
In the Matter of Claim No. CL 05-01 for Compensation )
under Measure 37 by Opal Burkhard )

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR COLUMBIA COUNTY, OREGON

Order No. 23-2005

and

WHEREAS, onDecember2,2005,Columbia CountyreceivedaclaimunderMeasure 37 and OrderNo.
84-2004 from Opal Alice Burkhard related to a 116 acre parcel on Neer City Road in Rainier having Tax
AccountNumber 621l-000-00100 as described in Book 84, Page 170 of the Columbia County Deed Records;
and

WHEREAS, according to the information presented with the Claim, Opal Alice Burkhard has
continuously owned an interest in the property since 1946, and is currently the sole fee owner of the property;
and

WHEREAS, in I 946 Columbia County did not regulate minimum lot sizes for the division of forest land;

WHEREAS, the subject parcel is cunently zoned Primary Forest (PF-76) pursuant to the Columbia
County Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Columbia County Zoning Ordinanc e (CCZO), Section 506. 1 , the minimum lot
or parcel size for new land divisions in the PF-76 zone shall be76 acres; and

i

WHEREAS, Ms. Burkhard claims that the minimum lot size requirement for new land divisions has
restricted the use of the property and has reduced the value of the property by One Million Two Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($ 1,200,000); and

WHEREAS, Ms. Burkhard desires to subdivide the property into 29 four acre parcels; and

WHEREAS, pursuantto Measure 37, inlieuofcompensationthe Boardmayoptto notapply(hereinafter
referred to as "waive" or "waiver") any land use regulation that restricts the use of the Claimant's property and
reduces the fair market value ofthe property to allow a use which was allowed at the time the Claimant acquired
the property;

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby ordered as follows:

I The Board of County Commissioners adopts the findings of fact set forth in the Staff Report for Claim
Number CL 05-01, dated April 4,2005,which is attached hereto as Attachment 1, and is incorporated
herein by this reference.

In lieu of compensation, the County waives CCZO 506.1 to the extent necessary to allow the Claimant
to subdivide the property into parcels having a minimum lot size of four acres.
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A.

B

C

3. This waiver is subject to the following limitations:

This waiver does not affect any land use regulations of the State of Oregon. If the use allowed herein
remains prohibited by a State of Oregon land use regulation, the County will not approve an application
for land division, other required land use permits or building permits for development of the property
until the State has modified, amended or agreed not to apply any prohibitive regulation, or the
prohibitive regulations are otherwise deemed not to apply pursuant to the provisions of Measure 37.

In approving this waiver, the County is relying on the accuracy, veracity, and completeness of
information provided by the Claimant. If it is later determined that Claimant is not entitled to relief
under Measure 37 due to the presentation of inaccurate information, or the omission of relevant
information, the County may revoke this waiver.

Except as expressly waived herein, Claimant is required to meet all local laws, rules and regulations,
including but not limited to laws, rules and regulations related to subdivision and partitioning, dwellings
in the forest zone, andthe building code.

This waiver is personal to the Claimant, does not run with the land, and is not transferable except as may
otherwise be required by law.

By developing the parcel in reliance on this waiver, Claimant does so at her own risk and expense. The
County makes no representations about the legal effect of this waiver on the sale of lots resulting from
any land division, on the rights of future land owners, or on any other person or property of any sort.
By accepting this waiver, and developing the property in reliance thereof, Claimant agrees to indemniff
and hold the County harmless from and against any claims arising out of the division of property, the
sale or development thereot or any other claim arising from or related to this waiver.

F This Order shall be recorded in the Columbia County Deed Records, referencing the legal description
which is attached hereto as Attachment2, and is incorporated herein by this reference, without cost.

Dated this \ 5f
day of 2005.

COMMISSIONERS
, OREGON

Approved as to form By
, Chair

D.

E.

BO

Assistant County
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.-. After recording please return to:
\poard of County Commissioners
230 Strand, Room 331
St. Helens, Oregon 97051

i
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l
ATTACHMENT 1

COLUMBIA GOUNTY
LAN D DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

DATE:

FILE NUMBER:

CLAIMANT/OWNER:

PROPERTY LOCATION:

Staff Report

Measure 37 Clqim

April4, 2005

cL 05-01

OpalAlice Btrrkhard
513 E. 2d Street
Rainier, Oregon 97048

70961 Neer City Road, Rainier, Oregon g7O4B. On the South side of
Neer City Road approximately 1 mite West of Highway 30.

{*
9;.3

TAX ACCOUNT NUMBER: 6211-000-00100



I

ZONING:

SIZE:

2.

Primary Forest (PF-76)

116.0 Acres

REQUEST: To subdivide the subject property into approximately 29 4.0 acre parcels
to be used as Rural Residential parcels.

GLAIM REcElvEDz 1212104 i80 DAy DEADLTNE: s/30/05

l. BAGKGROUND: Opal A. Burkhard filed a claim under Measure 37 on December 2,2004. The
applicant submitted a letter with the application stating the value diminished by the current PF-76
land use regulations(minimum lot size and conditional use requirements) applicable to her property is
$1,200,000.00. Justification for this alleged loss of value will be reviewed ti6nw. Mrs. Burkhard
states her desire to divide the property into approximately 29 4.0 acre lots, and that the entire
property be declared Rural Residential now and forever forward. The applicant further states it is her
intention to sell some of the parcels for future building sites and give several of the parcels to family
members.

II. GLAIM SUMMARY:

Ticor Title Company at St. Helens Or. lssued a Policy of Title lnsurance, Report No.
0749103, dated February 15, 2005 for the subject property identified by Tax Acct. No.
621 1-000:00100, with legal description attached.
Vested ln: OpalA. Burkhard, an estate in fee simple
Subject to: The rights of the public for public roads lying within the subject property.
No other property interests are listed.
Date of Acquisition: A Correction Deed submitted with this claim and dated February
27,1946lists Louis and Opal Burkhard as owners of the property. A Certificate of
Death indicates that Louis Burkhard was deceased on March 13, 2003.

1

Chain of Title, Folder No. 0749703, issued by Ticor Title Company on February 9,
2005: lists the current owner Opal A. Burkhard came into ownership with husband Louis
Burkhard by recorded document Book B4lPage170 on March 13, 1946. Subsequently
husband, Louis Burkhard, has died as recorded in County Clerk Records 03-03956
dated March 20,2003. (Death Certificate on file)

. B. APPLTCANT/RELAJ|ONSH|P TO OWNER
The applicant is owner, OpalA. Burkhard who has signed the ctaim for compensation. A Durable
Power of Attorney, executed by Opal A. Burkhard on May 1 ,2001, appointed Florence M Gestrin to
act in behalf of her as an attorney in fact, recorded by Columbia County Clerk January 4, 2004, lnst.
No.00090, (5 pages).

C. FAMILY MEMBER STATUS

;:\BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS\Measure 37\Measure 37 Claims\Cl 05-01 Burkhard\CL 05-01 Burkhard .wpd
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Applicant OpalA. Burkhard, with her deceased husband, Louis, are the originalfamily members go

.own the property. There is no family succession of ownership interest of record in the subject
lroperty.

N I ANN IIQtr Dtr/:I 11 TlnN/e\ ADDI InAal E -rr^\ Qt ID tE/^-r crD.rDE at I trntrD Tn lJ^\/tr

CCZO Primary Forest(PF-76) Zoning Regulations as follows:
Section 503.9; 504 and 505
Lists residential uses as conditional uses subject to special review criteria.

Section 506.1
New land divisions must be a minimum of 70 acres(state Law 80 acres)
Effective Date: July 1984.

E. STATEMENT AS TO HOW THE REGULATIONg RESTRICT USE
The applicant states that she is unable to divide her property for rural residential use due to PF-76
zoning district regulations limiting parcel sizes and conditional use criteria affecting siting of
residential uses.

F. EVIDENCE OF REDUCED FAIR MARKET VALUE STJBMITTED
1. Value of Cunent Property-Predevelopment.
A certified appraisal indicating a value of $170,000 under cunent land use regulations for the single
116.0 acre lot submitted by the applicant w€s prepared by Rich Larson Appraisal on October 3, 2003.

?. Value of Property Not Subject to Cited Regulations and Developed As Proposed
ihe applicant submitted a Comparative Market Analysis prepared by Tyrone Schimpf with John L.
Scott Realty.

G. COMPENSATTON pEMANpEp
$1,200,000

DETERMINATION OF CLAIMANT ELIGIBILITY FOR FURTHER REVIEW:
The Claimant acquired the property in 1946. The regulation cited became effective in July 1984. The
claimant is eligible for further review and action should be taken under Measure 37.

CRITERIA FOR REVIEW

COLUMBIA COUNTY ORD,INANCE 84.2004
lnterim Procedure to Process Applications for Compensation Under Oregon Statewide Ballot
Measure 37

ilt. PRE-APPLICATION CONFERENCE. Before submitting a Claim, Owners are
'encouraged to schedule and attend a pre-application conference with Land
Development Services Department staff to discuss the Claim.
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Finding 1:

tv.

Finding 2:

V.

The applicant and applicant's daughter attended a pre-application conference on
December 2,2004 with staff to obtain information concerning Measure 37 and the
County claims process

APPLICATION FEE. The fee to submit a claim for compensation shall be $500.00.
The Beard of County Commissioners may, by order or resolution, modify the fee for
processing Claims. The fee shall be based upon the reasonable cost to the County of
processing such application iricluding the cost of technical review.

The applicant submitted the required $5O0.OO filing fee. A hardship fee waiver request
was submitted by the applicant, but withdrawn after additional financial information
necessary for determination of financial hardship was requested by the County.

CLAIM FILING PROCEDURES.

Finding 3:

A. An Owner Seeking to file a Claim for Cortrpensation under Measure 37, must be
the present owner of the propefi that is subject to the claim at the time the claim
is submitted. The claim shall be filed with the Land Development Services
Department.

I

The claim was filed with Land Development services on December2,2004.
According to Columbia County tax records and the title report submitted with the
claim( ll A above), Louis and Opal A. Burkhard are the current owners of the
subject property. A death certificate for Louis Burkhard was submitted.

B Claims should be submitted on the Claim Form approved by the Board of County
Commissioners...

Finding 4: The applicant submitted the Claim for Compensation under Measure 37 on the claim
form approved by the Board of County Commissioners.

C. The Claim Form should be accompanied by all necessary information and
materials and the appropriate filing fee, sufficient to demonstrate a claim under
Measure 37. The Board of County Commissioners may waive the fee if the
Claimant establishes a financial hardship. A complete Claim Form includes all
the information and materials listed on the Claim Form. The Owner is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the application and supporting
information and materials.

Finding 5: The applicant has submitted a Claim under Measure 37 on the appropriate
form(Attachment 1). The applicant has requested compensation in the amount of
$1,200,000.00. The applicant has provided justification for this amount of
compensation in the form of an appraisalfor the current 116.0 acre parcel and a market
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analysis for 4 acre residential parcels (ll F above). The sufficiency of the documents
submifted to demonstrate a claim under Measure 37 is addressed in Findings 6 through
10 below.

Additionally, the applicant submitted a copy of a deed showing Louis and Opal A.
Burkhard purchased the property on March 13, 1946. The applicant claims the property
was initially purchased in 1905 by Louis Burkhard, and inherited by Louis Burkhard Jr.
and a brother and sister in the 1930's. Louis Burkhard Jr. acquired sole ownership of
the subject property in 1946. The only documentation submitied with this applicaiion
however is a copy of a deed from March 13, 1946. The County enacted its first Zoning
Ordinance for the subject property in July 1984. lt is clear that the applicant owned the
qroperty prior to enactment of the Columbia County Zoning Ordinance and the
Columbia County Subdivision and partitioning Ordinance.

MEASURE 37

(1) lf a public entity enacts or enforces a new land use regutation or enforces a land use
regulation enacted prior to the effective date of this amendment that restricts the use of
private real property or any interest therein and has the effgct of reducing the fair market vatue
of the property, or any interest therein, then the owner of the property strltl be paid just
,compensation.

(2) Just compensation shall be equal to the reduction in fair market value of the affected
property interest resulting from enactment or enforcement of the land use regulation as of the
'late the owner makes written demand for compensation under the act.

Finding 6:

The claimant states her desire to divide her 116 acre property into approximately 29 4-acre lots which
would be sold or be retained by family members as rural residential parcels. She claims that
"Columbia County Zoning Ordinance 503.9 and Sections 504 and 505 in total" and "For minimum lot
size 506.1. And any other regulations or ordinances t might not be aware of' prevent her from doing
so.

Columbia County Zoning Ordinance(COzo) Section 503.9 requires that a conditional use permit be
obtained before development of a nonresource-related single family residentiat structure in the PF-70
zone. Section 504 contains criteria that all conditional uses in the PF-76 zone must meet. Section
505 contains criteria that residential structures must meet. These requirements have not been
enforced on the applicants property under terms of Measure 37 and therefore cannot be the basis for
a valid claim until or unless an application for a conditional use permit has been denied or condition
has been imposed that restricts use. Staff finds that CCZO Sections 503.9, 504 and 505 have not
restricted the use of the claimants property.

CCZO, Section 506.1, minimum lot size requirement in the PF-76 zone restricts use of the property

r:\BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS\Measure 37\Measure 37 Claims\Gl 05-01 Burkhard\CL 05-01 Burkhard .wpd
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by limiting land divisions on forest land to 76 acres. The County adopted PF-70 zoning district
standards including the minimum lot size provision in 1984. Sinbe 1994, when the Stafe enacted a
law establishing a minimum lot size of B0 acres in the primary forest use zone, the County has
enforced the State minimum lot size requirement of B0 acres in the PF-76 zone directly. Staff finds
hat the claimant has shown that the PF-76 lot size regulation, CCZO, Section 506.1, restricts the use

of her property by preventing land divisions below 76 icres.

The claimant has submitted documentation to demonstrate reduction in fair market value of her
property in the form of an appraisal for the singte 116.0 acre lot, as well as a market analysis showing
the current value of individual 4.0 acre residential lots (ll F above). The appraisal for the single 116.0
acre lot submitted by the applicant was prepared by Rich Larson Appraisai on October 3, 2003. The
appraisal estimates the subject property to be worth approximately glz0,0oo under the current Land
Use Regulations. The applicant submitted a Comparative Market Analysis prepared by Tyrone
Schimpf with John L. Scott Realty. The Market Analysis shows residential lots'averaging 4.51 acres in
size are currently averaging $68,957.32 in price. The market analysis compares a variefu of parcels,
most of which are zoned residential and have developed road access and/or have more readily
availAble utilities. The market analysis does not address the costs to develop the 116 acres into 4 acre
building sites that are more comparable to the building sites shown in the Fair Market Analysis. The
subject property is remote. The cost to provide required utilities such as water and sewerwill likely be
high. The prevailing soils on the site are Goble Silt Loam(NRCS Soil Survey of Columbia County,
Sheet #16) which can develop a hardpan and may restrict the use of on-site septic systems. lt is not
possible to substantiate the specific dollar amount of the claim. Neverthetess, based on the submitted
information, including the comparative market analysis, staff finds that it is more likely than not that
there has been some reduction in fair market value of the subject property as a result of the minimum
lot size regulations in the PF-76 zone.

13) subsection (1) of this act shall not apply to land use regutations:
(A) Restricting or prohibiting activities commonly and historicalty recognized as public
nuisances under common law. This subsection shall be construed narrowly in favor of a
finding of compensation under this act;
(B) Restricting or prohibiting activities for the protection of public health and safety, such as
fire and building codes, health and sanitation regulations, solid or hazardous waste
regulations, and pollution control regulations;
(G) To the extent the land use regulation is required to comply with federal law;
(D) Restricting or prohibiting the use of a property for the purpose of selling pornography or
performing nude dancing. Nothing in this subsection, however, is intended to affect or alter
rights provided by the oregon or united states Gonstitutions; or
(E) Enacted prior to the date of acquisition of the property by the owner or a family member of
the owner who owned the subject property prior to acquisition or inheritance by the owner,
whichever occurred first.

Finding 7:
Staff finds that the PF-76 zoning district regulations identified by the claimant in Sections
5O4.4(planning and design to prevent fire hazard) and 505.2(fire siting standards for development in
forest areas) are not cornpensable under Measure 37 since they are public safety restrictions.
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(4) Just compensation under subsection (1) of this act shall be due the owner of the property if
''the land use regulation continues to be enforced against the property 180 days after the owner
of the property makes written demand for compensation under this section to the public entity
enacting or enforcing the land use regulation.

Finding 8:
Should the Board determine that the that the claimant has demonstrated a specific reduction in fair
market value of the property due to the cited regulation(s), the Board is to pay compensation in the
amount of the reduction in fair market value caused by PF:76 land use regulations or in lieu of
compensation, modify, remove, or not apply the PF-76 minimum lot size regulations.

(5) For claims arising from land use regulations enacted prior to the effective date of this act,
written demand for compensation under subsection (4) shatl be made within two years of the
effective date of this act, or the date the public entity applies the land use regulation as an
approval criteria to an application submitted by the owner of the property, whichever is later.
For claims arising from land use regulations enacted after the effective date of this act, written
demand for compensation under subsection (4) shall be made within two years of the
enactment of the land use regulation, or the date the owner of the property submits a land use
application in which the land use regulation is an approval criteria, whichever is later.

Findinq 9:
The subject claim arises from PF-76 zoning regulations which were enacted in 1984, priorto the
lffective date of Measure 37. The subject claim was filed within two years of the effective date of
Measure 37.

(8) Notwithstanding any other state statute or the availability of funds under subsection ({0) of
this act, in lieu of payment of just compensation under this act, the governing body
responsible for enacting the land use regulation may modify, remove, or not to apply the land
use regulation or land use regulations to allow the owner to use the property for a use
permitted at the time the owner acquired the property.

Finding 10:
As noted in Findings 6 and 7 above, Staff finds that the PF-76 zoning district minimum lot size
restrictions restrict the use of the applicant's property. Additionally, such restriction may reduce the
value of the property (see Finding 6 above). Therefore, if the Board finds that the cited regulations
have reduced the value of the property, the Board should authorize payment of just compensation in
the amount of the reduction in fair market value. Or, in lieu of such compensation, the Board should
not apply the cited regulations to which Measure 37 applies to allow the owner to use the property for

: ? us€ which was permifted at the time the owner acquired the property.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Based on the above findings, it is Staffs opinion that the applicant has met the threshold requirements
,or proving a Measure'37 claim.

The following table summarizes staff findings concerning the land use regulations cited by the
claimant as a basis for her claim. In order to meet the requirements'of Measure 37 for a valid claim
the cited land use regulation must be found to restrict use, reduce fair market value, and not be one of
the land use regulations exempted from Measure 37. The highlighted regulations below have been
found to meet these requirements of a valid Measure 37 claim.

cczo 504.3

SIBOARD OF COMMISSIONERS\Measure 37\Measure 37 Claims\Cl 05-01 Burkhard\CL 05-01 Burkhard .wpd

TAND USE
CRITERION

DESCRIPTION RESTRICTS
USE?

REDUCES
VALUE?

EXEMPT?

cczo 503.9 Nonresource-related single family
residential structure permitted by conditional
use permit

No No No

cczo 504.1 Use consistent with forest and farm uses
and Forest Practices Act

No No No

cczo 504.2 Use will not significantly increase cost, nor
interfere with accepted forest management
practices or farm uses on adjacent or
nearby forest or farm uses.

No No No

Limit site to no larger than necessary to
accommodate activity. Won't materially alter
stabili$ of land use pattern, limit or impair
sunounding permitted uses. lf necessary
measures will be taken to minimize negative
effects on adjacent forest lands.

No No No

GGZO 504.4 Use does not.constitute an unnecessary fire
hazard; provides for safety measures in
planning, design, construction, and
operation.

No No Yes

cczo 504.5 Public utilities develop or utilize ROWs that
have least adverse effect on forest
resources. Use existing ROWs where
possible.

No No No

cczo.504.6 Development within major or peripheral big
game ranges shallbe sited to minimize
impact on big game habitat.

No No No

cczo 505.1 Nonresource-related structures shall be
placed only on land that is generally
unsuitable for commercial forestry or
agricultural use considering terrain, adverse
soil or land conditions, drainage, and
flooding, vegetation, location, and size of
the tract.

No No No
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Provision be made for fire safety measures
consistent with NIFPG publication 'Fire
Safety Considerations for Development in
Forest Areas"

No No Yes

cczo 505.3 NoDwelling owner/occupant assume
responsibility for wildlife damage.

No No

cczo 505.4 NoUse does not impose limitation on operation
of primary wood processing facility.

No No

cczo 505.5 NoForest management impact statement may
be required showing relationship between
the proposed residentialuse and
surrounding resource uses, including
setbacks for any dwellings from forest or
farm uses to assure above conditions met.

No No

cczo 505.2

Staff recommends the Board of County Commissioners take action to determine the amount, if any,
by which the cited regulations reduced the value of the claimanfs property, and act accordingly to pay
just compensation in that amount, or, in the altemative, to not apply CCZO Section Section 506.1
(minimum parcel size) to the claimant's property.
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File No c 5-O

Measure 37 Claim
Fee: $500.00 (Required with application)

Land Development Seruices - Planning
Columbia County Courthouse

230 Strand, Strand, St. Helens, OR 97051

Claimant Information (attach additional pages for multiple Claimants):
d^ea t .A/ ta e 22p.nn n laz-#a-tr/a.a,
Name(s) of Claimant(s):
€)3 f -Zln .s r
Mailing address for Claimant(s) City, State, Zip

Mailing address for Claimant(s) City, State, Zip

Property Informationt

Property
62,1f-@-&/d4

Property tax accbunt #

Claim Information:
1) Amountof claim: $ tro?t,,at

2) Please list the intended use of the property which you believe is restricted by a
County land use

Daytime phone #orrrr*.O*"*

,

3) Please list all land use regulations related to your intended use of the property
which you believe have reduced the fair market value of the propefi, fol6wdO by the
date of adoption or the date the regulations were enforced aiainst the property Oe as
specifi c as possible...ordinance, chapter, section, subsection) :

RECH!VgF

Dtc 0 2 2004

nt $ervrces

i
I
I
I

J

-1

a

4) Have you applied for land use approvat for your intended use of the propeft/?J/b

>1t A!/4ef/"r',4A? 6^144/ *ezg^ffi

a



If so, when?
If so, what did you applv for?
If so, what was the file num

5) When did you acquire the propefi

6) Ownership of property: rr6ole n Joint o Other (please list):

7) Does anyone else have an ownership interest in the property? If so, please list
each person and

t/a
ownership interest:

8) Did you acquire the property from a family member? (Family member includes
wife, husband, son, daughtet; mother, fa th er, b roth e4 brother- in 4a w, siste r, sister-i n -
law daughter-in4aw, father-inlaw, aunt, uncle, niece, nephew, stepparent, fiepchilQ
gnndchilQ the estate of anyof the famlly memberc or a legal entity owned by
any one or a omblnation of such family memberc)

If so, from who?

mtrlle2 nAPfz AUt&
Pdeaaa*c or

SIGNATURES ?Po?f#( tN rqob- .

I/we ceftiff that the information contained in and attached to this claim form is accurate
and cornplete.

Date

Claimant Date

Claimant Date

Claimant Date

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

Date Received._ Receipt # _ Received By: _



t2/02n004

Iaod Use Devetropnent Board
Columbia County Courthouse
SL Helens, Oregon 97051

Rts: REQUEST FoRC:oMpENsATIoNoRwArvERof'r,at{DUsE
REGULATIONS

Ts Wfromltlday eocer+,

I request that I be compensated for fte loss ofcomparable value of property that I own at 70961 Neer cityRoa4 Rainiq, oregon97o4s. Locatod o t" N*t hatr of fte N;trwsf qmr€r (N% of NW%) and fteNorthwest quarter ofthe.Northeast quarter (NW% of NEz.) section t t, Township 6 North, Range 2 Westofthe willamet0e Meridiaq except i u"r" ar a"soiu"a fu 6;k;t;p.g" 3g9 and excepr yz acre u
*s!{ to goo! 46,Page 278' beea necoras orcorunnia couniy,h"gn* Tax Accormr # 62u400-OOlW?dIIf 0420e% CoAe ro:U. 

YY.*J'\

The cost of loss of value that I amrequesti4g is S1p00,00.00

I will accept instead of compensation that the current Iand Use Iaws forbidding me to use my property 6eabolished /rescinded or waived-

IfihetandusenesuictiSnlarewaivettlrequestftit mypropertybetrikenoutof Forestr*n6andFarmrand and any other restictions trat r night not ue aware-oiana have nwer agreed to.. I fryther requet thatthe F{t' use regulations be re-turned to ti" *ay o"y *tr 
",n"r 

ru p.p"rty was acquired by my husbandIouis Btn{cM and I in 1946.

T't is my desire to have the land now and forevq fonrard declared Rural Residential It is my desire todivlj3-th9 nronertv for sale as RmalRmidential i" sr*"h 
-"pp*.ir"trly 

foqr amm in size Some {nrcelsicould be larger and some possibly smaller but fo* ooes *ouia be the expecteo ge,neral size.

rt is my iqtention to sell {e nrSnerV as-property avaikb-le for building sites ad. to retain sdme parcels if Ichoose-so TyDaughtT ctanat-oos, ana'p.JsiUry Gr*t G*d"hildil*have a[ome on ihe properry thatmy husband aud I worked hard to hold in expectation of our retirement;;ff"il; 
"* a,ir$.

Please noteat no time havEmyftnsband aud Itakrnotrtnrydeftrralsorpxemptions on thisproperty' It was our belief that we should malntain tne prope*y rnd pay tares on it as good citizens.wlfv-e not participal{ iT-lny defenals, green be[ or other type of assistance at any time. We atso5ai1tqin. minrrrlrights to thil property. -

There are no leans, judgments, ot loans on this properly. There is a Insured Title on this property.

Multiple atterrpts have been made dydge the past y_ear to sell this plsp€(y with no $u@ess. A variety ofmeasures were takento altemPt to-sellthe propertyincluifingtut*irfirfta b numerousletters to wellknown persons, adds in locai and out oFiatoo.*rpaper, and Real Estate Agents. ln all cases there was
:ome 

tllge{ until parties interested learned about thi prohibitive Land use Regulations whioh made itimpossible for them to build more than one house and questionable if they codd erren do that.

Furthe-r complicating efforts 
to 

sell the property was our attempts to sell it to Forest tndusty business. As isnoted by one of fhe letfers attached to dis;ed)$ for compensati* * t*in"" Timber coLpanies bavenrade the decision not to purchase because they believe tnut tn" ;.; i; "to urbanized,,.
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