 

LANE COUNTY 

EXCLUSIVE FARM USE 40 ACRE MIN 

MOHAWK VALLEY FD 

.. .. ... :·.: ··-:-:· . · ·····' .. 

http://www. rl i d .org/rcrorts/l\1 a in _rcpo11_rl idstar.cfm ?tax lot_ id=844 7 6&si te _address _id= ... 5112/2006 LJ ~5 
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FEMA Flood Hazard Zones 

} FIRM Map Number: 

41039C0690F 

Code : 

A 
AE 

FW 

X 

X5 

Soils 

Soil Map Unit Number: 

78 
29 

121B 

95 

45C 

208 

Schools 

District: 

Elementary School: 

Middle School: 

High School: 

Service Districts 

L TO Service Area : 

L TO Ride Source: 

Ambulance District: 

:..-' . , · . • , ,. , . ' . ~ : , ·•·•' ', : :: · : : . : t: \' : ' 1 ; :! '•. ~ .. 11 .! : ' · :'" : ' . ; · , I • •. 

: . I .. :· ·: : ...• .. t:· ... _.;: · ·.:. ::' F :=-~ ~.: - ~·::;.:: r: · .::.); :~ . ~- - ;·:. · ·· ·'· .· · 

Community Number: 

415591 

Description: 

Post- FIRM Date: 

1985-12-18 

Panel Printed? (Y/N): 
y 

Areas of 100-year flood, no base flood elevations determined. 

Areas of 1 00-year flood, base flood elevations determined. 

Floodway areas inside the 1 00-year flood, base flood elevations 
determined. 

Areas determined to be outside of 500-year flood. 

Areas of 500-year flood, areas of 1 00-year flood with average depths of 
less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile, and areas 
protected by levees from 100-year flood. 

Soil Type Description: 

MCALPIN SILTY CLAY LOAM 

CLOQUATO SILT LOAM 

SALKUM SILTY CLAY LOAM, 2 TO 8 PERCENT SLOPES 

NEWBERG FINE SANDY LOAM 

DUPEE SILT LOAM, 3 TO 20 PERCENT SLOPES 

BRIEDWELL COBBL Y LOAM, 0 TO 7 PERCENT SLOPES 

Code : 

79J 
Name: 

MARCOLA 

Percentage 
of Tax Lot: 

72 
12 

11 

4 

1 
0 

EC Area : EAST/CENTRAL P 
.d SPRINGFIELD DEPT OF FIRE & 

rovr er: LIFE SAFETY 

Emera ld People's Utility District: 5 

Soil Water Conservat ion 
District: 

EAST LANE 

Soil Water Conservation District 
0 

Zone: 

Political Districts 

Election Precinct: 

County Commissioner District: 

County Commissioner: 

State Representative District: 

State Representative Name: 

City Council Ward: 

City Councilor Name: 

State Senate District: 

State Senator: 

LCC Board Zones: 

EWEB Commissioner District: 

100105 

5 
FAYE STEWART 

11 
PHIL BARNHART 

6 

WILLIAM MORRISETTE 

3 

EAST 

htt p :1 / www. rl i d.org/rcpon s/f'vl a i 11 _ report_rl idstJ r.cfm ?tax lot_ id=844 7 6&s i tc _au dress_ id= ... 5/1 2/2006 4 '1~ 



:.;.,":U:-,~rr:tY.l::'imt"':it!~'ii~'~ki&~~~~<tt:1rttr~~~~.i~~~M·~~~~:,11~:.._~1kttt:t;·}l1l~~~';~·~~~)r~~"~it.iiiJt~w,n,...-a!T't1/.h~~~~~-~ifif1;~~~~~~u...~~l~m~~~.~:<'·~·"'· 

fr_~¥'t':.., 

'i.l-,q;~t 

.KLJU ueta11ea noperty Keport Page 3 of 4 

Property Owner 
Owner1 Name: DANNEN TREE FARM LTD PTRSHP 
Owner Address: PO BOX 84 

City 
SHEDD 
Tt;~xpayer 

State 
OREGON 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Taxpayer Narne: DANNEN TREE FARM L TO PTRSHP 
Taxpayer Address: PO BOX 84 

City 
SHEDD 

Township: 1 t> 

State 

OREGON 

Range:01 
Subdivision Type: Subdivision Name: 
LoVTracVUnit Number: TL 01300 
Subdivision Number: 
Recording Number: 

Pro porty V.1 1uc .1 n ci T <• :Xt::~ 

Land Value 
Real Market 

2005 152,062 
2004 138,921 
2003 116,393 
2002 107,945 
2001 87,295 
2000 93,866 
1999 92,930 
1998 93 ,890 
1997 90,280 
1996 85,170 
1995 72,180 

Country 
UNITED STATES 

Section: 08 

Improvement Value 
Real Market 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 15,798 
Taxable Value Exemption Amount Regular (EAR) 

Explanation of Tax 

Tax Year 
2005 
2004 
2003 
2002 
2001 
2000 
1999 
1998 

1997 
1996 
1995 

Zip Code 
97377 

Zip Code 

97377 

O!..lGJrter: oo 
Division/Phase: 

TQlal Value 
Real Markel Assessed 

152,062 15,798 
138,921 15,338 
116,393 4,093 

107,945 3,914 
87,295 3,800 
93,866 3,690 
92,930 3,580 

93,890 3,478 
90,280 3,377 

85,170 4,050 
72,180 3,750 

0 
Frozen Assessed Value (FZNPU) 

Tax (See Explanation of Tax) 
168.07 
153.24 
71 .24 
73.00 
74.82 
70.73 

73.71 
70.44 
73.82 

68.42 
54.92 

,'/t'"'· The tax shown is the amount certified in October, unless a value change h<lS been processed on the property. 
~w Value changes typica lly occur as a result of appeals, clerical errors and omitted property. The owner either 

initiates the change, as in the case of appeals, or is notified· by the department, in the case of cleric<ll errors and 
omitted property. The amount shown is the full amount of tax for the year indicated and does not include any 

httn :l/www. rli d org/reoorts/iV1a in r epor1 rlid star.cfm ?taxlot id=844 76&s ite address id= ... 5/1 2/2006 
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discounts offered, payments made, interest owing, or previous years owing. 

Account Status 
(e Active for the 2005 Tax Year 

I 
New Account Scheduled to be 
Active for the 2006 Tax Year 

(e Locally Assessed 

I Pending Seg/Merge 

I Pending Value Change 

I Delinquency 

I Delayed Foreclosure 

I Bankruptcy 

(e Code Split Indicator 1178829 

Remarks: 
Potential Additional Tax 

Special Assessment Program (if applicable) 
Code: Description: 

FORDF FOREST DEFERRAL 

General Information 

Property Class: 640 FOREST, UNZONED FARM LAND, 
VACANT 

Statistical Class: 
Neighborhood Code: 20161 

Property Use Type: 515 
Account Type: RP 
Category: LAND AND IMPROVEMENTS 

Mortgage Company Name: 
Total Acreage for this Account: 58.63 
Fire Acres: 58.63 

Tax Code Area (Levy Code) : 07904 
EMERALD PEOPLES UTILITY DISTRICT 
LANE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
LANE COUNTY 

LANE EDUCATION SERVICE DISTRICT 
MARCOLA SCHOOL DISTRICT 79J 

Sales Information 

. ~ . . . 

Sales Date: Sales Price: Grantor: Grantee: 

Manufactured Structures 

.. , ... 

Instrument#: 

··.· .. ·. :: .. 

Analysis Code: 

Search Resulls )New Properly Search IApplicalions Menu 

l1 t t p:l/www. rl ic.J.org/ report s/1 l8 i r1 _ rcpo rt_ rl idsta r.cf m'l tax lo t_iJ=8L\4 76&si te address id= ... 

Mull Acct? : 
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Lands · · 

NOV - 1981 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN REVISION 

LANE COUNTY, OREGON 
EXHIBIT J 



i 

I 
!-

a. Include appropri ate factor s to determine what constitutes 
"commercial" agriculture; 

b. · Require that only commercial farm units are used to determine 
what are the appropriate lot sizes; 

c. Define the ·a rea to be considered when making these 
detenninations; and 

d. Remove all provisions that exempt pre-existing lots from review. 

Agricultural/Forestry Goal Interrelationship 

In an inventory of agricultural lands and forest lands there will be many 
instances where land will meet Goal definitions for both categories. 
Ac cording to Oregon Land Conservation and Development Commission's policy, 
farm and forestry uses are ccxnpatible and either designation may be made 
without taking an exception to the other Goal. The factors used to select a 
designation need to be documented in the Plan~ The policies within the Plan 
will support one designation over another depending on the situation. 

The County should consider the following items in addressing overlapping 
lands: 

a. Identify Agricultural and Forest Lands Goal definitions and inventories. 

b. Segregate overlapping lands from si ngle resource lands. 

c. Apply evaluations of local circumstances and Goal factors to overlapping 
lands to detennine appropriate designation. 

d. Designate overlapping lands as agricultural, forest or 
· agricultural/forest through Plan po licies and diagrams. 

e . Protect designated lands for appropriate uses through the zo ning 
ord inance and other implementation measures. 

It is intended that agricultural and forest practices be able to coexist 
without mutual interference while conserving those resource lands. 

III. FACTORS AFFECTING AGRICULTURE IN LANE COUNTY 

* 

A. Natural Characteristics* 

1. Physical Setting 

Within Lane County, agricultural land is generally located at the 

The following discussion is based on "An Agricultural Atlas of 
Lane County," "Resource Data for Agricultural Development in Linn, 
Lane and l3enton Counties," and published and unpublished information 
from the US Soil Conservation Service. 

WP 36120-4 73 6 
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PARCEL RECORD - Cartographic Unit 028 710 

Page of 

~ COde AIU I TownshJp jHange I Section '/• •iu I Parcel NumDer jTrpe Number c: 
·~ 

·I 
-~ Special 
~ Interest 

1 . 1~o1 oo 

I
~ ..:~.. •.: 07~ 

&;&u .... ;,. 
I • 

. 1 .,......... cn•t•·"'" ....... ,,. .,, .•••• , .. "' o-~~ ~"'""'" ••~"'" 1 

-~ 1959 La test Desc, par deed 185315 
olt :·< ·Tract I 1·: 

·I Beg. at a point on the West llne 
~ , · ;of the J,G. Gray OLC.f38Notlf,7500, 
,;ii ! ' ISS, rW,WM. 45,07 ch, North of the Sil, : 

.... ;:! 

I 
j 
~ 

i ' cor. ol ae •ld cla .fm; runttsnce 
: Nortn 4,;l;} ch,-lto the Ht/,c;or. o'f uld cldlll'jt-1\, 
; East 1!4,00 en, ! to the S'i/, co.r-.o.f ·nu: T.Grey OLC.42 1 

1 , ! of .the sa!~~• T•p • . , th11nce 
i · . North 1;4 • .66: ch. ! thence ., . . 
! :s .. v .. _!;!I.:S.L;:.,"""-~9~74 ch. lt o til& W ly ~ one of tile Co.Rd.,tl'l. 
r • : s.I55°58'W, , <5.155 ch. ltnence 
i 1 s.4.2"~o·w.· / ~~ ·B9 ch. ' " 
I :s.25"oe·•w. ·s.o? ch. l " 
j . S,30"24'W, l 2.'84 ch. l " 
:. : S.51"06•w. : 1'0,45c!J.! " 
( . S,4B"I3'W• ! 11 .• 9·1 Ch, l tO a :PO 'Int 2.92 Cl'l, North o 2,56 East! 

I 
. l 1 · of .the ~~. cor. of the heirs of Samuel 

. : ! Gray C.LC. tnence J 

. i N.80"4.5'W. I 2'1.~ cl!, j thenca . ·! 

~ I ' I 

i 
I 

I 
l· 

· .. · 1 · · l \liast .: I 4 1,46 ch. , to the POB.l n Lone Co. Oregon ! 

I • : ! · 1 · ·Cont. m/1 : 
l ! 1960 ! j I Acr·eage Correct ion per Ill OS l 
~ I I . I . ' 

·126.55 I 
·... • , . . Cent, m/1 I 

I i : 
I . l 
) 

1 j Except! Tax Lot 701 Cont. 2.21 Ac, · 

I 127,159 
i 

I . ' 

t 
) ; , Cont., M/L : 12.5.47 ·,, ; ' . / 

• QJ.I !.'.lse1 & 11-i v 
. 1fem rks j /That p.o rt.icn o/ Thcmas Gray D.L.C.H42 : 29~70 
_ 1 , and of Joseph. E. GN,y D.L.C. t'1381 'both 
: . ibeing in 'l'wp.l6·soutil, nange 1 Wen, ; 
.; , fW ,).!, 1 d8SCribec1 a.S !OllQn: : 
I 1 ' /

1
The Easterly !1 ve . !nt. o! even 'll'idth i_ 

~ o! that. certain sixtv !oot strip of 1 
li lor l ·e.nd heretofore -conveyed to Gran:t.or ' 
~ : jby ·deed aa~ed ~ 19, 1960 and recordf ' 
·~ / • e.d .lo.!q 2$, 1960, on Reel l5J 160D under I 
~ ~ :1 !File _11228, Lane County-C.!!icia.l Records, : 
l I . I containing appro:x::im,tely 0 .• 20 ·acres, o! : 
,~;; iMJCROf~ h'.bi. ch 0.12 acres ar.e 1n said D.I..c. #42 · 
· • · and o.oa -ac:r:e_:s ·a.re._irl ,said D.L.c. #,38- t 

' ' " ' j 
·ti _ :.. : !xcep?e- ·O.l2 acre to tax lot 70l.~ ~in ' d. · ~1 
,, - ~ :~ ·-· --·- · - ~ __ .... _ .... _ .. .... ·.~· _c_n·~ .. u! - .. - --·-

i 

,, 

Formerly part of ----,--------------------------
l 

Exceptions/Additions 

ALSO: conso1 TL70l here 
I !II fo "'·•no \I" V' O f"'t ! O(" + f"r.Y'I 011 

I 

\~) 

History of Parcel 

Date of Entry/ 
Acquisition 

Deed Record 

Volume I Page 
Acres ....:) 

Remainir t
:-< 
~ 

126.28 -
I;99211Jd llfzYioq ICJ;\'7R2.4J ./ 

....... 
X 
~ 

/J.()Olf wj>f a-ooL/~o'J-311~+--

r '"' • 
I ~· .. -~ 
\:~.» 
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• • I I OFFICIAL RECORD OF DESCRIPTIONS OF REAL PROPERTIES : ·." • •. I I •• \ OFFICIAL RECOR[J'OF DESCRIPTIONS OF REAL . PROPERTIES 
s,o ,.~,.·~· . . OIIICf 01 COUNTY ASSESSOR LANf COUNTY, oucoN · c~g~ ·• .J OLD Nu"''" . .. NOW _7 tJ() OIFICE OF COU NTY ASSESSOR LANE COUNTY, oaECON c~g• 
.... , ' o· "F. I TAX J I I ,.... lf•-JJ.-Ob h.x -~· . I I I NO . -b- · J,--,~ _, _ l_, op.ID. 700 .,.,._. •• ,. NO . • I co r NO.~. ...... u•••-" "o 'o 

• •CCo:uNT N \J ,.,l1£11i IOC.t:.T ICN TOWHSJ1I,. I . RANOl W.~. . ACCOHr-IT .. NU~EIF.'~ ¥ · - S£t:TION TOWN5141P &. RANG£ W . ,_,., 

I DLOCK I L.OT . , aL.OC:K I ·-
NO , AOCITION CITY : NO, NO . ;m: ADDITION CITY 

- . L.ECA I.. DE.SCl/1TION I DEED ru:ccA:o 
NO. 

D££0 kEC:ORC 

~0~ 

.. e~tQ I eo1~:.~~~:~~7,"'~'o~l>l T I ... _ _ ) 04U tt' UIUY' ) cuo ,..u.uu 
[ 

1,.=.c:"'" uc::" ~tcw r I LECAL Of..SCRIPTJOt-1 DATC 01 &HT•'P cu:ll.o ~MI.'f(•P •~loi" I NINO • · · ''17-
. cou .. uaT•~••oiHT ·o __ .- - ··· -· · . Except: :;.20 <.ere _<:dded as :.n alsc to:. ~bt 700 by deed 
" : :;~o:J.tim.:.:i ~.171, 252~0. . '£ \, \~ i;. 

:iee~ F •• l7_, 29271- . . 125 55 . -...-1: _ Qrrt.ain~:-~g a:ore C!' less 
Cont.'U.D:l.ng more or le-ss • . F" "~r-. C ~ ~"' -· 

llsc: F .t.L.P.o. . 1962 f,\ICRO _!U.~ 

~ (,.. .o. I "" I "'C. 

2.1; 

.JI.lJ. that oa:ot!on c! the !oll01d.'1g de&:ribed . DATI; ~ 
p!'operty 1•1hich lies ~st of' County P.oad #1318: "' ALSO-: :.l.ll that portiCil o:t the to=mer ieyerha.user 

That po!'t!o:J. a! those certain strtps o .. land lt!U.l...."''ad ~.i.;h~ o:r Way a.a conveyed 'to 3 C's Investment 
1992 R1740/9204P20 / 

30 feet anC. l:5 feet in ?dd":.h, respectively, as described Inc., by deeds reoot;l.ed Septe~:~be!' 12
1 

' 1969, B.ael 1592, 
unC.e:- ?o.::oag:-aph nu:nbereci "/,'

1 
or. Page 2 of t!l.a:t c.ertain DEed l .Reoept:l.cn Uo. 69 40022 and January 16

1 
1990

1 
Reel 1611, 

:!at.ec ~7 )1, l96C a."ld recorcied July .1, 1960 under File llecept1on No. 90 02025 between the Northerly and Souther+y 
¥3u51 in iieel 15SD, L.1ne Count)• Official Records lying line ot Tract 1 a.a conveyed to Ra,y 0. Dustrwle a:::ld Ida. 
3outi: o! tb.e North line and said North liz:e projected 'l'ie ft ~ ..IJ, Dust:ru.cle, huabBDd .ac.d wite, by deed ::-eaorded .A.IlgUS·t 
c! that certain land described as "Tract #2" of that cer ain I :z 1957, Reel· 103, Reception No. 18536

1 
Le;ne Collllty 

deed to Ray Q, D:.lst.::-ude and Ida U. . Dust.rude, his wife, d;ted _ . .. O~gon . Recb:i:'dlJ, ·:, 
Jcly--, 1957 and recorded Au,crust 2, 1957 U.'1der File #18!(.36 · i . . !All. ot tb.at po::ti6n ct tl:le to:::ner Weyerb.auaer 
in Rael lOlD, Lane County Off'icail Re corcs, and North of ·· ~~Bight of Way aa co~vayed to 3 C'a Investment 
a li.."le extending ;,,80"u5'11est a!ld S. 80" 45'East from a Inc. by..de:Ods :recorded Sa;rtalllber 12

1 
1989, Reel 1592

1 Jin~ located Nort.h 192.72 feet and East. l75.56 feet. from !Wcvptlon No • .. 89 -40822 and. January 16, 1990, Reel 1611
1 ~he mos~ Nc~therly Northwest corner of the SAmu~1 Oray · Beteptio~Uc.· 90 02025

1 
Lane County Oregon Racorda. 

).L.c. #'.Jo . · · ! · .. J 

Containing more or less . · 126.08 I 
·· · . . · l..~ss. : :ci .it ·ac:~ in ~r~~l~~D~;Y Cre~ · M.: ·. I : 

(Co. Rd. No. 1318) dc:d ·.7 ·1'2.: 61 in .1 9'70. 
Containing mor e or less 

Acr~ge Correction for 1970 

Less: 0.22 acre in Marcola-Drury Creek Rd. 
(Co, 1&1, No, 13I8) dc:d 7-12-61 in 1970, · 

Conc:ainicg more or less 

M I CROfll..t.!.EO 
PATE_~_ 

. -ALSO CONTINUES-

12s.s6 I 
124. 37 [ 

I 
I 
I 

l24.15 i . 

I 
! 

i 
I 

.. . ·: ~ . 

.-r-~~-:~_-· 
, .... .. 
~- · ,;:- · 

-.~~ ..... 
-~ -- ' 

I 
'I 

{ 

. i . 
I 

. - I 
I 

I 
I 
''· . I 

Contain:i.ng more or leas 

/ ----- ·-· ·-·- .-.J - .. ... _ _____ - ··· --

I 

2- 13 

I ., 

· - - --~"' 



!~ · '.(t ._ 

G·r:~nror S , foe ond · in roruide rat.iun of th~ sum_o( .r'?.l'r !:t.flcr ·Othci- -- --------- ------DOLL'ARS 
ti \Oill · p~id, do hciC.by, h:llr-g~i:n. icU ·and" convey Un1o 

RAY G . ;;i ;S'l'R0i)C: . u 1'1d IDA M. D:JS'i'i!~ ' i..Ji:: , ,:u,; l,sm} ·,,., J v:iJ· 8 
foll owins desc ribed p r cr.1i~n. t o -wi1: 

Uu- . gr:~nu:c,s 

!'1·~ct ·#.1 
i~a£_"; ini-1inb .'lt .::1 ::· i'J ~ II~ '-r• the . . t~:~ t 1 ~-t ·. · 0 1' l.:.•· .:, . :: -:.· :· t : .. 

i.~ ____ l..M<.i. ~_l:U.P.J · ;'.t:c .• ... _-?_0 ~ . ;.<r._U .fi c :.~Cl"l\ :\<; . -.-·..iclL· , _ Jn · • - c•~<::~ . •• , . l c' .:- , 
'/:est cf · u ~ :: "illnn:ette r.:r: l~iUian, ·! S .. 0'/ c tnln s ;;._. , . •. :, . . :· :· . •. 

- ·~ •• I~ ~ - i 
I ~; , .·.t:.:. ~-() l 

.'; t.il\',f; ,!; t .: .. 
ner of !;!l! .... l c 2.rt1ra; a.11 .. i t'Utin ls.('. l:J\; . l' :: :: \. !'l i. ·: . ....... · .. :. ~: •. ; : .. . 1: · :· :.;, .,_ :-. 
c;or.ner .. o. f ::lf.l..l'-1 .c l&.lru; t..llf'll<.!; a ~UDL- l~ • . )~J . ~ . •. .~.1.~.:; Lu !.. •• • : ...:.o ..... :.:,~·,.:·J~;t ..: .... t · h ·Hf' 

t;,f:' 'fhulll&i! Gr-ay Dc,nnl..!.c.n LUJh.i \.:lu.hu ~-.u. -~~ . ·.: 1 :_; , ~· ::i' ••····· ;· •.. \·: :i:.: . • J;·, ; 
North l•l.l:C. c·i,aln-"1; l;itanca .C:ast 6\1. '14 t:. .kllls tf> •· · ' ··' . . • ,::; ~ , :: · .!,:- J. -" 
County. r·ond; ~:. ettce: .u,..-,t : th ~~ · ·.YI 1 ~- ettr. r- .. ~o ,; , ,:.ttt:-.; ; ... ,, . , ..;- ~ :.... uL . f- !i · ~a · 

· ;!-01-'F--':,~1--cc:.....::_~-li-thGS -.:-t·ltl1l'Hi-;- t ;-o;<> nce South 42"3d->-;;,.,_~--.-..~J.-~;~ .... ;;.:.: .. n.ncc.<Jo~~"-'
·~s • ·os · r · <~;t ~; ~ b? ·e~~ Hin $ ; t.hc ncd :..:.:. :.th :.o·~.: --~ 1 ··:. u!.t .__ ... . :·-~ ":.:o t:~:. ; . ... 
51.06 1 G0!Jt 10 .• 45 cnt:.t"iu~; ti '. e:~ce- S,ntl.h · ~ ,:, ·' l .J 1 'U u~ t l . ~l ... ·.~ .: ... . 
~ . 9~ t.:l'~:l in ~: ~;ul'til .ll tti :~ . L;E . ~ •• Olti :.; i;a~t ,, : t . t~ !·t.i: ·.-:·.· :: · ···-· 
of - ~l:li.1UG ) 0- r.uy JJV l Hll:i LH~ Lanu "-· l£\lm; :.::.C:. l Ct.: : ..... 1 ~; _ _ .vo ·· ·- .:..:t. :. ·L . ... ·· •. 

·t.henca-·- iia:J t •ll ·. 4G c "uiua to tl, e plAc<J ._. r t:o, .. ~ ;~; ' 11,.;, _;_;; L .: ::c ·"'-'-' >LY, 
~l#.~~~ .,,~_,~..,., .. ,=="'"- "!~~.ta·''tt-.~·u ·~ --~--~~,_=-...,_~.,·:·=-----...-.-.--..-.== ::-~..,_, . ·---=:-..-;. ·· .:·.-.: ::7. , __ ,._ .. .. -. - . . .•. 

l.na-c por.tl o n o 1. "'l,o i"ollo·.-•lllt; Cl!.:.;c! ·.: ~...: ii 1 . J. 't.:; .. ~ .:;c.;.. _ - .. t.. ... .• ..: .... . . l . 

r;;;F"-'--·1-'- t;he· -·~;~1;: _- a tee·· uf the · :.~ .J hn-v~t~ ·r.1 vor,·-te£inninc u L " ' '" ;_ t~t ..:. . . . c. c .• :: ·' . : ti , 
_ .. the . J1oi.th~as.t_ c _o rftur " .of the Ti)Oinqs-f:r:~)' v,, :1ut! ... n LJtl i (; ·-~~; t ~ i:i; :-. .. t". i JC ~ !~U! t : .~ ll ~ 
· -svath 14 .-6·) c.hu:,.ns; thence 1'-iost 5 co :oins; · t :~e .-.c~ :.;, , .~ :, ~----' ·.::: " i''" ; i. :. ,,-~'"'· ' .. ,.,.. 

;:!i~:i>:"o 1 · ; :~h~·n¥~~-~ 0fE! :t·:~~ -~~~;~: ;o~~: i~n-~-e~d~f~e~~i~A:~~ ~:~-~ .. :;/ ~6 rc ::. l:lt --~~ c · : ~/c~~~\_ i' 
tl1 e ploce o!· occ!.nninei thence East !L25 t; ;·, .. lt\~. . . r ·.-, ;-t: ;~il••f , 

... in .. Se.<:_ tlofl B,-;·:T.O\inSllip 16 e<.: •th f!u1 [" l ';, est , . r ··· ·'' ' :1 
Lime Cotinty, 01'·econ 

~TO HAV E AND TO HOLD t l,c s ~i·d J.Jr..:m iscs, ... ·ith da ·i r ·'J'P'II"!··•:.to• r 
-thefi" · h.ciu .a'_ld •.uigns lo""' ~f . 

·- ·A·n.-J ·_-u;·e Said ·Gr:Jr.t o r !!.·do hereby cove nant to and with the ~id G t:~nr ccS , L , •. ~ 1 r lu·ir;s ~ud au..ign:s 

·-- ·- th nt · t .hc ·Y-- l h, owner- ~ . in _'fcc. .s.implc :C!f ~.id prcll!i~F:i; ~:14 . tll.lt th cr .\;.,· ( or r ( lOin ~ !I cncurr. ~ r ~ncn 

·-,.-.--· .. ·."····-- ·-··-· -·'···- ·---- .- .. · · ··.··· - ,.. ·-·~-orr-· ,-.... 
.::..nd chat t h~Y will w:arunt ~nd dcflfnd the umc loom ,.11 · 

IN WITNESS WH.ERF.OF. ti1ey h•v e 
d•y of J;..l~· 

. (S EAL) 

(SEAL) 

- -e~~ '\_... F· e a....,_.(~ 
to me pc.uon;ally kno.,n ro ~ 1hc iJtntic.1l p erso n .....a · dcs c r.bc:ci 111 .1nd 1-. !.o r,.. ... ,..utrJ rhr-

acrno wle-dgrd ( 0 Ill( li) ;'JI ,/...~ ()(tCUtcd 1ht umc ( r ·~'":\' And 

n•m.ed . 
Witnet.J my -b~.nd Jn~ :ca! thi-:. do1 y :~tnd )'c""'r l.ul abovi .wnnc:n . 

My Commiuion Ex"pircs. '/~ 
Nc.•urr P "-' bli4 fo r 

. ........ 
l.1 wfuJ C" b im ' wh:.u.ocvcr. 

~nd sc~l~~ th i:l 



.. st.:· -· - ~·: : -~~(~:~~~-
: .. -- .-.-: -.. .:: .. -::.;.: : :-.z=....~:.:· .. ::::;::-:;--:---:--·:. _:_::,.· ___ .:__.:, __ ...:.:... . ..:.... .... -!: ..... -·":"'::..::=~g~ 

·-· K!iQW· ALL. K_B!;:~ ~~,~~ tliat~~x~~~·~~--cp~~;;· 
. ·:: a Ji~Bhlngton_ co~oratfq~. 'Whoa_e ad<~Be -lll P. 0. Box 1_645~ 'l'BCOI&.a 4 c·_ 

~=~-=··~·--,~~ V.~~~~~-7~-' ~~~-1~ e;~b&}ge ~:.:_~: .~-o~~~~?~ :t_o ~1_t: !l-~::_~-: ·? •;:. 
····· nusffitillE·. -BR~-:-IDI:H: . DUSTRUDE, )ljli:!Himd and wife, Wholle . adt4-eBB .1.8 ... -"C . -:.:..---

..;;:::c::c~"='=---'.-· ·. .·. , .• ·, ·- ~ - . . .. .. . . 7 -, . . . ·' . . . . . ' 

=,-_,·~: -""~ ·~~-~~s~~~$;-_~:fa !i.·~~~- grant -~d-convei ·Wi_~o ·-S:~ia· ·~. 
thel1; heirs, adl!lini·otratora and assign a, for.evel', the .. --.- : ..... -- . \ •' 

deeoribiu~ relii :_prope'rw~: lilt~ ted ln Lane County I Or~.goru ·- . . - . . . -

Tb~e ' J:tiis:berly·· P.1_v~ : (51 feet of ev.en 'width of 
tl:lli:t .:certain . Stit:I.: (~O ). . foot stri;,> . of land 
lieie~otiSlo"6: -o-onveyed " .t.o · Ora.nto:t' bY; -Deed. dated 

~l1l53~~~~,-~~-:~~~l~~~~~ -~~tt!~~- ~~unty 
·. : Of061al~·Reoo~~.-c: ooiJ.t!i-~-l)1rig .. lli1Pf~:X1.mate1y 

0~20 _ acrea, c,f ttl;lioh o;12 aorea a.re in said 
D~L.C • .N.,, 42 and o.o8 aoree are in said 
D.L.C • . No,. 38. . : 

WITh .a' 1 tenements, heredltameHts .and appurte-

nancea thereunto belonging or . in anywise appertaining. 

TO HAVlt AND TO HOLJ;> . the.- same to the said Grantees, their 

heirs, administrators and aeaigna, f orev dr, and the naid Grantor 

_ ··do.ee , cov.enant with the satd Grantee a that 1 t i e lawfully eeized 

:·.in · fee . e i.lllple of the _a b o:ve . de_f!or1 bed premises and hae the valid 

·-··- :r:(!!;ht t o ·c:o·nvey the same; and · that the eeld real proper t y · 1 e free 

from enc l.llllbranc es; .and that 1·t Will and · ita e ucceaeors and aeeigne 

=='-=~·''""""";-ll~:ha-,_;·l,,~l,._ .w.arrant Bnd forever defend the same to thl! .. ll~:Jix:~~;~-'"·J•.;~. 
· ., liefr8, admt~i"stra ·~oi;s · and"-.B11igna, forever, e.ga1net the 

.. . lalitUJ. a ·la"tin~rand · demi!IldS :or a l l persene 'Whomsoever.· 



Attest: · (._~;f.~ 
· ~etary 

: . . __ .......... .... . .. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
SB. 

COUNTY OF PIERC~ zi:. 
On thia LJ'..~. - day of _:.,:l"':::a:.:.rc.:::..::h~-' 1961, be.fore me personally 

appeared E. F. HEACOX ~nd ROBERT W. BOYD , to me known to 

be the Vice Preatdcnt T1Jnberland D1v1s1on and Secretary, 
~ 

respectively of the corporation that executed the within and fore~ 

going instrument L-~d acknowledged said instrument t o be the free 

and voluntary ac t and deed of the corporation, for the uses and 

·purpose s therelh mentioned, and on oath stated t hat they were 

authorized to execute said 1natrument. 

IN WITNESS WHBREOF, I have hereunto .~et my hand and affixed 

the day and year tlrst above written • 

.... ~~ ...... 
of Washington, reB1ding at Olympia 

-2-
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After recording return tor 

Evergreen Land Title Co. 
E-3062A 

ELT-13346 

Until a change is reque s ted, 
mail all tax statefuents tc, 

92922 Marcola Head 
Marcola, OR 97454 

Z~~?JAN.23'92U05REC 20.00 

BARGAIN AND SALE DEED 
2':! ~~JA~L23''12H05F'FUND 10.00 
!!!:~?JAN.23 ' 92H05A&T FUND 20.00 

3 Cs Investment Co., an Oregon corporation, Gran~or, 
conveys to Ray 0. JMst.rude an;] Ida M. D..Jstrude , husband and wife, with 

the right of sutyivcn::shlp , Grantee. the following 
described real property, 

See attached Exhibit A 
"Conveyed Property"). 

The true consideration 
s ____ ~56u2L-5~0~-----------

(hereinafter referred to as 

for this conveyance is 

The Conveyed Property is adjacent to the property owned by 
Grantee described by reference on the attached Exhibit A (Grantee 
Property). The conveyed Property and the Grantee Property must 
hereafter be sold or conveyed as one unit of land which shall 
include both the Conveyed Property and the Grantee Property, 
unless otherwise approved by the controlling land u s e gov e rning 
body. 

Grantor excepts and reserves from the conveya nce s et forth herein 
easements upon the Conveyed Property upon the following terms and 
conditions a 

1. Grantor shall have easements for the purpose of access 
over and across the Conveyed Property to any portion of the real 
property described as "The Entire Right-of - Way" on the attached 
Exhibit A. for the purpose of removing all of the materials 
iocat~d on the Conveyed Property (the ownership of which 
materials is hereby reserved by Grantor) including. but not 
limited to, rails, ties, bridges, tresses, culverts, retaining 
walla. ballast, gravel, rock and timber; and for the purpose of 
traneportinq equipment to remove such materials and to haul such 
materials from any other portion of the Entire Right-of-Way. 

2. These easements are appurtenant to and shall run with 
the Entire Right-of-Way. 

3. Grantor may engage an independent contractor to 
exercise Grantor's rights under the easements set forth herein. 

4. Grantor is not required to repair any. damage to the 
conveyed Property resulting from the exercise of Grantor's rights 
hereunder. 

Page 1--BARGAIN AND SALE DEED 

1.: 

.. ( . 

i.. 

~-· .... ': .. - ·_.: 
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~ : 

. ~ .... 
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.· ·:· 

,· .. ·' 
·::;'· 

... ·>~·~ ~ ... -.. ~t:;.·. 
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5. Grantee assumes all risks arising out of Grantor 1 s use of 
the easements described herein and Gra:ator shall have no liability 
to Grantee, Grantee's agents and employees or any other perscr: fc~ 
any c;ondi tion existing upon the Conveyed Prope:rty or for any 
condition or incident caused by the exercise of Grantor's rights 
hereunder. 

6. These easements shall terminate at such time as ~rantor 
has removed all materials which Grantor desires to r~~ov~ and at 
such time as Grantor does not own any pqrtion of the Entire Right
of-Way. If the conditions set forth in the preceding sentence do 
not occur, these easements shall be perpetual. These ease~ents 
shall remain appurtenant to each and every portion of the Entire 
Right-of-Way. 

7. Grantee shall tak~ no action upon the Conveyed Property 
which . would impair in any way Grantor's exercise of its easement 
rights., includling, but not limited to, an absolute prohibition 
ag~inst the construction of any type of fence or other barri~r 
which would impair in any way Grantor's ability to exercise Sudh 
rights. 

B. These easements shall run with and burden the Conveyed 
Property, until terminated according to the provisions hereof, if 
ever. 

THIS INSTRUMEN'l' WILL NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN 
TliiS INSTRUMENT IN VIOLATION OF APPLICABLE LAND USE tAWS AND 
REGULATIONS. BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE 
PERSON ACQUIRING FEE TI'l'LE TO THE PROPERTY SHOULD CHECK WITH THE 
APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED 
USES. 

THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS INSTRUNENT Ml\Y NOT BE WI'fHIN A FIRE 
PROTECTION DIS'l'R!CT PROTECTING STRUCTURES. 'l'HE PROPERTY IS SUBJEC'l' 
TO LAND USE LAWS AND REGULATIONS, WHICH, IN FARM OR FOREST ZONES, 
MAY NOT AUTHORIZE CONSTRUCTION OR SITING OF A RESIDENCE. BEFORE 
SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE 
TITLE TO THE PROPERTY SHOULD CHECK WI'l'H THE APPROPRIATE CiTY OR 
COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED USES AND EXISTENCE OF 
FIRE PROTECTION FOR STRUCTURES. 

Dated this !).3~day of ~0 , 199;;:;'-

J 
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RA ~ 0. DUSTRUDE 
92885 Marcola Road 
Mar_cola, OR 97454 

Gnw1or'• Namo and Addnss 
EDWARD B. FISHER 
92922 MARCOLA ROAD 
MARCOLA, OR 97454 

Gra.otcc'1 Namt and Adrlrcss 
Allu recording nlurn lo: 

· EVERGREEN LAND 'OTI.E CO. 
P.O. BOX 931 
SPRINGFIELD. OR 97477 
. Uotil a chan&• b ,..:qUC3ttd, all lax SIOIWI<nls sh.aU be 

I 0. &<nllo the folio~ addr ... . 
SAME AS GRANTEE 

I v --------·----=9=8--=7---'8"--2_3~1.=----------:::0;::B7:=:9S~E-!:-'P .. ~3!1-;0':-!:98~1l~07~R£gC=--~lO.DO 
/--.11 Q§.!QSEP.30'981107PF!JID 10.00 
. I ~ 1TI1.E NO. EL T-28862 

ESCROW NO. SP98-E9471 

TAX ACCT. NO. 1178787 2!8QOC& 28710 
MAP NO. 16 01 08 00 00700 16 01 08 00 00700 

WARRANTY DEED- STATUTORY FORM 
(INDIVIDUAL OR CORPORATION) 

0870Sfp 3 
--- • 0'981!07AH FUND ., <-0. 

KNOW AIL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, That RAY 0. DUSTRUDE and IDA M. DUSTRUUE, husband and 
wife 
hereinafter called grantor, for the coniiderarion hereinafter Itated, to gnmtor paid by 
EDWARD B. FlSHER and LILLI A. FISHER, husband and wife 
hereinafter called gtantee, does hereby grant, targain, sell and convey unto the said gralllee and grantee'.~ heirs, 
successors ll1Ui assig;;::, that certain real property, with the tenements, hereditaments a11d appurreruwces thereunto belonJ:ing 
or apperfLlining, situated in the County of LANE and State of Oregon, described as follows, ra-w it: 

SEE EXIDBIT A WJDCH IS MADE A I' ART HEREOF BY THIS REFERENCE 

To Have and to Hold the same unto the said gratllee and grantee's heirs, succesmrs and assigns ji>revcr. 
And said grantor hereby covenants to and with said grantee and grantee's heirs, successors and assigns, that grantor is 
lawfully seized in fee simple of the above granted premises, free from all eucumbrances except 

Subject to any and all easements, restn'ctions and co~enants of record 

and that grantor will II' arrant ond fort!ver defend the said premises and every part and puree/ thereof against the lawful 
c;Ialms and demands of all persons whomsoever, except those claiming under the above described encumbrances. 

The true and actual consideration paid for this transfer, stated in terms of dollars, is $342,000.00. 
• m wim,-7/r r ?aTlll1t -anrstrkrurirm-em Tlistr -uf -ur· in-c:trrrJN- -otlrrr -prvp my- t1,.. -.'t'l hte-g ivrn "'Or -promi:red- wit ic-h-i!J -fth4J 
wTilmTplflllrftlllJ?:Dnrflienrrirm -(tmlicatnvlridr)';.. (The sen tence between the symbols •, if not applicable should be 
ifeitted. See ORS 93.030.) 

In construing this deed nnd where the context so requires, the singular includes th e plural and all 
shOJI be implied to make the provisions hereof apply equally to corporations Oll~individrwls. · 

ln Witness Whereof, the grantor has executed this instrument this .5{fj day of . 
19 q Y; if a corporate grantor, it has caused its name to be signed and seal affixed by its officers, du y autlloriud thereto 

'by~ of its board of directors. 

TH.IS INSrnUMENT WILL NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN TillS INSfRUMENT IN VIOLATION OF APPLICAIILE 

LAND USE LAWS AND REGULATIONS. BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING TliiS INSrRUMENT, THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE Till..£ 

TO THE PROP£RTY SHOULD CHECK WITJI Til£ APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED 

AND TO DETE NE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES AS UI::FlNED IN ORS 30.930. 

IDA M.l>liBTRUD£ 

BTAn()f 0Jt£GON, COUNTY 01' _ _o.:::.cf£..),_!~~-=-===------>J ' 
. TmJ JNBTJUJMEHJ' WAB ACK.NOWLICVGf.D 11101'01!£ MY. ON ~L d1 , 19 gj_, IIY HAY 0. DUS11WDI!. and ll>A 

M.~r· .. · : ,bilil>e~~~. wtt·~ 
~--~ My cornmluloa uplru: 

HMary l'ubiJc t<W Or"""' 

~ ....... l~ta:_ .... aa• II • 
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WARRANTY DEED 

Edward B. Fishe~: and Lilli A. Fisher, ("Grantors"), convey and warrant to Ravin 
Ventures LLC, an Oregon Limited Liability Company ("Grantee"), the real property in Lane 
County, Oregon, described on Exhibit A, attached hereto and made a part hereof by this 
reference, free of an encumbrances except as specifically set forth herein: 

1. The liability and obligations of Grantors to Grantee and 
Gnu·Jtee's assigns under the warranties and covenants contained herein or 
provided by law shall be limited to the extent of coverage that would be 
available to Grantors under a standard policy of.tille insurance, or, iJ the 
Grantors nave coverage under an extended policy of title insurance, under an 
extended policy of title insurance. The Hmitations contained herein expressly 
do not rerieve Grantors of any liability or obligations under this instrument, 
but merely define the scope, nature, and amount of such liability or 
obligations. 

2. Liens or encumbrances created or suffered by Grantors. 

The true consideration for this conveyance is $0.00 and other consideration 
other than in the form of money or money's worth. 

THIS INSTRUMENT WILL NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTY 
DESCRJBED TN THIS INSTRUMENT TN VIOLATION OF APPLICABLE LAND USE 
LAWS AND REGULATIONS. BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING TH1S 
INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON ACQUIRJNG FEE TITLE TO THE PROPERTY 
SHOULD CHECK WITH THE APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING 
DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED USES AND TO DETERMINE ANY 
LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES AS 
DEFINED IN ORS 30.930. Dlvlslon or Chl-.-, ~0-e~p-~~l-y_C_Ie_r_k---~·~--~ 

Lane Counly Deedli o.nd Records ~~Q~-O~Jl15 

After recording, return to: 

Ravin Ventures, LLC 
c/o Edward B. Fisher 
37803 Upper Camp Creek Road 
Springfield, OR 97478 

~~~mlmi~l~mJ!~m,~l~n~lllll~ 136 
.eo 

03/3112004 03:10:19 Pn 
RPR-bEED Cnl:l Sln:1 CRSHIER 08 
$15.00 $11.00 $10.00 

Until a change is requested, all tax 
statements shall be sent to the 
following address: 

Ravin Ventures, LLC 
c/o Edward B. Fisher 
37803 Upper Camp Creek Road 
Springfield, OR 97478 
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LANE COUNTY HEARINGS OFFICIAL 

PA 1057-9 1 
June 14, 199 1 
Page 1 of 5 

APPROVAL OF A REZONING OF TAX LOTS 1601, 1602, 1603, ASSESSOR'S 
MAP 17-16-31 FROM F-1 NON-IMPACTED FOREST DISTRICT 

...,.. ...., - T~ ~ C',...,'""D ""ORES~ n TS'T'RI. r"'T' . 1 0 1:'-L. 11Yir A J I!. l' .. uJ.. .. .. '-- .. 

(UNCONTESTED) 

.\p~lic~tion Symmary 

Thelma Baker~Fisk, 22124 Highway 126, Noti, OR 9746L Request for a rezoning of tax lots 
1601, 1602 and 1603, assessor's map 17-06-31 from F-1 to F-2. 

Parties of Record 

Thelma Baker-Fisk 

Aoplication History 

Hearing Date: 

Decision Date: 

Appeal Deadline: 

June 6, 1991 

June 14, 1991 

June 24, 1991 

SI;Jtement of Criteria 

Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan 
Lane Code 16.210 
Lane Code 16.21 1 

Findincs of F:Jc:t 

. ·~. ' 

I . The property subject to tbe proposed rezoning, hereinafter referred to as "the subject 
property," can be identified as tax lots 1601, 1602 and 1603, assessor's map 17-06-31, 
and is located on the west side of Crow-Vaughn Road, about 2 miles sout.l-J of Nori. The 
subject property is 10.07 acres in size and is currently vacant. 

2. The subject property is designated as Forest Lands by the Rural Comprehensive Plan and is 
zoned F- l Non-Impacted Forest Lands. 

3. The subject property consists of 93 Nestucca silt loam (50%), 104E and 104G Pea vine 
silty clay loam (40%) and 128B Veneta loam (10%) soil. With the exception of the Peavine 
soi l, which has a site index of 124, these soils are not very productive for woodland 
management purposes. 

4 . The subject property receives fire protection from the Oregon State Police and the Lane 
County Sheriff's Deparunent and ftre protection from the Fern Ridge Fire District 
(non-SIJl.tctural). Telephone is provided by U .S. West ·and electricity is available from the 
Lane Electric Cooperative. Water and sewerage would be provided through individual , on-

EXHIBIT P 
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PA 1057-91 
June 14, 1991 
Page 2 of 5 

site systems. Access is on to Crow-Vaughn Road, a Major Collector. The subject property 
lies within the Fern Ridge School District. 

5. The subject property is bordered on the west by the Southern Pacific Railroad and 
right-of-way. On the north and south it is bordered by parcels zoned RR-5. On the east, 
the property is bordered by Crow-Vaughn Road and Noti Creek, a small'Class I stream. 

6 . 

To lhe. east, across the railroad, lies land zoned F-1 and in cornmercial forest management. 
Access to this property, however, is not available to the subject property. To the north are 
four parcels zoned RR-5; tax lots 1700,2100, 2101 and 2102. All of Lhese parcels are 
developed with residences. Tax lot 1700, in particular, is developed with four residences. 
Fanher north, there are another 6 residences between Crow-Vaughn Road and the railroad. 

To the south lies tax 1~?700, which is developed with a residence. Further south and aJso 
located between the m;.~i-oad and Crow-Vaughn Road lies tax lot 500 and 400; both tJarcels 
occupied with dwellings: A small portion of the subject properiy borders Crow-Vaughn 
Road on the east A majority of the eastern perimeter of the subject property is adjacent to 
Veneta Creek. Beyond the creek, but to the west of Crow-Vaughn Road, lies a portion of 
tax lot -800. This tax lot, which is larger than 80 acres, lies on both sides of Crow-Vaughn 
Road and is zoned F- I. The portion of tax lot 800 located on the eastern side of Crow
Vaughn Road is in commercial timber management. There are 18 tax lots that border or are 
very close to the subject property. Ten of these parcels are occupied with dwellings. 

The subject property lies within a flood hazard area (See PA 1058~91) but no olher natural 
haz.ards have been identified. 

Decision 

THE REQUEST (PA 1057-91) TO REZONe TAX LOTS 1601, 1602, & 1603, ASSESSOR'S . 
MAP 17-06-31 FROM F-1 TO F-2 IS APPROVED 

Justificfltion for the Decision (Conclusion) 

I. PLAN CONFORMITY 

The subject property is designated "Forest Lands" by t{le Rural Comprehensive Plan. Goal #4 
Policies #19(b) and (c) describe the characteristics of F-1 and F-1 properties, respectively. Policy 
# 19(a) implies that the zoning should reflect a conclusion that the characteristics qf the land 
correspond more closely to the characteristics of the proposed zoning (F-1) than the characteristics 
of the other forest zone (F-1). 

Policy #19Cb) Non-Impacted Forest Lend Zone 

( 1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or non forest uses. 

The subject property is not developed by a residence or non forest use although 10 of the 18 
snnounding parcels are developed with a residence. The subject property shares this 
characteristic. · 

,fl>,_ 
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(2) Predominantly contiguous ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

(3) 

Only one parcel, tax lot 800 to tt'1e east, is 80 acres or larger in size. The subject parcel does 
not share this characteristic. · 

Predominantly ownerships contiguous to other lands utilized for 
commercial forest or commercial farm uses. 

The subject property is not directly contiguous to lands utilized for commercial_ fore~;t or 
farm uses. The F-1 properties to the west are separated by the intervention of the Southern 
Pacific RailRoad and access to the.se properries is not directly available. While the subject 
prop~:ny 'is contiguous to tax lot 800, which is zoned F-1, only that portion of tax lot 800 
Ioca,·t.:u on the east side of Crow-Vaughn Road is ·utilized for COrD\"Il~rcial forest purposes. 

( 4) Acc~sed by arterial roads or r~ads intended primariiy for forest 

(5) 

management. · 

The subject property is accessed by Crow-Vaughn Road, a Minor Collector. 

Primarily under commercial forest management 

The subject property is not currently under commercial forest management About 60 
percent of its soils do not have a high or moderate level of woodland productivity and the 
presence of Veneta Creek reduces the manageable portion of tJ1e subject property (A . 
50-foot setback must be maintained from Class I streams according to the Oregon Forest 
Practices Act) 

Policy # 19{c) Impacted Forest Land Zone 

{1) Predominantly ownerships developed with residences or non forest use. 

The parcel is not developed with a residence or a nonforest use. 

(2) Predominantly ownerships of 80 acres or less in size. 

The property js 10 acres in size and meets this test. 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less than 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an 
exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

( 4) 

All but three of the surrounding J 8 parcels are less than 80 acres in size and 10 of these 
parcels are developed with residences. The subject property meets this characte1ization. 

Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct sen•ice to rural residences. 

The subject property has access to a full range of services nommlly available to a rural 
residence, except run>J fire protection, electricity and telephone. Annexation to a mral fu·e 
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protection district would be a requirement for any non- forest residence placed upon the 
subject property. The subject property aJso is adj acent to Crow-Vauglm Road, a Major 
Collector. 

The subject property meets a t all of the five characteristics attributed to property L~at should be 
zoned F-1 and all of the four characteristics ascribed to F-2 wned property. It appears unlikely 
that the subject property can be used in conjunction with a large commercial forestry operation even 
ths u£-!1 intensive management of the subject property for forestry purposes is quite feasible. Given 
this situation, it is likely that the subject property will not be intensively managed for forestry 
unless the applicant is allowed to construct a dwelling on it The recent changes in the F-2 District 
allow only forestry-related dwellings and require a forest management plan. Given these facts, it 
appears that the subject property more closely fits the Rural Comprehensive Plan's proflle ofF-2 

· ]and. 

:~-. .. •' . 
II. ZONE CONR:t~.1YllTY 

Lane Code 16.252(2) requires that rezonings be consistent with the general pmposes of Chapter 
16, nOl be contrary to the public interest, be consistent with the general purposes of the proposed 
zoning district and be consistent with applicable Rural Comprehensive Plan elements. 

1. Consistent with the general purposes of Chapter 16 

ff The following general purposes statements of Lane Code 16.003 are arguably applicable to 
the proposed rezoning: 

( 4) Conserve farm and fores t la nds for the produ ction of crops, livestock 
and timber products. 

The proposed zoning district is designated as forest land but recognizes that smaller. 
forest parcels normally require a dweBing to ensure that they are managed efficiently. 

( 2) To facilitate the adequate and efficient provision of transportation, 
wate r, s ewerage, schools, parks and other public improvements. 

A full range of rural services are available to the subject property, except for structural 
Ere protection, and reflect that the area bordering the subject property on the north 
and south are heavily impacted by residential development. 

( 4) To secure from fire, panic, Oood, and other dangers. 

The subject property is within a flood hazard area (PA 1058-91) and a flood hazard 
special use permit will have to be issued for the development of a dwelling.No other 
natural hazards are present. The prope1ty lies within a rural frre protection district. 

2 . Not contrary to the public interes t. 

It is the intent of the Forest Lands po1icies of the Rural Comprehensive Plan that lands with 
the potential for forest management be allowed to realize that potential and that forest lands 
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that are limited by size and residential impacts may have to be occupied with a dwelling 
before their potenti31 can be meL 

(3) Consistency with the proposed zone. 

The purpose of the Impacted Forest Lands Zone, as stated by Lane Code 16.211(1), is to 
implement the forest land ~olicies of the Lane County Rural Comprehensi_ve Plan, that 
recognize that forest lands unpacted by nonforest uses should be treated differently than 
nonimpacted forest lands, and to conserve forest land for forest uses. A rezon,ing will . 
formally implement the above-state recognition of the Rurnl Corpprehensive Plan and the 
placement of a forest-related dwelling on the subject property will allow tl1e most efficient 
forest management. of iliat property. .. 

( 4) Conformity with the Comp~.~Jiensive Plan. 

The analysis in the PLAN CONFOiUvuTY section of this decision affmnatively concludes 
that a rezoning to F-2 best reflects the character of the subject property. 

The Hearings Official concludes that the proposed rezoning is consistent with applicable approval 
criteria of Lane Code Chapter 10. 

R espectfully Submitted, 

Gary rnielle 
La e County Hearings Offi cial 

. . ... . 
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o=J Lane Coun.cil of Governments 
~ 125 East Eighth Avenue, Eugene, Oregon 97401 {541) 682-4283 Fax: {541) 682-4099 TrY: (54'1) 682-4567 

November 2, 1999 

Mr. Kent Howe 
Lane County Land Management Division 
Public Service Building 
125 East Eighth Avenue 
Eugene, OR 

Re·: PA 99~5789 (West) 

Dear Mr. Howe: .,:~ .• :. :' 

-~:·.<~ : 
Enclosed is the Lane County Hearings Official's decision denying on reconsideration a 

request for a redesignarion of property from Non-Impacted Forest Use to Impacted Forest Use (F-
1 to F-2). The property is located along Poodle Creek Road and is designated as tax lot 3800, 
assessor's map 16-06-Index. The property is owned by Tony and Tammie West. The matler was 
contesled. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely , 

Milo Mecham 
Lane County Hca:ir.gs Official 
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.LANE COUNTY HEARINGS OFFICIAL 
REQUE§T-FORT.IIE>ZONE CfiANGE OF TAX LOT 3800, 

ASSESSOR'S MAP 16-06~INDEX · FROM F-1 TO F-2 . . . ' 

DECISION ON RECONSIDERATION 

(CONTE-STED) 

. Ap-plication Summary 

Tony West and Tammie West, ·P.O. Box 24; Blachley, OR.. Tax Lot 3800, Assessor's 
map 16-06- Index · Reque.St to rezo.ne the property. from N oriimpacted Forest Land (F
ltRCP) to Impacted Forest Lane (f-.:2/RCP), · 

Parties of Rec,S;Q 
. ·:·, .. 

Tony West 
Charles Lake 
Connie Ewing 

Application History 

Hearing Date: 

Report Date: 

Tammie West 
Adam Uininsk.i 
Ronald Raymond 

August 26, 1999 

September 17, 1999 

Thomas Miller 
Jerry Berg 

·.: .... 

Reconsideration Date: Septem~er 27, 1999 (record open until October 25, 1999) 

Decision on Reconsideration: November 2, 1999 

Appeal Date 

November 12, !999 

Statement of Criteria 

Lane Code 16.003 
Lane Code 16.252 
Lane Code 16.21 I 

Lane County Board of Commissioners 

Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan 

Findings of Fact 

-~-
-... ~_,) 

··. 

The property subject to this application, hereinafter referred to as the "subject · . ::;- , e 
property," is located on the north side of Poodle Creek Road, approximately V2 ... \.:t :;J:, · f"'/'-i~<~ 

I. 

mile west of the intersection of Poodle Creek Road and Highway 36. Access ro · · ... : · ' · ·..-,:, 

,, ,li;Ji~l: 
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the propert.y is from Poodle Creek Road . The subject prope rty is al so -identified as 
tax lot 3800, assessor's map 16-06-Index .. The subject property is ll8.72 acres in 
size. Much of the parcel was clear-cut in the spring of 1998. Portions of the 
subject parcel have been replanted, and some of the slash has been removed after 
the dear-cut. 

The subject property is designated Nonimpacted for.est land in the Lane County 
Rural Comprehensjve Plan and is currently zoned F-1. 

The subj.ect property is an inverted "L" shape. Within the fold of the L to the 
south and to the east of the subject property are two smaller parcels, zoned F-l. 
To the east of the Lend' of the subject patcel is a parcel zoned E40. Touching the 
northeastern comer of the subject property is a parcel zoned F-2. Immediately to 
the north of the subject parcel is a parcel zoned F- 1: To the west of the subject 
parcel and to the northwest of the parcel are F-2 z, ·· :v~d parcels. To the sourh of 
the subject parcel.are several residential parcels. ··t :o6dle Creek Road comes from 
the south to intersect the sou them border of the subJect property approximately 
one third of the way across the inverted leg of the L shaped pan~el. To the west of 
the meeting with Poodle Creek Road the subject property abuts one small parcel 
and touches. the northeast corner of another smaH parcel zoned RR5. Across 
Poodle Creek Road south of the subject property are three parcels zoned RR I 0. 
Further south along Poodle Creek Road from. the subject property, in the near 
vicinity th~re are additional rural residential parcels. To rhe east of the RR 10 
parcels, although only touching a comer of the subject property and separated by 
Poodle Creek Road is a parcel zoned PR. 

4. Residences in the area are all south and east of the subject property. The two F- 1 
properti es to the southwest both have structures on them. and both persons reside 
on both parce ls. The larger of the two parcels is owned and used by the 
Cascadian Bowmen of Eugene. The rural residential parcels to the south of the 
subjec t property adjacent to the subject property all contain residences. These 
four residences are within exception areas that contain several other residences on 
property not adjacenr, but still near the subject property. The property zoned PR 
is used as a Lutheran Retre<H center_ It is identified. as having two residences on 
the property. To the east of the subject property, there are residences mainly 
located al ong Highway 36. The large e40 property to the west of the subject 
property has a residence loca'ted on the opposite side of highway 36, 
approximately 1000 feet east of the subject property . The F-2 parcel that touches 
the northeast comer of the subject property has a residence on the property near 
the comer that £ouches the subjecl property. Of the four parcels that touch some 
portion of th e eastern boundary of the. parcel, all four have structures, three of 
them dwellings . The properti es to the north and west do not contain residences . 

5 Including properties touching on a corner of the subject property, the subject 
property touches on or is immediately ac ross Poodle Creek Road from I 5 parcels. 
Ten of these arc resource use designated, t"ive contain structures . The subject 
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property touches on or is immediately across Poodle Creek Road from five D&C 
properties, containing five residences. The parcels are as follows: 
Map/Jot# Acres Zoning Structures 

16-06-28/900 38.97 E40 1 residence 

16-06-29/3900 29.90 F-1 1 res., other structures 
16-06-29/390 I 7.83 F-1 1 res_ 

16-06-32/100 38.99 PR 2 res. 
] 6-06-32/101 1.58 RR5 1 res. 
16-06-32/102 10.8 RRlO 1 res. 
] 6-06-32/103 9.39 ·RRIO 1 res_ 
16-06-32/105 9.39 RR10 1 res. 
J 6-06-32/302 2.58 RR5" ·1 res_ 

16-06-29/3600 60 F-2 no 
16-06-29/3601 30 F-2 no 
16-06-29/3700 160 .:, f -1 no 
16-06-29/3501 90 ·- F-1 no 
I6-06-28/500 30+ F-2 l res. 
16-06-281100 20+ F-2 no 

The subject property receives fire protection from the Lane Rural Fire District and 
police protection from the Lane County Sheriff and Oregon State Police 
Departments_ Electricity is available from Blachley-Lane Electric Coop, and US 
West provides telephone service. The subject property is within the-Junction City 
School District #69_ The subject property is composed of multiple soil types . 
Bel pine silty clay learns (liE; liD and II C) make up 61 percent of the soil, 
followed by Dupee Silt loam composing 24 percent of the subj ect property. Other 
forms of silty clay loams comprise the remainder of the soil types on the property. 

Decision 

THE REQUEST (PA 99-5789) FOR THE REZONING OF TAX LOT 3800, 
ASSESSOR'S MAP 16-06-Indcx, FROM F-l. TO F-2 IS DENIED. 

Justification for the Decision (Conclusion) 

L ZONE CONFORMITY 

A. Lane Code 16.252(2) This section of the Code establishes the basic requirements 
for the proposed rezoning. Section 16.252(2) requires that rezoning be consistent with 
the general purposes of Chapter 16. not be contrary to the public interest, and be 
consistent with the purposes of the proposed zoning classifications and the Lane County 
Rural Comprehensive Plan elements. 

._. 
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The Lane County Rura.l Comprehensive Plan contains several policies in the Goal 4 

element that apply to the proposed rezoning_ 

Policy :;, Conserve forest hmd by ~~.ainU:•ining the foresi iand base and protect the 
state's forest economy by making possible economically efficient forest practices 
that assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree species as the 
leading use on forest 9and consistent with sound management of soil, ajr, water, and 
fish and wildlife resources and to provide for •·ecreational opportunities and 
agriculture. 

The proposed change in zonipg may not significantly affect the use of the subjecl 
property for forest produc::tion. While the F-2 standard aHows some non-forest uses :-. 
(including dwellings), th~:::~ pre only allowed under conditions that include restricti(fl:i on 
reducing forest uses_ Apf-']icants introduced evidence of some vandalism on the subject 
property_ Much of the vandalism results from trespassing, and affects the forest 
productivity of the land by damaging the replanted trees_ Applicants suggest that a 
dwelling on the property would reduce the vandalism and trespassing_ It is not clear, 
however, that the presence or absence of a dwelling counts as a factor in this criteria_ No 
forest management plan is submitted showing the necessity for a dwelling_ No evidence 
of the comparative cost of other steps, such as better gmes, selective fencing on the 
trespass routes and Sb forth has been offered_ The general policy is that a dwelling or 
dwellings in the area impacts forest use in an adverse fashion. . 

Applicants are seeking lo create conditions where a dwelling can be approved on the 
theory that a dwelling will protect the properly from otlier impacts of development in the 
area. The problem is that the code regards dwellings in the area as the most significant of 
the negative impact on forest property _ 

It is not possible to allow the redesignation and limit the uses thereafter to forest 
management uses. · Non-forest dwellings, and other marginally related forest uses are 
<~IIowed on F-2 land_ Redesignation will open 1,1p the possibility of some non-forest use, 
but not to such an extent that it argues strongly o.ne way or the other_ 

Policy 2 Forest lands will be segregated into two categories, Non-Impacted and 
Impacted and these categories shall be defined and mapped by the general 
characteristics specified in the Non-Impacted and Impacted Forest Land Zones 
General Charaderistics. 

Th is poli cy appears to make reference to the poli cies set forth in Policy 16. 

Policy 16 L~nds designated within the Rural Comprehensive Plan as forest land 
shall ue zoned Non-Impacted (F-1/RCP) or Impacted Forest Land (f-2/RCP)_ A 
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decision to apply one of tbe a bove zones or both in a sp lit zone fas hion shall be based 
upon: 
(a) A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 

characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone. The zoning characteristics referred to are specified below in subsections b 
a nd c. This conclusion shall besupported by a statement of r easons explaining 
why the facts support the conciusion. 

(b) Non-impacted Forest Land Zone characteristics: 
(1) Predominantly ownerships not developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

Applicant suggests that this criteria should be read in a manner similar to the Rural 
Residential rezoning process. The language of the Comprehensive Plan does not support 
this suggestion. This language was developed to describe the process of designating 
large areas. as one type of zone or another. When it is applied in a re,?.oi1ing context, the 
focus is; ·:/ox this criteria, on the individual parcel itself, not the ch a<,:f;~·ter i s tics of the 
surrounc~~ng area. Jn this case, the subject property is not develope(£ t~y a nonforest use 
and has no residence on it. It therefore meets the criteria to remain zoned F-1. 

(2) Predominantly contiguous, ownerships of 80 acres or larger in si.ze. 

This criteria can be read in several ways. The measure of divisible Non-impacted Forest 
Land is 80 acres (see policy 7). For the initial decision concerni ng the zoning district, the 
question was whether most of the parcels in the prospective zone were contiguous to each 
other and were in ownerships of 80 acres or larger. Therefore, this criteria is looking at 
whether the predominant characteris ti c of properties that are contiguous to the subjec t 
parcel is that the paicels are 80 acres or larger in size. Some of the large tracts have been 
divided, so that the predominant charac teristic of the con ti guous properties, resource and 
non-resource parcels, is that they are of iess than 80 acres in size. In this case, the 
parcelization is such that this criteria points to rewning the propeny. 

(3) Pr edomina ntly ownerships contiguous to other land utilized for commercia l 
fo r·est or commercia l farm uses. 

Applicant wanted to rely on an inference that the surrounding resource designated parcels 
are not being used for commercial uses because most of these parcels are smaller than the 
160 acre minimum parcel size for F-1 parcels in the Lane Code. This inference was not 
supported by the evidence. Some of the parcels in the area were designated for natural 
resource use. and there is no evidence that they are not being used for commercial farm 
or forest use. If there is any inference to be drawn from the designation of surrounding 
properry, it is that the resource land is being used according to the designated purpose, 
which is commercial farm or forest use. 

As noted in the 1989 Addendum to Working Paper. the parcelsize is not definitive of 
commercial ly viable use. These speculaiions are not going to resolve the question. The 
onl y evidence introduced was that most of the properties in the area are receiving a farm 
or forest tax deferral. The evidence indicates that the predominant utilization of the ;f""~, 
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resource des igna~ed' properties in the area is for commercial forest or farm use. The 
evidence is that the parcel's to the sou~h of the subject property, including the bowmen' s 
prope•1Y and the PR property used for a retreat, .are not used for commercial forest or 
farm uses. Something less than half of the borders of the subject property are contiguous 
to property about which there is evidence that the properties are not being used for 
commercial forest or farm use. Something more than half of the boundary is contiguous 
to property about which the best presumption is that it is being used for commercial farm 
or forest use. 

Applicants introduced evidence that the parcels to the east of the subject property are 
currently being managed for forest use, ;but that d1e owners intend to use the property for 
residences sometime in the future. The presence of .residences does nor necessarily mean 
that the property will not continue to be used for forest purposes. J.t. also does not matter 
what speculative uses might be applied to adjacent, properties. The crite~ia looks at the . .. 

contemporary uses. The evidence indicates that ~tiis;property is currently in forest use . 
This criteria points it the direction of maintaining!;:!';~ designation as F- l . 

(4) Accessed by arterial roads or roads intended primarily for forest 
management. 

Poodle Creek Road is dassified as a Major Collector road. Therefore this criteria 
suggests the property should be redesignated . 

(5) Primarily under commercial forest management. 

Appl icants argue that, because the property was logged before it was sold to them, it was 
not subject 10 commercial forest management. ·Applicants also assert that they intend to 
return the property to forest management. 

T he timber that was harvested was sold. The applicants intend to keep the t.ax deferral on 
the prope rty and manage it for commerc ial forestry purposes. Therefore, the subj ect 
property , to which thi s -criteri a refers, is primarily under commercial forest management. 

c. Impa cted Forest Land Zone (F-2, RCP) Characle..-istics 
(1) Predo minantly ownerships developed by residences or nonforest uses. 

T hi s criteri a is the mirror image of criteria (b)( I) . In this case. the property is not 
developed with residential or nonforest uses and therefore the evidence does not support 
redesignation. 

(2) Predominantly ownerships 80 acres or less in size. 

The word ing of thi s cri teria points to the ind ivid ua l parce l. d ifferen t from the cri teria of 
(b)(2). This individua l parcel is larger than 80 acres, there fore th is crite ri a s ugges ts 
retaining the F- 1 designation . 



·-... -·· 

PA 99-5789 
November 2. 1999 

Page 7 of 8 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less then (sic.) 80 acres 
a nd res idences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an 
exception has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

The subject property is contiguous to an exception area_ Several of the resource parcels 
th at are contiguous to the subject parcel are Jess than 80 acres and contain residences_ 
However, the majority of the land are·a surrounding the subject parcel is composed of 
tracts without residences, even if they are smaller than 80 acres. This criteria points very 
weakly in favor of redesignation. 

(4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct services to rural residences. 

The subject property has access rq_.the level of service nonnally provided to rural 
residences, including road acces;..;.This criteria supports redesignation . 

The decisive criteria is contained in subsection a quoted above. It states: 
A conclusion that characteristics of the land correspond more closely to the 
characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of the other forest 
zone. The zoning characteris tics referred to are speci fied below in subsections b 
and c. This conclusion shall be supported by a slatement of reasons explaining 
why the facrs supporc the conclusion . 

These characteristics are not clearly written so that they can easi ly apply to a question. of 
redesignation. They were wrillen to describe the original designation process. which 
looks at larger swaths of terri tory. 

ln thi s case the characterisl ics of the land correspond to some of the characteris tics of F-1 
J;10d and tO some of the characterislics of F-2 land_ Of the five F-1 characteristics, three 
suggest retaining the F-1 zon ing, in varying degrees of strength_ Two of the five F- 1 
characteristics point in favor of redesignation _ The balance Is barely in the directi on of 
retaining the exisling designation _ 

Of the four F-2 criteria, the evidence is evenly split, with two pointing in each direction . 
The basic question underlying all these criteria is: is this property so impacted by ad verse 
developments tha t it cannot be used for traditional non-impacted forest uses. The 
applicants want to say yes , that traditional forest uses cannot be carried out on the 
property. They evidence they introduce is not as s trong as they wish . Vandalism is a facr. 
of life_ It may reduce the economic value of the F-1 designation, but it would do the 
same for the F-2 property . Occasional trespasses are not likely lObe eliminated by a 
residence located in the middle of thi s large parcel. even though the trespassing may be 
redu ced. 

The additional evidence that the parcels to the west have bee n rezoned does not compel a 
similar resul t here_ If those properties had t1ad dwellings built on rhem. and if the 
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dwellings were non-farm dwellings in the immediate proximity of the subject parcel, then 
there might be grounds for redes ignation of this parceL That is not, however, the case. 

Rezoning requires that the original process of designation be revisited to see if the fac~ars 
that originally supported designation as F-1 have changed to such an extent that~ cha_nge 
to F-2 is now justified. There answer here is that there is at best very weak and divided 
evidence on the issue. In the absence of strong evidence of a change so that it can be said 
that this property clearly is now impacted, the law favors retaining the existing 
designation. The request for redesignation must be denied. 

Policy 16 requires a conclusion that the characteristics of the ~and correspond more 
closely to the characteristics of the proposed zoning than the characteristics of th~ other 
forest zone. This subject property is on the edge of land that has been removed from 
resource designati<m. The subject property is impacted by its proximity to development, 
but measured t~y: the criteria listed in Policy !6, the property has character~<:!ics of both F-
2 and F-l in n\·_,~;.rjy equal balance .. The evidence does not strongly suppo!·i' <:e taining or 
altering the designation. At this time the designation as F-l land must remain because the 
proposed redesignation does not meet the requirement that the characieristics of the 
property correspoJ!d more closely to the characteristics of F-2 than of F-l. 

Conclusion 

The proposed rezoning is not consistent with the Lane Code and the Rural 
Comprehensive Plan . Although the criteria are somewhat obscure and the applicant is 
burdened with diffic ult matters of proof. the bottom line is that the application failed 10 

show th at the relevant criteria were met. It is unfortunate to deny an application because 
the evidence is close enough to be in the marginal area where rezoning might not violate 
the criteri a, but where the evidence is that maintaining the existing designation <~lso 
compli es with the requirements of the code, but that is the nature of land use in Oregon . 
T ruly close cal ls result in a denial. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Milo Mecham 
Lane County HeMings Official 
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APPROVAL OF A REZONING OF TAX LOT 409, ASSESSOR'S 
MAP 16-09-25 FROM F-1 NON-IMPACTED FOREST DISTRICT 

TO F-2 IMPACTED FOREST DISTRICT 

(UNCONTESTED) 

Apn l ication Summary 

Andrew Park, 91955 Deadwood Oeek Road, Deadwood; OR 97430. Request for a rezoning of 
tax lot 409, assessor's map 16-09-25 from F-1 to F-2. 

Par;(ies of Record 

Anc;;· .:.w Park 

App l ication History 

Hearing Date: February 21, 1991 

Decision Date: February 25, 1991 

Appeal Deadline: March 7, 1991 

Sr.ntement of Criteria 

Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan 
LaneCode 16.210 · 
Lane Code 16.21 l 

f.'indinps of Fact 

] . 

2. 

3. 

4 . 

The property subject to the proposed Tezoning, hereinafter referred to as "the subject 
property," can be identified as tax lot 409, assessor's map 16-09-25, and is loc<Jted at the 
intersection of Deadwood Creek Road and Deadwood Loop Road, north of Highway 36. 
The subject property is 35 . .5 acres in size and is cWTently vacanr. The applicant 
characterizes the propeny as having deep, rich so1l and as excellent forest land. The 
property is currently half logged. 

The subject property is designated as Forest Lands by the Rural Comprehensive Plan and is 
zoned F-1 Non-Impacted Forest Lands. 

The subject property consists of 16D & 16H Bohanon Gravelly Loam and ll2G Preacher
Bohanon SJ1ckrock Complex. These are excellent soils for forest production. About 60 
percent of the soils are of the Bohanon Gravelly Loam. 

The subject property receives fire protection from rhe Oregon State Police and the Lane 
County Sheriff's Depanment and fire protection from the Swisshome/Deadwood Rural Fire 
Protection District. Telephone is provided by the Pioneer Telephone. Cooperative and 

. .... ~·~J 
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el~tricity is ava.ilable from the Blachly-Lane Electric Cooperat;ive. Water and sewerage 
would be provided through individual, on-site systems. Access is on to the Deadwood 
Creek Road The subject propeny lies within the Mapleton School District. r 

f 5. There are fourteen parcels that border or are very close to the border of the subject 
:· 

,J-1. '• 

. .. ;~·:-:.~~ 
t' ., . 
~·:..;_?; 

property. Eight of the parcels have dwellings on them and all but one are under 80 acres in 
size. Nine of the parc~ls are less than 20 acres in siz.e, 3 an~ between 2.0 and 50 acres in size 
and one is between 50 and 65 acn~s in size. Ooe parcel, tax lor 301, is larger than 80 acres 
in si,z,e. The parcels to the south, Lax lots 302, 304 &nd 305 abut F-l zoned land in excess 
of 80 acres and could not be rezoned to F-2, 

6. The subject property does not lie within a flood hazard area and no natural hazards h.ave 
been identified. 

Decision :.-..... 
' .... .. · 

THE REQUEST (PA 0039-91) TO REZONE TAX LOT 409, ASSESSOR'S MAP 16-09-25 
FROM F-1 TO F-2 IS APPROVED 

.}ustification for the Decision {Conclusion) 

I. PLAN CONFORMITY 

The subject property is designated "ForestLands" by the Rural Comprehensive Plan. Goal tf.4 
Policies #19(b) and (c) describe the characteristics ofF- 1 and F-1 properties, respectively. Policy 
# 19(a) implies that the zoning should reflect a conclusion that the characteristics of the Jand 
correspond more closely to the characteristics of the proposed zoning (F- 1) than the characteristics 
of the other forest zone (F-1). 

Policy #19{b) Non-Impacted Forest Land Zone 

( l ' .._, PredominanUy ownerships not developed by residences or non forest uses. 

The subject property is not developed by a residence or non forest usc although eight of the 
fourteen surrounding parcels are developed with a residence. The subject property shares 
this characteristic. 

( 2) Predominantly contiguous ownerships of 80 acres or larger in size. 

(3) 

Only one parcel, tax lot 301 to the south, is 80 acres or larger in size. The subject parcel 
does not share thjs characteristic. . 

Predominantly ownerships contiguous to ot!ter lands utilized for 
commercial forest or commercial farm uses. 

The applicant and staff infer from surrounding parcel si:z.es that there arc no contiguous 
lands utilized for commercial forest or commercial farm uses. However, the applicant notes 
(Page 3, item I) that "Most ownerships are for residences and farw I11nd." It also seems 
that the F-1 zoning on the parcels to the south would cre~te an inference that they might be 
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managed for commercial forest use, especially in conjunction with the larger F-1 zoned 
parcels located further south. The.conclusion that subject property is contiguous ro la nds 
not predominantly utilized for commercial fores t or commercial farm uses is probably 
correct but clearly the eyjdence does no t support the magnirude of predominance th at is 
inferred. 

( 4) Accessed by artertal roads or roads intended primarily ·for forest 
management. 

The subject property is accessed by Lower Deadwood Creek Road, a Minor Collector, and 
by Deadwood Loop Road, a local access road. 

(5) Primarily under comm.erdal forest management 
.:··. ·. 

The subject property is ctb:;·ently being logged by the applicant but nor at a commerci,-,; 
level. 

Policy #19(c) Impacted Forest L~nd Zone 

{.1) Predominantly ownerships developed with residences or non fores t use. 

The parcel is not developed with a residence or a nonforest use. 

(2) Predominantly ownerships of 80 acres or less in size. 

The property is 35 acres in size and meets this test. 

(3) Ownerships generally contiguous to tracts containing less than 80 acres and 
residences and/or adjacent to developed or committed areas for which an 
exce ption has been taken in the Rural Comprehensive Plan. 

All bu[ one of the sunounding fourteen parcels is less than 80 acres in size and eight of 
these parcels are developed with residences. The subject propeny meets thi s 
characterization. 

( 4) Provided with a level of public facilities and services, and roads, intended 
primarily for direct .service to rural residences. 

The subject property has access to a full r<illge of services normally available to a rural 
residence, including rural Ere protection, electricity and telephone. The subject propeny 
also is adjacent to two paved, public roads. 

The subject property meets at leasr three of the five characteristics attributed to propeny that should 
be zoned F-1 and three out of the four characteristics ascribed to F-2 zoned property. The Hearings 
Official believes rhar in the present case the size of the subject propeny and the fact that the 
predominate lot size in the area is 20 acres or less arc the most important factors . !L appears 
unlikely that the subject property can be used in conjunction with a large commercial forestry 
openHion even though intensive manLJgemenr of the subject propeny for foresny purposes is quire 
feasible. Given thi s situati on, it is likely LI-Jat the subjecr property "'' ill not be imensively managed 
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for forestry unless the applicant is allowed to constn.ict a dwelling on it. The recent changes in the-. 
F-2 Disoict allow only foresrry-related dwellings and require a forest management plan. Given 
these facts, it appears that t.he subject property more closely fits the Rural Comprehensive Plan's 
profile of F-2 land. 

II. ZONE CONFORMITY 

Lane Code 16.252(2) require~ that re.zonings be consistent with the general purposes of Chapter 
16, not be cont:rary to the public interest, be consistent with the general purposes of the proposed 
zoning district and be consistent with applicable Rural Comprehensive Plan elements. 

I. Consistent with the general purposes of Chapter 16 

The followf:.~;~ .generaJ purposes statements of Lane Code 16.003 are argt;ably applicable to 
the proposed· 1ezoning: 

( 4) Conserve farm and forest lands for the production of crops, livestock 
and timber products. 

The proposed zoning district is designated as forest land but recognizes that smaller 
forest parcels normally require a dwelling to ensure that they are managed efficiently. 

( 2) To facilitate the adequate and efficient provision of transportation, 
water, sewerage, schools, parks and other public improvements. 

A full range of nmu services are available to the subject property and reflect that the 
area bordering the subject property on the west, nonh and east are heavily impacted 
by residential development 

( 4) To secure from fire, panic, flood, and other dangers. 

The subject property is not wit.lun a flood hazard area and no other natural hazards are 
present The property lies within a rural fire protection district. 

2. Not contrary to the public interest. 

{3) 

It is the intent of the Forest Lands policies of the Rural Comprehensive Plan that lands with 
rhe potential for forest management be allowed to realize that potential and that forest lands 
that are limired by size and residential impacts may have to be occupied with a dwelling 
before their potential can be mer. 

Consistency with the proposed zone. 

The purpose of t.he Impacted Forest Lands Zone, as stated by Lane Code 16.211 (l). is to 
implement the forest land policies of the Lane County Rural Comprehensive Plan, that 
recognize that forest lands impacted by nonforest uses should be rreated differently than 
non impacted forest lands, and to conserve forest land for forest uses. A rezoning will 
formally implement the above-state recognition of the Rural Comprehensive Plan and the 
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t 
rt-' placement of a forest-related dweUing on the subject property will allow the most efficient 

forest management of that property. 

(4) Conformity with the Comprehensive Plan. 

The analysis in the PLAN CONFORMITY section of this decision affirinatively conCludes 
that a rezoning ro F-2 best reflects the character of the subject property. 

The Hearings Official concludes that the proposed rezoning is consistent with applicable approval 
criteria of Lane Code Chapter 10. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

arnielle 
County Hearings Official 
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0'\.lNER: 

PA: 0 C>l?Bz:z._ 

RE: Report and Verification of a Legal Lot 
Tax Map: { (e- 6 I -0 B- OD Tax lot : __ 7--"---"o=...::o=-----

A more exact description by reference to Deed or Land Sales Contract 
is IZ.E..e;...L- C o"3 ~ ?7 o/ t B S :2?r 

Based upon the Findings provided in this report, the above referenced property 
constitutes a legal lot, ~hich means: 

1. Ownership to this property may be conveyed ~ith the assurance that such a 
conveyance would not require .approval by Lane County land division 
regulations; and 

2. Lane County recognizes this property as a legally separate unit of land for 
the purposes of development. Development would still be subject to 
applicable zoning, sanitation, access and building regulations . 

l. 

2. 

Findings 

The subject property ~as created as a separate parcel on 
;;; LJ LY -z:.-~ l c::/ '? 7 

See attached instruments 

The creation of the subject property as a separate parcel complied with all 
effective .land division, zoning and comprehensive plan regulations, and it 
therefore constitutes a legal lot: 

a. Land division regulations: 

When the subject parcel was created, there ~ere not land 
division regulations in effect to govern its creation. Lane 
County did not adopt applicabl e regulations for this kind of 
d i vis ion u n t il M b.. \.k-- C... .\..A ?{..p l =:>7 c:7 

f There were land division regulations in effect governing the 
creation of this parcel, and the creation of this parcel was 
specifical~y exempted by these regulations from compliance 
because 
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b. Zoning regulations: lAND MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

---t-J 1 

] 

When the subject parcel v~s c r eated, there vere no zoning 
r e gulations in effect a _t: this time. The zoning for this 
prope rcy '-la s adopted on· · . .. ~CtV· P., \"?77 

Uhen the subject: parcel '-~as created, there vere the following 
zoning regulations in effect Yhich t:he parcel complied with · 
because 
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"This is a preliminary :i.ndication t:hat the above referenced property, as further 
designated on the enclosed map, is a legal lot. The decision that this property 
constitutes a legal lot '-lill be made at the time of the first permit or 
application action vhere a legal lot is require d. If t:he boundaries of this 
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legal lot, a new Legal Lot: Verification will b e required . " 
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Engineering Asso c i a t e 
541 - 681.-39 89 
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June 6, 2000 

Donald Nickell 
Lane County Land Management Division 
Public Service Building 
125 East 8th Avenue 
Eugene, OR 97401 

RECEIVED BY 
LAND MANAGEMENT 

·. 'UN AM 7 2000 

7,8,9,1 U,ll,l ~.1.~. 3.4.{~ 

• 

Re: Legal Lot Verification Application, for property located 
at Tax Lot 700, 16-01-08 (File No. PA-99-6134) 

Dear Don: 

Toward the end of last year, you issued a decision denying legal lot 
status for the referenced property. Your decision was necessarily 
based on the limited information before you at the time. Based on 
our recent discussions, I have done some additional research and 
enclose with this letter copies of additional relevant deeds . On 
be half of Ed and Lilli Fisher, we ask that you consider this letter 
and enclosed deeds as a supplement to the legal lot verfication 
application, the file number of which is referenced above. 

Tax Lot 700 

The focus of the information provided in this letter and 
accompanying deeds is on tax lot 700, which is the approximate 
126-acre parcel lying west of the county road known as Drury Creek 
Road, and the 60-foot-wide right-of-way that runs from the north to 
the south boundary line of tax lot 700. 

The roughly 126-acre parcel was conveyed from JB and Elizabeth 
Austin to Ray and Ida Oustrude by deed recorded August 2, 1957, 
Reel 103-570, Deed No . 18536. The particular property is identified 
on the deed as Tract# 1. 
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This parcel was later conveyed from the Dustrudes to Ed and Lilli 
Fi s her by deed dated 9/29/98, Deed No. 9878231. This parcel is 
id entified a s Parcel 1 on the 1998 deed and it excepts out of the 
p a rcel d esc ription the 60-foot right-of-way be tween the north a nd 
south boundary lines of the larger lot. 

The 60-Foot Right-of-Way 

The 60-foot right-of-way was, apparently, first created by deed dated 
5/19/60, Reel 153-61D, Deed No. 228. By this deed, the Dustrudes 
conveyed to Weyerhaueser Company the 60-foot right-of-way 
b e tween the north and south boundary lines of the parcel acquired 
by the Dus trudes from the Austins in 1957 (Tract # 1 of D eed 
18 536). 

As you know, there were two conveyances of 5-foot-wide sections of 
the right-of-way in 1961. By deed recorded April 17, 1961, Reel 
171-61D, Deed No . 29270, Weyerhaueser Company conveyed to the 
Dus trudes a 5-foot-wide strip of the east edge of the 60-foot right-of
way . Shortly thereafter, by deed recorded on the same day, Deed 
No. 29271, the Dustrudes conveyed to Weyerhaueser Company a 
m a tching 5- foot-wide s trip of prope rty lying on the abutting wes tern 
edge of the 60-foot tight-of-way. 

On J a nuary 16, 199 0, Reel 1611R, Deed No. 9002025, 
Weyerha u ese r conveyed the 60-foot right-of-way to 3 Cs Investment 
Co. Pa rcel 8 o f Deed No. 9002025 describes the 60-foot-wide right
of-way crea ted by Deed No . 228 in 1960, a nd excepts from the 
d escription th e 5 -foot-wide strip conveyed to the Dustrudes in 1961 
by Deed No . 29270. Parcel 9 of Deed No. 9002025, conveys to 3 Cs 
the 5-foot-wide strip acquired by Weyerhaueser from the Dustrudes 
in 1961 by Deed No . 29271. OnJanuary23, 1992, Reel1740R, 
Deed 9204020, 3 Cs conveyed the 60-foot right-of-way to the 
Dus trudes. As the property description on Deed No. 9204020 
indicates, it conveys to the Dustrudes all of the former 
Weyerha u eser ra ilroad right-of-way acquired by 3 Cs by virtue of 
Deed No. 9 002025. 

Fin ally , th e 6 0- foot right-of-way was conveyed from the Dus trudes 
to Ed an d Lil li Fis h e r in 1998 by Deed 987823 1. As the property 
d escription for Pa rce l IV in the 1998 deed indica tes, it conveys to 
the Fishers the right-of-way as d escribed in Deed 9002025. 

·· ... 
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Additionally, Parcel III describes the 5-foot-wide strip held by the 
Dustrudes. 

Summary 

In my opinion, the conveyances described above had the following 
effects: In 1957, the approximate 126-acre parcel existed as one lot 
owned by the DustnJdes by virtue of Deed 18536. The original 
parcel was divided in 1960 when the Dustrudes sold to 
Weyerhaueser Company the 60-foot-wide easement, which stretched 
from the north to the south boundary of the prior existing parcel. 
At that point, the DustnJdes had two legal lots, one to the west of 
the right-of-way and one to the east. Additionally, because the 60-
foot right-of-way was created as a fee simple interest rather than an 
easement, it existed as a separate legal lot owned by Weyerhaueser 
Company. 

In 1961, the 5-foot-wide strip conveyed from Weyerhaueser 
Company to the Dustrudes by Deed 29270 created a third legal lot 
owned by the DustnJdes. Similarly, the conveyance of the western 
5-foot strip to Weyerhaueser Company created a separate legal lot 
owned by Weyerhaueser. Therefore, at that time, within the original 
boundaries of tax lot 700, the Dustrudes had three legal lots and 
Weyerhaueser had two. 

In 1990, the two legal lots owned by Weyerhaueser (the 5-foot strip · 
and the original 60-foot right-of-way) were conveyed to 3 Cs. 3 Cs 
then conveyed the property on to the Dustrudes. Therefore, the 
deed from the Dustrudes to Ed and Lilli Fisher (Deed 9878231) 
conveyed the Dustrudes' three separate legal lots, as well as the two 
legal lots formerly owned by Weyerhaueser Company. By my 
calculation, there currently exist at least five separate legal lots 
within the boundaries of the 126-acre parcel originally created back 
in 1957. 

As we have previously discussed, there may be additional legal lots 
that were created over time on the eastern edge of tax lot 700 near 
the county road. However, the time necessary to interpret the often 
confusing deeds is not warranted and I have, therefore, not 
undertaken that task. 
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In light of the additional information enclosed, it is our hope that 
you will see fit to reconsider your prior decision. If you have any 
questions or concerns, or need additional information, do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Very~ 

H.AndrewC~ 
aclark@orbuslaw.com 

jca 
Enclosures 
cc: Ed and Lilli Fisher (w /en c) 

James W. Spickerman 
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RECEIPT NUMBER: 

PLANNING ACTION #: 
TYPE: 

SITE ADDRESS: 
PARCEL: 

APPLICANT: 

R00002651 

LANE COUNTY 
RECEIPT 

PA005822 
LEGAL LOT VERIFICATION 

16-01 - 08 - 00-00700 
FISHER EDWARD B & LILLI A 
85816 PARK LANE CIRCLE 
PLEASANT HILL OR 97455 

06-07-2000 

Type Method Description Amount 

Payment Check 1920 370. oo 

2000 
2100 
3060 
3065 

Description 

New Technology Fee 
Administrative Fee 
Planning Admin Approvals 
Long Range Planning Sure 

Current Pymt 

10.00 
45.00 

300.00 
15.00 
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