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From: Jonah and Amber
To: JONES Diana L (CAO)
Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT FOR MEETING DATE August 1, 2023
Date: Wednesday, July 26, 2023 1:09:57 PM

[EXTERNAL ]

Hello Diana and Board Members, 
I am writing in support of Amending Lane Code (LC) 16.290 to Incorporate an Allowance for
Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU) in Rural Residential Zones as Allowed by Senate Bill 391
(2021) and Senate Bill 644 (2023). 

I am the owner and operator of Camas Swale Farm in Lane County. Our farm employs 10-12
employees per year. Many employees struggle to find affordable housing on a farm worker's
wage. We pay $14- $18 per hour and workers have access to as much produce as they would
like. But our farm does not have on-farm housing. Offering on-farm housing is a major benefit
especially to those who work on our farm for the long term. Having one dedicated adult
besides ourselves on the farm also helps the sustainability of the farm. Without additional
hands here all the time, the farm is much more limited in what it can produce for our
community. 

There are currently ways to build seasonal dwellings for farm workers but structures like yurts
without kitchen and bathroom lack the comfort that we believe farm workers need to feel good
and work hard. Our goal is to build one ADU on our farm that meets all building codes and
gives one dedicated farm worker not just a comfortable place to sleep, but a place to live--
including cooking and bathing facilities. 

Family farms like ours rely on people to get the work done. All of our employees commute
from town and pay town prices. Coburg is the nearest town and there is very limited housing. 

Please support amending code 16.290 to incorporate an allowance for ADUs in RR zones. 

Thank you so much for considering this tremendous improvement to housing for rural workers
and dwellers. 

Amber Lippert
Camas Swale Farm 
-- 

Camas Swale Farm
91424 Coburg Rd.
Eugene, OR 97408
Facebook  *  Instagram 

Join our CSA today! Shares available at www.camasswalefarm.com
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From: David Stone
To: JONES Diana L (CAO)
Cc: LOVEALL David B; *LC Board of County Commissioners
Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT FOR MEETING DATE 08/01/2023
Date: Sunday, July 30, 2023 9:17:06 AM

[EXTERNAL ]

﻿Rural land use:

The Holiday Farm Fire showed us what the new normal is for wildfires. We need to re-think
how rural development is permitted. 

1. For existing structures and communities, the new understanding of how those structures are
made resilient in the face of fire must be contained in permits: metal roofs, brush around
buildings must be removed, etc.
See here for details:
 https://www.oregon.gov/osfm/Documents/Defensible%20Space%20Checklist.pdf

Why? The county shouldn’t be spending resources to protect these buildings that owners
refuse to take these sensible measures to protect their own property.

2. The land rush is well under way by outside developers. Permitting for new buildings and
structures must require compliance with the provisions mentioned above. Any new property
taxes generated by these new developments is unlikely to cover the cost of response to
unprotected properties, much less all the other things that property taxes pay for. The rest of
county residents should not have to pay for protecting the property of negligent property
owners. Freedom comes with responsibility. Rules are for those who don’t know how to, or
refuse to behave themselves.

Dave Stone
Springfield
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From: Bruce
To: JONES Diana L (CAO)
Subject: Public Comment for Meeting Date 08/01/2023
Date: Saturday, July 29, 2023 5:37:41 PM
Attachments: Perkins application.docx

Perkins application.pdf

[EXTERNAL ]

I've enclosed my letter as a Word document and a PDF file; 
I wasn't sure which format you'd prefer...

thanks,

Bruce Hadley
(541) 901-1140
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29 July 2023

Re: Planning Action File No. 509-PA20-05634

To: Lane County Commissioners:

I am a member of the Lane County Planning Commission, but I am writing to you today as a member of the community; what follows are my own opinions, not those of the planning commission.

On July 14, when the planning commission considered this application for an exception to Statewide Planning Goal 3, I (obviously) failed to make my viewpoints clear; mine was the only vote in favor.

So, please allow me to try again:

a) The Perkins’ property is surrounded by residential use, at a much higher density than what they propose; they want RR10 zoning to build a single permanent home for themselves.

b) We heard multiple testimony that their 10-acre parcel is not valued as agricultural land, and has never been used for farming. Half of the acreage is covered with mature trees.

c) There is no easy access to the Perkins’ acreage from another farm in the area, so even if someone did want their land, getting equipment in there would be costly.

The entire point of Goal 3 is to protect land for growing crops: “Non-farm uses permitted within farm use zones... should be minimized to allow for maximum agricultural productivity.”

Ironically, while the Perkins’ proposed home is a “non-farm use,” having their home – and only their home -- on that acreage would in fact maximize agricultural productivity for their 10 acres.

You see, if the Perkins live on that acreage, they will engage in hobby farming, and try to bring the existing fruit trees back to production. No one who does not live on the property is going to do that.

In addition, granting an exception in this case will not create a domino effect for neighboring properties, because they’re already zoned and occupied as Residential. 

Permitting the Perkins to build a single modest home will not open the floodgates for developers of tract homes; rather, it will transform a small parcel of land from fallow to fertile.

If the Perkins are not granted an exception, then their 10 acres will remain unused and unproductive, as it has for 70 years or more. How does that serve the interests of the state and county?

Respectfully,
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Bruce Hadley
4828 Oceana Dr.
Florence, OR  97439

bwh541@gmail.com
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29 July 2023 


Re: Planning Action File No. 509-PA20-05634 


To: Lane County Commissioners: 


I am a member of the Lane County Planning Commission, but I am writing to you today as a member of 


the community; what follows are my own opinions, not those of the planning commission. 


On July 14, when the planning commission considered this application for an exception to Statewide 


Planning Goal 3, I (obviously) failed to make my viewpoints clear; mine was the only vote in favor. 


So, please allow me to try again: 


a) The Perkins’ property is surrounded by residential use, at a much higher density than what they 


propose; they want RR10 zoning to build a single permanent home for themselves. 


b) We heard multiple testimony that their 10-acre parcel is not valued as agricultural land, and has 


never been used for farming. Half of the acreage is covered with mature trees. 


c) There is no easy access to the Perkins’ acreage from another farm in the area, so even if 


someone did want their land, getting equipment in there would be costly. 


The entire point of Goal 3 is to protect land for growing crops: “Non-farm uses permitted within farm use 


zones... should be minimized to allow for maximum agricultural productivity.” 


Ironically, while the Perkins’ proposed home is a “non-farm use,” having their home – and only their 


home -- on that acreage would in fact maximize agricultural productivity for their 10 acres. 


You see, if the Perkins live on that acreage, they will engage in hobby farming, and try to bring the 


existing fruit trees back to production. No one who does not live on the property is going to do that. 


In addition, granting an exception in this case will not create a domino effect for neighboring properties, 


because they’re already zoned and occupied as Residential.  


Permitting the Perkins to build a single modest home will not open the floodgates for developers of tract 


homes; rather, it will transform a small parcel of land from fallow to fertile. 


If the Perkins are not granted an exception, then their 10 acres will remain unused and unproductive, as 


it has for 70 years or more. How does that serve the interests of the state and county? 


Respectfully, 


 
Bruce Hadley 


4828 Oceana Dr. 


Florence, OR  97439 


bwh541@gmail.com 







29 July 2023 

Re: Planning Action File No. 509-PA20-05634 

To: Lane County Commissioners: 

I am a member of the Lane County Planning Commission, but I am writing to you today as a member of 

the community; what follows are my own opinions, not those of the planning commission. 

On February 21, when the planning commission considered this application for an exception to 

Statewide Planning Goal 3, I (obviously) failed to make my points clear; mine was the only vote in favor. 

So, please allow me to try again: 

a) The Perkins’ property is surrounded by residential use, at a much higher density than what they 

propose; they want RR10 zoning to build a single permanent home for themselves. 

b) We heard multiple testimony that their 10-acre parcel is not valued as agricultural land, and has 

never been used for farming. Half of the acreage is covered with mature trees. 

c) There is no easy access to the Perkins’ acreage from another farm in the area, so even if 

someone did want their land, getting equipment in there would be costly. 

The entire point of Goal 3 is to protect land for growing crops: “Non-farm uses permitted within farm use 

zones... should be minimized to allow for maximum agricultural productivity.” 

Ironically, while the Perkins’ proposed home is a “non-farm use,” having their home – and only their 

home -- on that acreage would in fact maximize agricultural productivity for their 10 acres. 

You see, if the Perkins live on that acreage, they will engage in hobby farming, and try to bring the 

existing fruit trees back to production. No one who does not live on the property is going to do that. 

In addition, granting an exception in this case will not create a domino effect for neighboring properties, 

because they’re already zoned and occupied as Residential.  

Permitting the Perkins to build a single modest home will not open the floodgates for developers of tract 

homes; rather, it will transform a small parcel of land from fallow to fertile. 

If the Perkins are not granted an exception, then their 10 acres will remain unused and unproductive, as 

it has for 70 years or more. How does that serve the interests of the state and county? 

Respectfully, 

 
Bruce Hadley 

4828 Oceana Dr. 

Florence, OR  97439 

bwh541@gmail.com 



From: Nadine Scott
To: JONES Diana L (CAO)
Cc: BUCH Heather H
Subject: public comment for meeting 8-1-2023
Date: Monday, July 31, 2023 1:39:52 PM
Attachments: July 31, 2023.docx

[EXTERNAL ]

Diana,  please include this email letter to commissioners for
their board meeting tomorrow. Please confirm you have
received it. Thank you

                
                                  Nadine Scott, broker  FACS, ABA
                ~ Move to A Place That Moves You ~
                                Windermere Real Estate
            email: nadine@windermere.com  website: nadinescott.com 
                                             541-915-0807
               1600 Oak Street, Eugene, Or 97401 appointment only
                      45632 McKenzie Hwy, Vida  97488 appointment only
                                                 

                      
Experience is a hard teacher because she gives you the tests first and the lessons
afterwards.

Waldport Vacation Rental: 
https://ocean-odyssey.com/vrp/unit/Xanadune_Retreat_Bayshore_Estates-1363-156011-1
 https://www.oregon.gov/rea/licensing/Documents/Sample_Initial_Agency_Disclosure_Pamphlet.pdf

On site showings will be shown  to serious, prequalified buyers only.   
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Lane County Commissioners

Public Comment for Meeting date 8/1/2023

I am a homeowner and live on Leaurg Lake and am a real estate broker for Winderemere Real Estate. I was president for the McKenzie Chamber of Commerce for 12 years. I am correspondence secretary for the McKenzie ClearWater Coalition and a concerned taxpayer in Lane County. 

I am writing to you today to express my concerns regarding the removal of the EWEB dam/bridge and Leaburg Lake.

I do not see any reason why the dam and bridge must be removed, and the lake drained. The dam does not produce any power and EWEB recently spent 5.3 million dollars replacing all three roll gates on the dam. EWEB owns the bridge and dam, but the county owns the road over it and maintains it. It is the only ingress/egress to our homes on this side of the bridge. We must have ingress/ egress to our homes.  I talked to a road construction builder, and he said if he had to build a new bridge and road over the river/lake it would cost around 10 million dollars. There are no other options for putting in a road. EWEB talked about going from Goodpasture Bridge to Leashore Drive and connecting to Leaburg Dam Road. However. Goodpasture Bridge is a one lane bridge, Leashore Drive is a one lane road and cannot be widened because of their community water system. There is a mountain between Leashore Drive and Leaburg Dam Rd and it is private land. Leaburg Dam Rd would also have to be widened as it is a one lane road. I don’t see that as an option. Neither homeowner will give their land and privacy easily. They purchased it for privacy. 

I think the county should seriously consider taking over the existing Dam/bridge from EWEB and maintaining it rather than building all new roads. The cost of maintaining it would be considerably less than building a new bridge and road.

Tourism is the main economy for the McKenzie River Valley. Last September we gathered 1100 + signatures for tourists that were using Leaburg Lake for recreational purposes.  If the lake goes away so does tourism. If tourism goes away businesses will be forced to close. If businesses close the housing market will be affected, not only because we no longer have Lake Frontage, which we all purchased on the lake because we wanted to live on a lake and not a river, the lake is usable water for families and tourist and the river is not, but because of how the valley will be affected if businesses are closed. If housing prices are affected so will property taxes be affected. Recently two houses on the Lake had to drop their price considerably to sell, as all of this with EWEB must be disclosed. There is another home active on the market that has already dropped the price and it is still not selling. Leaburg Lake has always been prime property for homeowners and a real tourist attraction for rafters, kayaker, paddle boarders and fisher people in the McKenzie River Valley. (Bill Bixby used to land his float plane in on the lake on opening day of fishing season) The lake has the only handicap fishing spot on the entire river. The average family cannot afford $500.00 a day for two people to hire a guide to take them down the river. We have had several drownings on the river in the past by inexperience people. 

We need to preserve what we have instead of destroying historical landmarks and recreational opportunities for our already suffering valley from the devasting fire of 2020.  A lot of money would have to be spent to build a new road system.  Makes no sense to me or anyone else in this area why we cannot preserve what we have and just maintain it at a fraction of the cost of removing and replacing it. 

I urge you to do some real investigating and run some numbers before you allow EWEB to destroy what we already have, that you will have to replace. I also would like to see your presence as county commissioners at the EWEB meeting tomorrow night at 6:00 pm. Input and questions from the county might give them some concerns to rethink the removal of the dam/road as well. The McKenzie Valley residents do NOT have representation on the EWEB board of commissioners. They are all EUGENE commissioners we were told due to the Eugene city charter. 

We need the help from our county commissioners, all of you please. Thanks for your time and thoughts. 

Nadine Scott, 44877 Leaburg Dam Rd, Leaburg 97489  541-915-0807  nadine@windermere.com





Lane County Commissioners 

Public Comment for Mee�ng date 8/1/2023 

I am a homeowner and live on Leaurg Lake and am a real estate broker for Winderemere Real Estate. I was president for 
the McKenzie Chamber of Commerce for 12 years. I am correspondence secretary for the McKenzie ClearWater Coali�on 
and a concerned taxpayer in Lane County.  

I am wri�ng to you today to express my concerns regarding the removal of the EWEB dam/bridge and Leaburg Lake. 

I do not see any reason why the dam and bridge must be removed, and the lake drained. The dam does not produce any 
power and EWEB recently spent 5.3 million dollars replacing all three roll gates on the dam. EWEB owns the bridge and 
dam, but the county owns the road over it and maintains it. It is the only ingress/egress to our homes on this side of the 
bridge. We must have ingress/ egress to our homes.  I talked to a road construc�on builder, and he said if he had to build 
a new bridge and road over the river/lake it would cost around 10 million dollars. There are no other op�ons for pu�ng 
in a road. EWEB talked about going from Goodpasture Bridge to Leashore Drive and connec�ng to Leaburg Dam Road. 
However. Goodpasture Bridge is a one lane bridge, Leashore Drive is a one lane road and cannot be widened because of 
their community water system. There is a mountain between Leashore Drive and Leaburg Dam Rd and it is private land. 
Leaburg Dam Rd would also have to be widened as it is a one lane road. I don’t see that as an op�on. Neither 
homeowner will give their land and privacy easily. They purchased it for privacy.  

I think the county should seriously consider taking over the exis�ng Dam/bridge from EWEB and maintaining it rather 
than building all new roads. The cost of maintaining it would be considerably less than building a new bridge and road. 

Tourism is the main economy for the McKenzie River Valley. Last September we gathered 1100 + signatures for tourists 
that were using Leaburg Lake for recrea�onal purposes.  If the lake goes away so does tourism. If tourism goes away 
businesses will be forced to close. If businesses close the housing market will be affected, not only because we no longer 
have Lake Frontage, which we all purchased on the lake because we wanted to live on a lake and not a river, the lake is 
usable water for families and tourist and the river is not, but because of how the valley will be affected if businesses are 
closed. If housing prices are affected so will property taxes be affected. Recently two houses on the Lake had to drop 
their price considerably to sell, as all of this with EWEB must be disclosed. There is another home ac�ve on the market 
that has already dropped the price and it is s�ll not selling. Leaburg Lake has always been prime property for 
homeowners and a real tourist atrac�on for ra�ers, kayaker, paddle boarders and fisher people in the McKenzie River 
Valley. (Bill Bixby used to land his float plane in on the lake on opening day of fishing season) The lake has the only 
handicap fishing spot on the en�re river. The average family cannot afford $500.00 a day for two people to hire a guide 
to take them down the river. We have had several drownings on the river in the past by inexperience people.  

We need to preserve what we have instead of destroying historical landmarks and recrea�onal opportuni�es for our 
already suffering valley from the devas�ng fire of 2020.  A lot of money would have to be spent to build a new road 
system.  Makes no sense to me or anyone else in this area why we cannot preserve what we have and just maintain it at 
a frac�on of the cost of removing and replacing it.  

I urge you to do some real inves�ga�ng and run some numbers before you allow EWEB to destroy what we already have, 
that you will have to replace. I also would like to see your presence as county commissioners at the EWEB mee�ng 
tomorrow night at 6:00 pm. Input and ques�ons from the county might give them some concerns to rethink the removal 
of the dam/road as well. The McKenzie Valley residents do NOT have representa�on on the EWEB board of 
commissioners. They are all EUGENE commissioners we were told due to the Eugene city charter.  

We need the help from our county commissioners, all of you please. Thanks for your �me and thoughts.  

Nadine Scot, 44877 Leaburg Dam Rd, Leaburg 97489  541-915-0807  nadine@windermere.com 

 



From: Louis Caton
To: JONES Diana L (CAO)
Cc: LUEDTKE Patrick; Louis Caton
Subject: public comment for meeting date August 1, 2023
Date: Monday, July 31, 2023 10:50:27 AM

[EXTERNAL ]

Dear Commissioners,

As you may know, there are currently many gaps in medical care
within Lane county.  A big one is open blood pressure readings for
the public.  

I have searched Eugene's medical sites for an organization
equipped to offer courtesy walk-in or by- appointment blood
pressure readings.  My experiences have led me to the conclusion
that no clinics allow this, unless you are already a patient.  

Pharmacies sometimes offer machines but, when they are
operating, are usually or at least very often inaccurate.  

Fire stations offer this but prefer it to be for emergencies only.  I
learned this first-hand. They are not equipped with manual cuffs,
the gold-standard for blood pressure readings.  For example, my
inaccurate reading was taken on the running board of a firetruck! 
Nor do they have tables or furnishings appropriate for these
readings.  

Hence, we need to arrange this service in some fashion in one or
more of our clinics.  In the past, courtesy readings were available
at most county clinics.  We need to bring that service back.

The good news is that providing a simple service like this will not
be that difficult. 

I am currently working with Dr. Patrick Luedtke to help remedy
this situation.  We still need you, the commissioners, to give your
backing and authority to make it happen.  Support from the Board
of County Commissioners or the Board of Health is needed to
explore equitable access across all of Lane County.  If possible,
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I would hope to see one or two clinics offer this service.  It would
only be temporary in order to discover how manageable this
change would be.   

May we count on your authority to order this very small but crucial
infrastructure improvement to our health care system?  Keep in
mind that this will only be for a test to gauge the on-going need.

Thank you!

Lou Caton


















































































































