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Below is our written objection to the "Notice of Adoption of Urban and Rural Reserves" decision of June 3, 2010. 

1) My wife, and I participated in open house events, a public hearing, spoke directly with most, and sent 
written correspondence to all, Clackamas County Commissioners (please see attached letters). We live on 25 
acres on Schaeffer Rd. and are very concerned about our area being classified as a Rural Reserve for the next 
50 years. We simply cannot imagine having our property locked into only farm or forest use for that duration 
oftime, when our neighbors across the street are on 2 to 5 acre properties and remain an undesignated area. 

2) As described in my letter to the Clackamas County Commissioners, we find it difficult to believe that the land 
that we own at 650 SW Schaeffer Rd., would meet the designation requirements outlined in OAR 660 Division 
27, that states the intent is "to provide long-term protection to the agriculture and forest industries and 
which land was considered designated to provide long-term protection of important natural landscape 
features or both" . 

In my letter to the County Commissioners on January 20th, following my visit with them at the open house on 
January 19th, I wrote; 

• In regards to "protection of agriculture and forest industries", since much of our property is filled with 
boulders and what seems to be poor soil, I can't imagine our property being classified as high value farm 
land. We can definitely see the difference in the soil here on Pete's Mt., compared to what we 
experienced when we lived on our 46 acre farm in Aurora. It also seems to me that most high value farm 
land would require access to irrigation water rights to be truly productive. 

• In regards to "protecting important natural landscape features", our land area does not seem to fit that 
rationale either. A more natural use of our property as a buffer would be to have it someday reclassified 
similarly to that of our neighbors, where most of the properties are on small acreage. 

3) I would recommend keeping our property and surrounding area as an "Undesignated" area and possibly 
moving the Rural Reserve boundary line from Schaeffer Rd., to either Mountain Road, or to the Willamette 
River. 

It would be quite a loss to our region to lock up properties in the Pete's Mt. area with a Rural Reserve designation. 
agree we need to protect our valuable farm and timber land resources, but disagree that our land on Pete's Mt. 
meets the legal requirements to be held in a Rural Reserve for the next 50 years. 

______ -
650 SW Schaeffer Rd. 
West Linn, OR 97068 
(503) 680-2398 



January 20, 2010 

Charlotte Lehan 
Commissioner, Clackamas County 
2051 Kaen Rd 
Oregon Gty, OR 97045 

Re: Rural Reserve Designation Consideration 

Dear Ms. Lehan, 

I appreciated the opportunity to speak with you at the Open House on Tuesday, January 19th about the 
possible Rural Reserve designation on Pete's Mt. 

My family and I live on 25 acres on Schaeffer Rd. and we are very concerned about our area being 
possibly reclassified as a Rural Reserve for the next 50 years. We simply cannot imagine having our 
property locked· into only farm or forest use for that duration of time, when our neighbors across the street 
are on 2 to 5 acre properties. 

In looking at the possible rationale for reclassifying our area as rural reserve, it appears to me that it 
would be a stretch to make such a designation based on the OAR 660 Division 27 that states: "to provide 
long-term protection to the agriculture and forest industries and which land was considered and 
designated to provide long-term protection of important natural landscape features, or both". 

In regards to protection of agriculture and forest industries, since much of our property is filled with 
boulders and what seems to be poor soil, I can't imagine our property being classified as high value farm 
land. We can definitely see the difference in the soil here on Pete's Mt., compared to what we 
experienced when we lived on our 46 acre farm in Aurora. It also seems to me that most high value farrtl 
land would require access to irrigation water rights to be truly productive. 

In regards to protecting important natural landscape features, our land area does not seem to fit that 
rationale either. A more natural use of our property as a buffer would be to have it someday reclassified 
similarly to that of our neighbors, where most of the properties are on small acreage. In addition, the 
Willamette Rivers seems to me to be a better and more natural line for this designation when looking at 
the 5-Mile Buffer of UGB map. 

It would be quite a loss to our region to lock up properties in the Pete's Mt. area with a Rural Reserve 
designation. I agree we need to protect our valuable farm and timber land resources, but disagree that 
our land on Pete's Mt. is worthy of being held in a Rural Reserve for the next 50 years. 

We would welcome you to tour our property to help you decide whether our property should be classified 
as Rural Reserve. 

?~-
Tom Szambelan 
650 SW Schaeffer Rd. 
West Linn, OR 97068 
(503) 680-2398 



Tom Szambelan 
650 SW Schaeffcf .Rd. 
West Linn, OR 97068 
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635 Capitol Street NE, Suite 150 
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