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THE MARION COUNTY HEARINGS OFFICER

In the Matter of the ) Case No. CU 19-024
)

Application of: ) Clerk’s File No.
)

JUPITER PHARMA, LLC on property owned by ) Conditional Use

RONALD W. and ROSEMARY G. BELL, TRUSTEES)
ORDER
I. Nature of the Application

This matter comes before the Marion County Hearings Officer on the application of Jupiter
Pharma, Inc., on property owned by Ronald W. Bell and Rosemary G. Bell, Trustees of the Ron
and Rosemary Bell Trust dated February 9, [] for a conditional use permit to establish a hemp
processing facility as a commerdial activity in conjunction with farm use on two parcels, totaling
37.61 acres in an EFU (Exclusive Farm Use) zone at 8710 Parrish Gap Road SE, Salem, Marion
County, Oregon (T8S, R2W, S31, tax lot 900 and S31CB, tax lot 900).

II. Relevant Criteria

Standards and criteria relevant to this application are found in the Marion County
Comprehensive Plan (MCCP) and Marion County Code (MCC), title 17, especially chapters 17.110,
17.119, 17.136 and 17.181.

III. Public Hearing

A public hearing was opened on this matter on August 14, 2019. The Planning Division file
was inventoried and made part of the record. The record remained open until 5:00 p.m. on
September 11, 2019 for participants to submit additional written testimony, argument and
evidence; until 5:00 p.m. on October9, 2019 for participants to submit written materials
responsive to testimony, argument and evidence already in the record; and until 5:00 p.m. on
October 16, 2019 for applicant’s final argument. The following persons appeared and provided
testimony on the application:

1. Seth Thompson Planning Division

2. John Rasmussen Public Works Engineering

3. Michael Robinson Applicant’s attomey

4, Michael Winter For applicant

5. Todd Mobley For applicant

6. Justin Bordessa Proponent

7. Brent LaFollette Proponent

8. Wallace W. Lien Attomey for opponents Zamegar and Harrison
9. Mark Shipman Attomey for opponents Lulay

10.  Andrew Mulkey Attomey for opponent 1000 Friends of Oregon
11.  Richard Hein Opponent



12.  Carl Sanders Opponent

13. JanetTaylor Opponent

14.  Elise Lynch Opponent

15.  Matthew Crateau Opponent

16.  Brent Freebom Opponent

17.  Will Woods Opponent

18.  Holly Woods Opponent

19.  Lori Davis Opponent

20.  Paul Jablonski Opponent

21.  JohnVan Dam Opponent

22.  Kelly Rosenau Opponent

23.  Margaret Sakoff Opponent

24.  Sophia Sakoff Opponent

25.  Dorothy Leedy Opponent

26.  Tom Lovell Opponent

27.  Trace Mills Opponent

28.  Brian Dyer Cloverdale School

29. = Jon Remy Tumer Fire District

30.  Dairin Drill Cascade Schiool District
31. Aileen Kaye Area Advisory Committee 1
32. Roger Kaye Friends of Marion County

The following documents were entered into the record as exhibits at hearing:

August 14, 2019 statement from Richard Hein

Statement from Paul Jablonski

Statement from Elise Lynch

August 14, 2019 statement from Will Woods

August 14, 2019 statement from Aileen Kaye

August 13, 2019 statement from Susan Vaslev

August 14, 2019 statement from Daphne Ashlyn

Packet of documents from Friends of Marion County, annotated A-L by the hearings
officer for ease of reference, but with I and J removed to Ex. 23

Comments of Holly Woods

August 14, 2019 statement from Andrew Mulkey

Statement from Kelly Rosenau

Statement from Jim and Pat Bouchie

Oversized revised site plan

Aerial photo with marked drainage ways/areas, and Assessors map 082W31
annotating parcels from the aerial photo

August 14, 2019 cover letter from Michael Robinson with revised site plan and traffic
information
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A request was made at hearing to leave the written record open to submit additional
materials. Requests were also made to continue the hearing to a later date. Under ORS
197.763(6)(a), prior to the dose of the initial evidentiary hearing, any participant may ask to
present additional evidence, argument or testimony on the application, and the hearings authority
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shall grant the request by continuing the hearing to a later date, or by keeping the record open to
submit the information in writing. The hearings officer exercised her discretion by granting an open
record period. The hearings officer did not announce that decision until late into the five+ hour
hearing, after some attendees had already left the hearing room. So, on August 19, 2019, the
hearings officer provided attendees with the open record dates by letter, and noted that applicant
agreed to extend the 150-day final decision time limit by 63 days. The following documents were
submitted during the open record period.

Ex. 16

Ex. 17

Ex. 18

Ex. 19
Ex. 20

Ex. 21

Ex. 22

Ex. 23
Ex. 24
Ex. 25
Ex. 26
Ex. 27
Ex. 28
Ex. 29
Ex. 30
Ex. 31

Ex. 32
Ex. 33
Ex. 34
Ex. 35
Ex. 36

Ex. 38

September 9, 2019 cover email from Wallace Lien, with Mr. Lien’s August 14, 2019
hearing submission

September 12, 2019 transmittal email from Andrew Mulkey, with Mr. Mulkey’s
attached September 11, 2019 letter

September 18, 2019 transmittal email from Hannah Wamer, with Ms. Wamer's
attached September 11, 2019 supplemental opposition letter and exhibits A-E
September 12, 2019 email from Aileen Kaye with U.S. Bank news article

September 12, 2019 email transmittal from Holly Woods with attached September
10, 2019 statement and illustrations from Will and Holly Woods

September 11, 2019 transmittal email from Wallace Lien with attached first open
record period comments and topography map

September 11, 2019 transmittal email with attached September 11, 2019 letter
from Jim Bermau

Two photos of annotated maps, not submitted by Friends of Marion County
Comments from Raquel Guerrero

Transmittal email with comments from Robert Harrison and Zohreh Zamegar
Comments from Van Dam Dairy

Email from D. Craig and Pat Anderson

September 11, 2019 comments from Brett Freebom

Comments from Somer Riffle

Comments from Ronald Parker

Packet of documents from Zohreh Zamegar with transmittal email, September 9,
2019 letter and the 38 artides listed in the transmittal email

September 11, 2019 letter from Friends of Marion County with listed attachments
Comments from D. Craig and Pat Anderson

Comments from Edward and Marilyn Peterson

Comments from Lorette Severson

Comments from Brett Stegall

Second supplemental testimony by Ron Johnson with attachments A-E

Comments from Barbara DeYoung

Comments from Allyson

Comments from Ron Johnson with stated attachment

August 23, 2019 Friends of Marion County letter with listed attachments

Comment in support from Jon Barricklow

Comments from Carla Moberg

Comments from Roger Kaye regarding photos of maps at exhibit 23

Comments in support by Will Landstrom

Comments from Dorothy Leedy

Comments from Raymond and Sarah Thies
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Ex. 48 Supplemental testimony from Ron Johnson

Ex. 49 Comments from Joe Van Den Haak

Ex. 50 Comment in support from Cynthia Thrapp

Ex. 51 Comments from Andrew Mulkey

Ex. 52 Comments from Ed and Shelly Jackson

Ex. 53 Marion County map titled Restrictions on Oversize/Overweight Vehicles and
Combinations

Ex. 54 Comments from Dale and Dora Abraham

Ex. 55 Comments from Jake Sannan

Ex. 56 Comments from Lora and Jim Braucher

Ex. 57 October 9, 2019 letter from Andrew Mulkey (no exhibit 1 attached)

Ex. 58 Comments from Zamegar and Harrison

Ex. 59 Comments from Lorette Severson

Ex. 60 Comments from Roger Kaye

Ex. 61 Comments from D. Craig and Pat Anderson

Ex. 62 Comment from Roger Kaye with attached Redmond news artlcle

*Applicant submitted no documents during open record period*

The hearings officer incorrectly stated during the hearing that there wouid automaticaily be
a hearing before the Marion County Board of Commissioners (BOC) on this matter. The hearings
officer has original decision-making jurisdiction in this matter, so in the August 19, 2019 letter
mentioned above, the hearings officer explained that she would make a decision, and that the only
avenue to a BOC hearing is by appeal of the hearings officer’s order. The hearings officer stated
that the appeal information would be provided in the upcoming order (see section VII below).

No objections were raised to conflicts of interest, testimony or evidence, but objections were
raised to notice and jurisdiction. As noted above, applicant submitted nothing to the record after
the close of the hearing, and in the latter submitted exhibits, it was pointed out that the subject
Bell property is back on the real estate market. Applicant did not provide information necessary to
approve the application as shown in section V below. Applicant did not withdraw its application, but
the application appears abandoned. Additionally, the hearings officer finds below that the subject
application is invalid because applicant Jupiter Pharma, LLC lacked authority to file the application;
requiring dismissal. Given the dismissal and apparent abandonment of the application, the
hearings officer will not address the objections raised to notice and jurisdiction, but they would
need to be addressed on any appeal of this matter.

1V. Findings of Fact

The hearings officer, after careful consideration of the testimony and evidence in the record,
issues the following findings of fact:

1. The subject property is designated Primary Agriculture in the MCCP and zoned EFU. The
purpose of the designation and zoning is to promote and protect commercial agricultural
operations. Non-farm uses, such as commercial activities in conjunction with farm use, may
be approved when all applicable criteria are met. The property is in a Sensitive Groundwater
Overlay (SGO) zone.
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2. The subject property is on the east side of Parrish Gap Road SE in the 8,700 block and
contains an existing dwelling, farm structures, and well. The subject property was described
by deed on May 25, 1977, recorded in the Marion County deed records at Reel 223, Page
050. Under MCC 17.110.315, a lot is a unit of land created by deed prior to September 1,
1977. The subject land units are considered legal parcels for land use purposes.

3. Properties to the north, east and south are zoned EFU and are in farm use. Properties to the
west are zoned SA (Special Agriculture) and are also in farm use.

4, Applicant asks to establish a hemp processing facility as a commerdial activity in conjunction
with farm use. Applicant’s original site plan showed a 12,000 square foot processing
building. There would be a 6,000 square foot administrative building; 50,000 square foot
storage building; 4,800 square foot motor pool building; and 15,000 square foot building for
drying hemp. Just prior to hearing, applicant submitted a revised site plan showing a
22,509 square foot extraction building, 29,889 square foot storage building and 26,520
square foot drying pad, with 123,548 square feet of pavement. Hemp fed into the
processing facility would be brought to the site, dried and stored to await processing. The
facility would offer third-party drying services to Oregon hemp farmers. Applicant would dry
the hemp and retum it to farmers without processing. '

5. Marion County Planning Division requested comments on the proposal from various
govermmental agencies. :

Marion County Public Works (MCPW) Land Development and Engineering Permits (LDEP)
commented:

ENGINEERING CONDITIONS

Condition A - Prior to building permit issuance, Applicant shall provide evidence of a
recorded 30-foot right-of-way half-width dedication along the Parrish Gap Road frontage to
meet the Minor Collector standard per the Marion County Transportation System Plan.

Nexus for the above Condition is the anticipated increase in traffic brought about by the
proposed commerdial development. The requested Condition is in general accordance with
Marion County Code 17.110.780(A) of the Rural Zone Code of Marion County, wherein all
street rights-of-ways, pavement widths, shoulder widths and other design features shall
meet Marion County Engineering Standards, and aligns with Section 17.119.060 that
authorizes imposition of reasonable and necessary conditions for Conditional Uses.

Condition B — At the time of application for building permits, Applicant will be required to
apply for and obtain an Access Permit. Under the Access Permit the access to be used for
the commerdial activity shall be paved a minimum of 50 feet back from edge of asphalt,
and there may be some requisite gravel shoulder work obliged in the vicinity of the access.
The fencing and gate at the northern access shall also be removed from the public right-of-
way. Vegetation trimming may be necessary to achieve adequate sight distance.

Access is typically an Engineering Requirement but has been elevated to a Condition as a
matter of timing. In accordance with Marion County Driveway Code 11.10, driveway
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permits will be required for any new access or change in use of the existing access to the
public right-of-way. Driveways must meet sight distance, design, spacing, and safety
standards.

ENGINEERING REQUIREMENTS

C. A civil site plan is required for 0.5-acres or more of proposed development. This should
be submitted in advance of application for building permits to allow adequate time for
review. A traffic dirculation and parking plan needs to be included.

D. The County requires any development having 0.5 acre or more of impervious (hard)
surface to provide storm water detention. As such, the applicant may need to provide
storm-water detention systems that detain enough of the storm-water runoff on site so that
there is no net rate increase in storm-water flow from the subject property. Such a system
shall be sized and modified so that it will detain the difference between a 5-year frequency
storm with pre-development conditions and a 10-year frequency storm under development
conditions. Acceptable drainage and detention systems must be designed and approved
prior to issuance of a building permit. Any such system, as required, must be constructed
and approved by Public Works prior to final building inspection.

E. Bvidence of a DEQ National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 1200-C
permit is required for all construction activities that disturb one-acre or more. Please be
advised that USDA does not govern ground disturbing activities for this type of commercial
use.

F. The subject property is within the unincorporated area of Marion County and will bé
assessed Transportation System Development Charges (SDCs) upon application for
building permits, per Marion County Ordinance #00-10R.

ENGINEERING ADVISIORIES

G. Per County GIS records, an unnamed natural drainageway passes through the middle of
the property from southwest to northeast. Construction of improvements on the property
should not block historical or naturally occurring runoff from adjacent properties.
Furthermore, site grading should not impact surrounding properties, roads, or drainage
ways in a negative manner.

H. It is the responsibility of the Applicant to preserve and protect the current Pavement
Condition Index (or PCI) rating and the structural integrity of adjacent county roads to the
satisfaction of Marion County Public Works during transport of materials and construction
activities. Failure to preserve and protect the road may result in the applicant being
responsible for replacing or reconstructing the damaged road at his/her own expense.

Marion County Building Inspection commented that building permits would be required for
new construction.

Marion County Building Inspection Onsite Wastewater Specialist commented that site
evaluation would be required to establish septic system(s).
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Tumer Fire District (TFD) submitted two comments:

Amber Cross, Division Chief- Fire Marshal:

Tumer Fire District is concemed about this potential project located at 8710 Parrish Gap Rd
SE in Tumer. It is important to the Fire District that all aspects from the initial project
proposal to construction, access and water supply be carefully reviewed and that all fire and
life safety features and ordinances are adhered to.

This potential project will increase the amount of traffic near the intersection of Parrish Gap
Rd and Delaney Rd. This intersection has been very unforgiving over the years with the
narrow and curved roads in that area. We are very concemed for people that will be
traveling Parrish Gap Rd.

It is important to Tumer Fire District that we stay actively involved with this potential
project.

Jon Remy Jr., TFD Chief:

If appropriate, please associate this email with our previous TFD comments related to
Conditional Use Application 19-024. In the days since receiving notification of the
application, TFD has begun research on what is involved in providing fire protection to such
facilities. As we indicated in our previous comment, we have significant concems about
protecting such large structures housing such processes. Our initial comment was designed
to issue a very strong waming about fire protection while acknowledging that our detailed,
formal opinion could come only after we have received careful plans for proposed structures
and detailed descriptions of the activities associated with the proposed buildings. Obviously,
those are not currently in our possession and while that is understandable, it is conceming.

I have become aware that there may be debate about the classification of the construction
often associated with similar projects. As you know, that building-use (occupancy)
dassification drives much of the conversation about appropriate fire protection and the
requirements for fire sprinklers, stored water, etc. The TFD assumes that Marion County will
dassify the main structure as an 'F' occupancy which would trigger conversation about fire
sprinklers, etc. I have come to understand that there may be disagreement (varied
opinions) between agencies and authorities on how to dassify these very large
manufacturing facilities that are related to agriculture and constructed in rural areas (and on
roads) that do not anticipate such construction.

Can you assure me that Marion County will understand these issues and bring them to
condusion before permitting the conditional use? I know it is obvious to you that
controversial fire protection issues must be fully addressed before construction is allowed
and I appreciate the opportunity to participate in the process. It is also obvious to you that
the Marion County Sherriff's Office and the TFD have responded to a significant number of
catastrophic motor vehide crashes in that area and before the TFD can support such a
project, we would need a full understanding of the plan for making nearby roads and
intersections safe and navigable not only for the pedestrians headed to school bus stops
and agricultural traffic, but for TFD engines, tenders, rescues and ambulances.
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Again, please assure me that these issues will be fully understood and mitigated as this
process continues. I am sure you understand my concem.

Cascade School District commented:

My name is Darin Drill and I am the Superintendent of Cascade School District located in
south Marion County. One of the elementary schools in my district is Cloverdale Elementary
School, located at 9666 Parrish Gap Road, SE, Tumer, Oregon 97392. This elementary
school is located very close to the property in question for this application for a conditional
use to establish a hemp processing facility on this property. Cascade School District is
opposed to this conditional use due to the safety of its students, staff, and parents who
travel Parrish Gap Road every school day to drop off and pick up their school age children.

No less than three school buses travel Parrish Gap Road every school day, both in the
moming and in the aftemoon, for drop off and pick up of the young students who attend
Cloverdale Elementary School. Further, students, staff and parents of Tumer Elementary
school, Cascade Junior and Cascade Senior High School use Parrish Gap Road on a daily
basis to get to their respective schools within the Cascade School District. Within the
applicant's statement, under section C, "Comimerdial Activities In Conjuncton With Faim
Use," the Finding in #2, states that hemp farmers in the nearby cities of Gervais,
Woodbum, and St. Paul will be using this processing fadility. This means that on a daily
basis, during the same times as the drop off and pick up of elementary school age students,
middle school students, and high school students, these large trucks carrying hemp will be
on Parrish Gap Road going to and from this processing plant. That is a tragic accident just
waiting to happen that will involve young children being transported by school bus, or by
parents' vehicles. Parrish Gap Road is narrow with many curves along the way. In the exact
spot that this processing plant is being proposed to be placed, there is a rise in the road with
limited visibility from one direction and a faily sharp curve from the other direction. Many
traffic accidents have occurred on this road and in the same area over many years. Put
simply, there is no safe access point on this property for large trucks to enter and exit with
school buses and other vehicles on this country road on a regular basis. By allowing this
permit to go through Marion County is approving a very high likelihood that a large truck
and a school bus or parents with children in their own vehicles will collide with tragic
consequences. Further, if the processing plant is successful, it seems logical that this facility
will also cater to hemp farmers south of this facility which means that large delivery trucks
could end up driving right in front of Cloverdale Elementary School on a very regular basis
coming from the southem part of the Willamette Valley. That would be an even more
dangerous situation for our young students, staff, and parents.

A fadility of this size and magnitude belongs in an industrial park, not near an elementary
school where large processing trucks and school buses will share a small country road
without a good place to exit or enter. Please deny this application for use on this property.

All other contacted agendies failed to respond or stated no objection to the proposal.
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V. Additional Findings of Fact and Condusions of Law

1. Applicant has the burden of proving by a preponderance of the evidence that all applicable
standards and criteria are met. As explained in Riley Hill General Contractor, Inc. v. Tandy
Corporation, 303 Or 390 at 394-95 (1987):

“Preponderance of the evidence” means the greater weight of evidence. It is
such evidence that, when weighed with that opposed to it, has more
convincing force and is more probably true and accurate. If, upon any
question in the case, the evidence appears to be equally balanced, or if you
cannot say upon which side it weighs heavier, you must resolve that question
against the party upon whom the burden of proof rests. (Citation omitted.)

Applicant must prove, by substantial evidence in the record, it is more likely than not that
each criterion is met. If evidence for any criterion is equal or less, applicant’s burden is not
met and the application shall be denied. If evidence for every criterion is in applicant’s favor,
the burden is met and the application shall be approved.

MCC CHAPTER 17.119

2. Under MCC 17.119.020, an application for a conditional use may be filed only by the
following:

A. The owner of the property that is the subject of the application;

B. The purchaser of the property that is subject to the application when a duly executed
written contract or eamest-money agreement, or copy thereof, is submitted with the
application;

C. A lessee in possession of the property subject to the application who submits written
consent of the owner to make the application;

D. The appropriate local govemment or state agency when the application is for a
public works project;

E. A govermmental body that has initiated condemnation proceedings on the property
that is subject to the application, but has not yet gained title; or

F. A co-tenant if the property that is the subject of the application is owned by tenants
in common.

Filed is not defined in MCC title 17; it is sometimes treated as equivalent to MCC
17.119.025. MCC 17.119.020 is similar to, but different from, MCC 17.119.025, regarding
required signatures for an application. This case is different from the more common
situation where the applicant and the property owner are the same. According to the
application, Jupiter Pharma, Inc., an Oregon corporation proposed constructing a facility to
process industrial hemp. It was darified in an August 13, 2019 email by applicant’s
representative, that the applicant is Jupiter Pharma, LLC, a Delaware limited liability
company. Bell Trust is not the applicant and did not “file” this application. Applicant Jupiter
Pharma, LLC did not provide proof by documentation or testimony that it satisfies any of the
other requirements for filing an application. This section does not have a provision similar to
MCC 17.119.025(B) that allows discretion in determining whether the application was
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properly signed. This application was not validly filed, and the hearings officer has no
authority to find otherwise. MCC 17.119.020 is not satisfied. Without a valid filing, this
application must be dismissed.

Should this application be heard on any appeal, the hearings officer provides a cursory,
advisory conditional use evaluation for BOC consideration.

3. Under MCC 17.119.025:

A. Applications shall include the following signatures:

1. Signatures of all owners of the subject property;

2. The signatures of the purchasers of the property under a duly executed, recorded,
written contract of sale or eamest-money agreement;

3. The signatures of the lessee in possession of the property with the written consent of
all the owners; or

4. The signatures of the agents of those identified in MCC 17.119.020(A), (B), or (C)

when authorized in writing by those with the interests described in MCC

17.119.020(B) or (C), and all the owners of the property;

The signature of an authorized agent of a public agency or utiity hoiding an

easement or other right that entitles the applicant to conduct the proposed use on

the subject property without the approval of the property owners; or

6. The signature of co-tenants owning at least a one-half undivided interest in the
property, when the property is owned by tenants in common; provided, that the
signing co-tenant provides current addresses for all co-tenants who have not signed
the application so the planning division can give them notice of the decision.

92

B. Prima Facie Proof of Ownership. When any person signs as the owner of property or
as an officer of a public or private corporation owning the property, or as an attomey
in fact or agent of any owner, or when any person states that he or she is buying the
property under contract, the director, planning commission, hearings officer and the
board may accept these statements to be true, unless the contrary be proved, and
except where otherwise in this title more definite and complete proof is required.
Nothing herein shall prevent the director, planning commission, hearings officer or
board from demanding proof that the signer is the owner, officer, attomey in fact, or
agent.

A deed recorded at reel 1749, page 301 of the Marion County deed records shows the
subject property was conveyed to Ronald W. Bell and Rosemary G. Bell, Trustees of the
Ron and Rosemary Bell Trust dated February 9, []. Rosemary G. Bell as trustee signed the
application. Although no death certificate is in the record, several participants attested under
oath to Ronald W. Bell's death. No trust documents are in the record showing the scope of
the trustee’s powers, however, the BOC could find, for the purpose of the application, that it
is more likely than not that Ms. Bell, as trustee, has control over trust property and the
power to sign the subject application. But, the trust is not shown as a revocable living trust,
a form of trust where the trustee retains the power to revoke or alter the trust. Without a
showing that Ms. Bell retains power to control all aspects of the trust, the hearings officer
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recommends applicant provide documentary or testimonial evidence clearly showing Ms.
Bell's authority to sign the application.

4. Under MCC 17.119.070, before granting a conditional use, the hearings officer shall
determine:

(A)  Thatthe hearings officer has the power to grant the conditional use;

(B) That the conditional use, as described by the applicant, will be in harmony with the
purpose and intent of the zone;

(C)  Thatany condition imposed is necessary for the public health, safety or welfare, or to
protect the health or safety of persons working or residing in the area, or for the
protection of property or improvements in the neighborhood.

5. Under MCC 17.119.100, the Planning Director has the power to forward a conditional use
permit application to the hearings officer for the initial decision. In such case, the reviewing
body shall conduct a public hearing on the application pursuant to MCC 17.119.150. The
hearings officer could hold a hearing and determine this matter. As noted above, the

- hearings officer found the subject application was invalidly filed, removing hearings officer
authority to approve this application. The hearings officer lacks jurisdiction in this matter.
MCC 17.119.070(A) is not met.

6. MCC 17.136.010 contains the EFU zone purpose statement:

The purpose of the EFU (exclusive farm use) zone is to provide areas for
continued practice of commercial agriculture. It is intended to be applied in
those areas composed of tracts that are predominantly high-value farm soils
as defined in OAR 660-033-0020(8). These areas are generally well suited for
large-scale farming. It is also applied to small inclusions of tracts composed
predominantly of non-high-value farm soils to avoid potential conflicts
between commerdial farming activities and the wider range of non-farm uses
otherwise allowed on non-high-value farmland. Moreover, to provide the
needed protection within cohesive areas it is sometimes necessary to include
incidental land unsuitable for farming and some pre-existing residential
acreage.

To encourage large-scale farm operations the EFU zone consolidates
contiguous lands in the same ownership when required by a land use
decision. It is not the intent in the EFU zone to create, through land divisions,
small-scale farms. There are sufficent small parcels in the zone to
accommodate those small-scale farm operations that require high-value farm
soils.”Subdivisions and planned developments are not consistent with the
purpose of this zone and are prohibited.

To minimize impacts from potentially conflicting uses it is necessary to apply
to non-farm uses the criteria and standards in OAR 660-033-0130 and in
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some cases more restrictive criteria are applied to ensure that adverse
impacts are not created.

The EFU zone is also intended to allow other uses that are compatible with
agricultural activities, to protect forests, scenic resources and fish and wildlife
habitat, and to maintain and improve the quality of air, water and land
resources of the county.

Non-farm dwellings generally create conflicts with accepted agricultural
practices. Therefore, the EFU zone does not indude the lot of record non-farm
dwelling provisions in OAR 660-033-0130(3). The provisions limiting non-
farm dwellings to existing parcels composed on Class IV — VIII soils [OAR
660-033-0130(4)] are included because the criteria adequately limit
applications to a very few parcels and allow case-by-case review to determine
whether the proposed dwelling will have adverse impacts. The EFU zone is
intended to be a farm zone consistent with OAR 660, Division 033 and ORS
215.283.

MCC 17.136 provisions are intended to carry out the purpose and intent of the EFU zone. If
applicable MCC 17.136 criteria are met, the proposed use would be in harmony with the
purpose and intent of the zone. MCC 17.136 ariteria are discussed below and are not met.
7. The conditional use application is dismissed. MCC 17.119.070(C) is not applicable.
MCC CHAPTER 17.136

MCC 17.136.060(A)

8. According to MCC 17.119.010, a conditional use is an activity that is similar to other uses
permitted in the zone, but due to some of its characteristics that are not entirely compatible
with the zone could not otherwise be permitted. The following MCC 17.136.060(A) criteria
apply to all conditional use application reviews in the EFU zone:

1. The use will not force a significant change in, or significantly increase the cost of,
accepted farm or forest practices on surrounding lands devoted to farm or forest
use. Land devoted to farm or forest use does not include farm or forest use on lots
or parcels upon which a non-farm or non-forest dwelling has been approved and
established, in exception areas approved under ORS 197.732, or in an
acknowledged urban growth boundary.

2. Adequate fire protection and other rural services are, or will be, available when the
use is established.

3. The use will not have a significant adverse impact on watersheds, groundwater, fish
and wildlife habitat, soil and slope stability, air and water quality.
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4. Any noise associated with the use will not have a significant adverse impact on
nearby land uses.

5. The use will not have a significant adverse impact on potential water impoundments
identified in the Comprehensive Plan, and not create significant conflicts with
operations included in the Comprehensive Plan inventory of significant mineral and
aggregate sites.

0. Farm and forest practices. MCC 17.136.060(A)(1) is based on ORS 215.296. In Stop the
Dump Coal. v. Yamhill County, 364 Or 432, 435 (2019), the Oregon Supreme Court
interpreted and applied the ORS 215.296 farm impacts test for the first time. The court
stated:

[Petitioners] contend that the text of ORS 215.296 indicates that the farm
impacts test requires (1) the applicant to properly identify the surrounding
lands, the farms on those lands, the accepted farm practices on each farm,
and the impacts of the proposed nonfarm use on each farm practice; (2) the
local govermment to determine whether the proposed nonfarm use will force
a "significant" change to, or cost increase in, an accepted famm practice, as
that term is ordinarily used; and (3) if there is a significant change, the local
government to determine whether the applicant has demonstrated that, with
conditions of approval imposed pursuant to subsection (2) of the statute, the
nonfarm use meets the test...[W]e agree with petitioners that the legislature
intended the farm impacts test to apply on a farm-by-farm and farm
practice-by-farm practice basis and intended to use the ordinary meaning of
"significant” and "significantly” in ORS 215.296(1), not a specialized meaning
tied to the supply of agricultural land, supply of food, or farm profitability.
(See id. at 444-445)

Applicant does not identify the surrounding lands, farms, or accepted farm practices on
each farm, nor explain potential impacts of the proposed nonfarm use on each farm
practice. Instead applicant states, “[b]ecause the use will be in conjunction with farm use,
the use will not have a negative impact on nearby lands devoted to farm use.” The
application then mentions aspects of its use it daims will prevent harm to farm uses and
practices but, again, provided no information specific to nearby farm uses or practices or
explanation of why its practices will prevent harm to farm uses and practices. Applicant
acknowledged at hearing that evaluation under Stop the Dump is required, and agreed to
supply an evaluation during the open record period. Applicant provided no additional
evidence, analysis, argument or anything else during the open record period. Applicant has
not met the burden of proving that the proposed use will not force a significant change in,
or significantly increase the cost of, accepted farm or forest practices on surrounding lands
devoted to farm or forest use. MCC 17.136.060(A)(1) is not met.

10.  Adequate fire protection and other rural services. For this criterion, the application states:

The Tumer Fire District serves the parcel and all other needed services are
currently available to the site.
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Applicant did not indicate what TFD services might be needed for the proposal, nor explain
why TFD services are adequate. TFD provided faify extensive written comments for the
record as set forth above, and excerpted here:

[W1]e have significant concems about protecting such large structures housing
such processes. Our initial comment was designed to issue a very strong
waming about fire protection while acknowledging that our detailed, formal
opinion could come only after we have received careful plans for proposed
structures and detailed descriptions of the activities associated with the
proposed buildings.

* * *

TFD have responded to a significant number of catastrophic motor vehide
crashes in that area and before the TFD can support such a project, we would
need a full understanding of the plan for making nearby roads and
intersections safe and navigable not only for the pedestrians headed to school
bus stops and agricuitural traific, but for TFD engiiies, tenders, irescues aind
ambulances.

Chief Remy also provided testimony at hearing, noting that it is not possible to adequately
evaluate fire needs of the proposed use without greater detail from applicant, and without
agreement by authorities on what building code classification will apply to the facility.

TFD has major fire and life safety concems about lack of information on the proposed facility
and potential mitigation measures for the proposed use. Roadway safety is a major
concem. There was question at hearing about whether roadways and access to roadways
are rural services. The hearings officer has long considered transportation as a service
examined under this criterion. Transportation is considered under goal 11, Public Facilities
and Services, and seems analogous to water and sewer services, where driveways, like
sewer and water hookups, provide access to the public services stream. Traffic safety and
property access are not adequately addressed under this ariterion, espedally as they relate
to fire and life safety concems.

Applicant provides no detail on the volume of water needed for the operation. At least one
well is on the subject property. The property is in a groundwater limited area (GWLA).
Opponents point out that, because the property is in an Oregon GWLA, wells on the
property may be available for the proposed use under Oregon Water Resources Division
(OWRD) laws and regulations. Applicant needs to address whether OWRD laws prevent
applicant from securing an appropriate water source for the use, and if an altemate water
source may be available.

A dwelling is on the property, so utilities, such as electric and telephone service, are likely
available, but, it was suggested the use will require three-phase electricity, which is not
available in the area. In the follow up letter, applicant stated that concem about inadequate
electric power, “is irrelevant to the Application because it does not address relevant approval
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criteria. The hearings officer believes the question of adequate power supply is directly
relevant under this ariterion and applicant did not provide proof of adequacy.

Applicant said some processes would require natural gas, but people in the neighborhood
noted that natural gas is not available in the area. Applicant did not provide information on
other gas sources, such as propane, that might be used and what impacts might result.

On-site septic services are not adequately addressed; there is no estimate of wastewater
disposal needs in the record, and no showing that adequate wastewater disposal can
feasibly be provided. The site is wet and contains a drainageway which may complicate on-
site wastewater disposal. Drainage plans were not provided, and it cannot be determined
whether adequate stormwater retention/detention can be achieved.

MCC 17.136.060(A)(2) is not met.
11.  Significant aaverse impact. Applicant’s response to this criterion:

The Property is not within a wildlife habitat area, groundwater limited area,
floodplain or geologically hazardous area. There are no potential water
impounds, identified wetlands, or significant mineral and aggregate sites
identified by the Comprehensive Plan in the area. The water needs at the
Processing Facility will be far less that nurseries or dairy uses existing on
surrounding properties. Water use will be limited to employee use of
restrooms and deaning equipment. Lastly the Processing Facility will not store
any “Hazardous Materials.” No storage or application of farm chemicals, other
than those used in conjunction with farming of crops, is proposed. The
Processing Facility will not sell farm chemicals. All operations and storage
materials will be within the structures or in the direct vicinity.

Applicant is correct that the subject property is not within an MCCP-identified wildlife habitat,
floodplain, geologically hazardous, or wildlife habitat area, and there are no MCCP-identified
potential water impounds or identified wetlands on the site. But, applicant is incorrect about
the groundwater limited area; the property is within the South Salem Hills groundwater
limited area (OAR 690-502-0200), and must follow strict state law requirements for well
use. Applicant did not prove it is feasible to provide wastewater disposal adequate to protect
ground water from contamination. Off-site water use is irelevant. Information is needed on
what items are on the site, rather than what is not on the site. Applicant has not shown it is
feasible to meet groundwater protection standards.

The subject property is wet and a drainage runs across the site in a north-south direction
between Battle Creek and Rogers Creek, two off-property sensitive headwaters (MCCP fish
and wildlife habitat map). MCPW commented on permitting and other requirements to help
protect the site from erosive practices and control stormwater detention and disposal.
Applicant stated the site plan was redesigned to stay out of the drainageway, but
opponents disagree and provided illustrations showing how they say portions of the use will
be within the drainage. Applicant needs to address the site plan/drainageway issue.
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The filter cited by applicant for regulating air emissions was challenged as not fine enough
for the size of particles that would be emitted during the extraction process. Although
applicant agreed to conform to DEQ air quality permitting as a condition of approval,
applicant must show it is feasible to meet permitting requirements.

Lack of significant adverse impact on groundwater, soil and slope stability, and water and
air quality has not been proven. MCC 17.136.060(A)(3) is not met.

12.  Noise. For this criterion, the application states:

The Processing Facility is not expected to generate vibration perceptible
beyond the property lines, other than minimal vibrations caused by delivery
trucks. Additional minimal vibration may be caused from the temporary
construction work for the Processing Facility and storage structures, but not
above what is generally perceived for such buildings.

And in its follow up letter applicant states:

The processing facility will be located in a building that will mitigate noise
created by the processing operations. The noise generated by the facility will
not be perceptible beyond what is common for other farming uses in the
surrounding area.

Applicant is not proposing a farm use and the relationship of noise to “other farming uses” is
not relevant. Applicant does not describe processing machinery or discuss noise from back
up beepers on trucks, frontend loaders or other on-site equipment, and does not indicate
whether building doors will be open during operation. At hearing, applicant stated its intent
to submit specifications for equipment during the open record period so sound generation
could be evaluated, but applicant submitted nothing during the open record period. Noise
was not adequately addressed. MCC 17.136.060(A)(4) is not be met.

13.  Water impounds/mineral and aggregate sites. No MCCP identified mineral and aggregate
sites or potential water impounds are on or near the subject property. MCC
17.136.060(A)(5) is met.

MCC 17.136.060(D)

14.  The following criteria specifically apply to commercial activities in conjunction with farm use:
(1) The commercial activity must be primarily a customer or supplier of farm uses.

(2) The commercial activity must enhance the farming enterprises of the local
agricultural community to which the land hosting that commercial activity relates.

(3) The agricultural and commercial activiies must occur together in the local
community.
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(4)  The products and services provided must be essential to the practice of agriculture.
15.  The sum of applicant’s argument on these criteria state:

The use will be used exdusively for extraction of hemp biomas from Oregon
Department of Agriculture registered growers,

The use allows local industrial hemp growers the ability to process their crop

into a form that be more easily stored and processed, which is an essential
service to hemp farmers in the nearby cities of Gervais, Woodbum, and St. ¢
Paul. .

The commercial activity will occur at the Property. The hemp will be grown in
Marion County, Oregon. The proximity of these uses will result in lower
transportation costs for many nearby farmers.

It is essential that industrial hemp biomass is extracted before it can be
processed into commercial products. This extraction process is necessary for
long-term storage and preservation of quality.

These responses indicate applicant presumes the local community and local agn')cultural
community is Marion County. The application states the facility will, “process, store and dry
hemp grown in Marion County and the State of Oregon.” Applicant needs to darify the area
the processing fadlity will serve and why it constitutes the local community and local
agricuttural community to properly address these ariteria.

VI. Order

/

It is hereby found that Jupiter Pharma, LLC had no authority to file the subject conditional
use application. Therefore, the conditional use application is DISMISSED.

VIL. Appeal Rights

An appeal of this decision may be taken by anyone aggrieved or affected by this order. An
appeal must be filed with the Marion County Clerk (555 Court Street NE, Salem) by 5:00 p.m. on
the || day of December 2019. The appeal must be in writing, must be filed in duplicate, must be
accompanied by a payment of $500, and must state wherein this order fails to conform to the
provisions of the applicable ordinance. If the Board denies the appeal, $300 of the appeal fee will
be refunded.

DATED at Saler, Oregon, thigﬁ@%i‘a’y of November 2019.

o~

Ann M. Gasser
Marion County Hearings Officer
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that I served the foregoing order on the following persons:

Ronald and Rosemary Bell
8710 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Michael C. Robinson

K.C. Safley

Schwabe Williamson & Wyatt
1211 SW 5™ Avenue

Suite 1900

Portland, OR 97204

Mike and Pamela Unger
8585 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Michael Winter

c/o Michael Robinson
Schwabe Williamson & Wyatt
1211 SW 5" Avenue

Suite 1900

Portland, OR 97204

Dale Parker
P.O. Box 7393
Salem, OR 97303 -

Laurel Hines
10371 Lake Dr. SE
Salem, OR 97306

Aileen Kaye
10095 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Richard and Dorothy Hein
8785 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392
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Agencies Notified

Planning Division

(via email: gfennimore@co.marion.or.us)
(via email: Imilliman@co.marion.or.us)
(via email: breich@co.marion.or.us)

(via email: sthompson@co.marion.or.us)
Code Enforcement

(via email: Ipekarek@co.marion.or.us)
Building Inspection

(via email: twheeler@co.marion.or.us)
(via email: mpuntney@co.marion.or.us)
(via email: deubanks@co.marion.or.us)
Assessor

(via email: assessor@co.marion.or.us)
(via email: adhilion@co.marion.or.us)
PW Engineering

(via email: jrassmussen@co.marion.or.us)
(via email: mhepburn@co.marion.or.us)
DLCD

(via email: angela.carnahan@state.or.us)
Cascade School District

(via email: ddrill@cascade.k12.or.us)
Turner Fire District

(via email: jonr@turnerfire.com)

AAC Member No. 3 (no members)

Roger Kaye

Friends of Marion County
P.O. Box 3274 '
Salem, OR 97302 N

Dorothy Leedy
8775 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392



‘Brent LaFollette
3650 Clausen Acres Ln.
Salem, OR 97303

Dale and Dora Abraham
2918 Maranatha Ct. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Pat and Jim Bouchie
5246 Caronda Ln. SE
P.O. Box 803
Turner, OR 97392

Lee Seewald
1115 Madison St. NE
Turner, OR 97392

Linda Murray

Hope Valley Resort
8372 Enchanted Way
Turner, OR 97392

Phillip M. Jarvis
9558 39 Avenue SE
Turner, OR 97392

Margaret and Arlen Peterson
9375 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Josh Massie
3176 Deer Lake Ct. SE
Salem, OR 97317

Todd Mobley
321 SW 4™ Avenue, Ste. 400
Portland, OR 97204

Wallace W. Lien, P.C.
P.O. Box 5730
Salem, OR 97304
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Tom Lovell
11100 Summit Loop SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Brian Dyer
9666 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Trace Mills
P.O. Box 774
Tumer, OR 97392

Paul and Jean Jablonski
3701 Delaney Rd. SE
Salem, OR 97317.

Janet Taylor
4441 Hennies Road
Tumer, OR 97392

Eric and Amy Fast
8675 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

L. Anderson
13963 French Prairie Rd. NE
Gervais, OR 97026

Carl Sanders
2805 Argyle Dr. S.
Salem, OR 97302

Ron Parker
8680 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Cal Penewit
3595 Cloverdale
Tumer, OR 97392



Don and Teresa Lulay
8388 Valley Way SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Jackie Miller
P.O. Box 774
Tumer, OR 97392

Paul and Tina Zweigart
9235 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
P.O. Box 591

Turner, OR 97392

Dave and Kathy Laux
8525 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Robert Harrison

Zohreh Zarnegar

8685 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Ray and Sarah Thies
11334 Summit Loop SE
Turner, OR 97392

John Stockfleth
15561 River Road
St. Paul, OR 97137

Logan and Heather Benjamin

7885 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97382

Connie and Mike Broderick

340 NE Crest St. #57
Sublimity, OR 97385

Gary Brown
2828 Marantha Ct. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Holly Barber
2858 Delaney Rd.
Turner, OR 97392
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Matthew Crateau
9245 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Rob and Jane Freres
8418 Valley Way SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Brett Freebomn
3511 Delaney Rd. SE
Salem, OR 97317

J. Bordessa
33767 Oakville Rd. SW
Albany, OR 97321

Alan Lasneski
4351 Hennies Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97352

D. Craig and Jace Anderson
9015 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Darin Drill, Cascade SD
10226 Marion Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Mark Shipman

Saalfeld Griggs, P.C.

250 Church St. SE, Ste. 200
Salem, OR 97301

Elise Lynch
3175 Continental Dr. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Jim and Carol Bartram
1508 Ankeny Hill Rd.
Jefferson, OR 97325

Judy and Dave Hopfer
2876 Cloverdale Dr. SE
Tumer, OR 97392



John Remy
7605 3" Street
Tumer, OR 97392

Steve Downer
P.O. Box 9186
. Brooks, OR 97305

Will and Holly Woods
8665 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Pat Anderson
P.O. Box 512
Turner, OR 97392

Seth Barber
2868 Delaney Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Jim and Lora Braucher
12383 Summit Loop SE
Turner, OR 97392

Lori Davis
3385 Roaming Horse Ln. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Jon Van Dam
8513 Wipper Road
Turner, OR 97392

Michael and Kim Payne
13250 Patrick Ln. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Matthew and Christal Unger
3781 Geri Len Way SE
Turner, OR 97392
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Andrew Mulkey

1000 Friends of Oregon

133 SW 2™ Avenue, Ste. 201
Portland, OR 97204

Margaret Sakoff
P.O. Box 83
Tumer, OR 97392

Leah, Ken and Tyler Mowery
Sophie Sakoff

P.O. Box 1106

Tumer, OR 97392

Jerry Norton
7178 Mill Ridge Place
Salem, OR 97317

Roberta Osbom
8015 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Carol and Robin Bartee
2998 Maranatha Ct. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Martin Miller
86335 Wabash Dr. NE
Salem, OR 97305

Janet and Patrick Owen
2997 Maranatha Ct. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

John Hunsaker
8015 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tumer, OR 97392

Melissa Sanford
13282 Hawkins View Ln.
Tumer, OR 97392



Marilyn and Edward Peterson

10085 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Daphne Ashlyn
795 Juntera St. SE
Salem, OR 97302

Galen Carlile
9225 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Bonnie Lasneski
P.O. Box 1049
Turner, OR 97392

Will and Dawn Fanger
10100 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Tuiner, OR 97392

Robert Peterson
7070 2" St. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Kenneth and Sandra Allen
4434 Ridgeway Dr. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Joshua and Amy Martin
7794 Shady Way SE
Turner, OR 97392

Patricia S. Anderson
P.O. Box 512
Turner, OR 97392

Brett Allen
9305 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Von Dam Dairy
8513 Wipper Road
Turner, OR 97392
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Steve Elzinga

Sherman, Sherman, Johnnie & Hoyt, LLP
693 Chemeketa St. NE

Salem, OR 97301

Brian Clem ‘
State Rep. Dist. 21
900 Court St. NE
Salem, OR 97301

Cecil and Linda Brackett
2725 Alyndale Dr.
Eugene, OR 97404

John Peterson
9865 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Bob and Aiimee Foster
5387 Pearson Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Bill White
4254 Ridgeway Dr. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Larry, Danette and Kyle Schaeffer
9402 Clover Ln. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Angeline Baker
5921 Bear Ln. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Scott and Somer Riffle
8621 Wipper Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392

Ron Johnson
P.O. Box 1205
Turner, OR 97392



Betsy Lavender Beverly Carrick

4622 Brooks Ln. SE 8226 Enchanted Forest Ct. SE
Turner, OR 97392 Turner, OR 97392

Jamie Sannan Teresa Whalen

Jake -‘Sannan Horses for Hope Oregon
4624 Osborn Dr. SE 2895 Cloverdale Dr. SE
Turner, OR 97392 Turner, OR 97392

Robert Freres, Jr. Michelle Bowe ‘

P.O. Box 276 6151 Santiam Springs Ct. SE
Lyons, OR 97358 Salem, OR 97317

Dr. Patrick W. Owen Bethany Gates

2997 Maranatha Ct. SE 11055 Big Dog Ln.

Turner, OR 97392 Turner, OR 97392

Anna and Scott Sparks Denise Holt

3056 Cloverdale Dr. SE 5444 Cedar St. SE

Turner, OR 97392 Turner, OR 97392

Hannah Warner | Bill Cross

Saalfeld Griggs, P.C. Jim Bernau

250 Church St. SE, Ste. 200 Willamette Valley Vineyards, Inc.
Salem, OR 97301 8800 Enchanted Way SE

Turner, OR 97392
Brett Stegall :
9696 Parrish Gap Rd. SE ' Ed and Shelly Jackson
Turner, OR 97392 12565 Parrish Gap Rd. SE
Turner, OR 97392
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Via Email

Ryan Schirmer

Lindsay and James Course
Rosalva Canales

Richard and Michelle van Pelt
Nadya Volkoff ’
Mark Kos .
Tim T. Hill

Brookie and Mark Koz

Bobbi McAllister

Nadia Schmitz

Lorette Severson

John Volkoff

Susan Kershaw

" Sarah Waterworth

Raquel Guerrero

Barbara DeYoung

Jayne Miller

Jon Barricklow

Carla Moberg _

Wilbert Landstrom

Joe Van Den Haak

Cyndi Thrapp

ryanschirmerdc@gmail.com
Lindsay.course@gmail.com
rosalva@donpancho
Vv_m_vanpelt@comcast.net
nadyavolkoff@gmail.com
kosvmc@gmail.com
onebadog@yahoo.com
brokkiemom3@gmail.com
bimcallister@yahoo.com
nschmitz1928@gmail.com
seversoninsurance@gmail.com
jsvolkoff@gmail.com
susan.kershaw@ymail.com
swaterworth12@yahoo.com
mexiisland23@gmail.com
lideyoungl@yahoo.com
elderoakl@yahoo.com
jonb@jbfab.net:
moberg7@protonmail.com
wilbertlandstrom@yahco.com
outlook_SFFA808F5684ADDA@outlook.com
cyndithrapp@gmail.com

by mailing to them copies thereof. I further certify that said copies were placed in
sealed envelopes, addressed as noted above, and deposited in the United States

mail at Salem, Oregon, on the

thereon was prepaid.
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day of November 2019, and that the postage

Susan Hogg
Secretary to Hearings Officer




