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DISCLAIMER OF RIGHT TO CLAIM DAMAGES AGAINST
OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE

{ IWE THE UNDERSIGNED, UNDERSTAND AND ACCEFT AS A
CONDITION OF RECEIVING AWUSE PERMIT FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF A DWELLING IN AN AREA IDENTIFIED AS CRITICAL
WILDLIFE HABITAT, THAT WE DISCLAIM AND WAIVE ANY AND ALL RIGHT OR
CLAIM FOR DAMAGES OF-ARNY KIND FROM THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF
FISH AND WILDLIFE OF QOUNTY FOR ANY DAMAGE DONE BY WILDLIFE
ON THE PROPERTY A HPROVEMENTS CONSTRUCTED UNDER THE
CONDITIONAL USE PEHMIT GRANTED HEREIN,

Subseribed and Swom to this day of | , 199__.

~~Notary Publlc of Oregon -
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To::  Klamath County Planning Commission

S . i

From: Alwin Turiel, Flanning Dirw—’

Date; 21 August 2007
Re; KCL‘P;_C Update - Procedural Chapters 10, 20 & 30~ 28 August 2007 PC WORKSESSION

Staff proposed revisions to KCLDC Chapters 20 (Review Procedures) and 30 (Public Hearings,
Notice and Appeal) are attached to this memo. The purpose of the proposed revisions is to
bring the KCLDC into compliance with State law, specifically the procedural requirements of
ORS Chapters 197 and 215,

At the time of mail out staff sevisions for Chapter 1 (General Provisions) were not complete, A
completed draft will be available at the 28 August 2007 work session, If the Planning
Commission deems appropriate, amendments to the first three chapters of the KCLDC can be
scheduled for public hearing at the 25 September 2007 regular meeting,

T A strategic amendment to KCLDC Article 57 (Significant Resource Gverlay), Section
57.070{C)(2) (Big Game Winter Range ~ Residential Development Standards) is also included
in the Planning Commission packet for the work session. The proposed changes would
eliminate separate siting standards for dwellings on parcels that do not front a public road.
Instead, all new dwellings would be required to be sited within specified distances of an
existing accessway (e.g., pubic or private road), If the Planning Commission chooses, this
proposed amendment could also be scheduled for public hearing on 25 September 2007.

. Finally, copies of ORS 197.195 (Lirnited Land Use Decision) and-ORS 197.360 (Expedited Land

.- Divisions) are included in your packet. These statuttory provisions must be added to fhe

KCLDC to take advantage of their provisions, Currently, neither limited land use decisions
nor expedited land divisions are recognized in the KCLDC. Adding provisions to address the
concerns raised regarding limited land use decisions and expedited land divisions would be
most appropriate in Chapter 40 (Application Procedures), which would be the next round of
amendments after the procedural amendments required for Chapters 1, 20 and 30,
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Antelope: 160 acres

Elk: 160 acres

K 2. Residential Development Standards
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Residential home sites (including accessory buildings) on parcels fronting a public road shall
be located:

1) Notmore than 330 feet from an existing dwelling; or
2) Notmore than 150 feet from a side property boundary; and
5 Notmore than 100 feet from an existing public road.

. Residential home sites (including accessory buildings) on parcels not fronting a public toad
" may be permitted if;

1) Not more than 7 other dwellings exist within a 640 acre squate centered on the center of
the subject parcel in mapped areas of impacted (low-medium density) deet winter range;
of

'2) Not more than 3 other dwellings exist within a 640 acte square centered on the center of

the subject parcel in mapped areas of important (high density} deer winter range; or

3) Not more than 3 other dwellings exist within a 640 acre square centered on the center of
the subject parcel in mapped areas of pronghorn antelope or rocky mountain elk range.

Residential home sites {ncluding accessory buildings) shall not be sited within a crifical
habitat atga or a migmtion corridor as may be identified by the Oregon Department of Fish
and Wildlife.

Fencing on the pesimeter of property shall only be for livestock control purposes; fencing
around home sites shall enclose no greater than 1 acre, and where designed to exclude
wildlife shall not be placed within critical habitat or a migration cosridor as may be identified
by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.

Approval of a dwelling shall be conditioned upon the resident filing 2 statement with the
property deed agreeing to control free-roaming dogs and off-road vehicle use during the
period November through April.

D. Geothermal Resources

Developmmt’p:oposals coincident with identified geothermal resource sha.ll comply with the .-
provisions of Article 59.040 of this code.

E. Archeological Resources

204




. ARTICLE 57
SIGNIFICANT RESOURCE OVERLAY

(SRO)
Amendment to Article 57.070(C)

Markup Té;g
Text removed is identified as removed
Text inserted is identified as inserded

2. Residential Development Standards

a. Residential home sites (including accessory buildings) on Jawfully created
parcels or within platted subdivision, in a Rural Residential or Non-Resource

Zone, _which front a public or private road shall be located:
1) Not more than 330 feet from an existing dwelling; or
é:.QI._:
2) Not more than 150 feet from a side property boundary; and
a) Not more than 100 feet from an existing public road

-0Of -

b) Not more than 100 fest from the point of legal access fo the lot or

b. Residential home sites (including accessory buildings) on fawfully_created

parcels or lracts located in_a Resource zone, that front a public road may
shall be permitted-if located:

1) Not more than 330 fest from an existing dwelling; or
2) Not more than 150 feet from a side property boundary; and
3) Not mote than 100 fest from an existing public road.

-
.

v

¢. Residential hbme sites (including accessory buildings) on parcels not fronting
a public road jn a Resource zone may be permitted if:

Atticle 67 Staff Edits G4DRAFT)  .1. 16 August 2007



1) Not more than 7 other dwellings exist within a 640 acre square centered
on the center of the subject parcel in mapped areas of impacted (low-
medium density) deer winter rangs; or -

2) Not more than 3 other dwellings exist within a 640 acre square centered
on the center of the subject parcel in mapped areas of important (high
density) deer winter range; or

3) Not more than 3 ather dwellings exist within a 640 acre square centered
on the center of the subject parcel in mapped. areas of pronghorn antelope
.or rocky mountain elk range.

e

C. Rééidentia! home sites (including accessory buildings) shall not be sited
within a critical habitat area or a migration corridor as may be identified by the

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, when the habitat area or migrafion
corridor has been identified in the Comprehensive Plan.

d. Fencing on the perimeter of property shall only be for livestock control
purposes; fencing around home sites shall enclose no greater than 1 acre,
and where designed to exclude wildlife shall not be placed within critical
habitat or a migration corridor as may be identified by the Oregon Department
of Fish and Wildlife.

6. Approval of a dwelling shall be conditioned upon the resident filing a

- statement with the property deed agreeing to control free-roaming dogs and
offroad vehicle use during the period November through Aprll.  Said
agreement _shall include a slatement r nizing damage from wildlife m.

occur when sifing a _dwelling or accessory building in the Significant

Resources QOverfay,

 Asticle 57 - Staff Bdits (3 DRAFT) -2- 16 August 2007
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ARTICLE 57 |
SIGNIFICANT RESOURCE OVERLAY
(SRO)

Amendment to Article 57.070(C)
Clean with underiine

2, Residential Development Standards

a. Rasidential home sites (mcludmg accessory buildings) on [gwfully geated
parcels or latted subdivision, in a esidential or Non-Reso, :

zone, which front a public or private road shall be located:
1;) Not more than 330 fest from an existing dwelling;-or
=or-
2)5 Not more than 150 feet from a side pfoperty boundary, and

a) Not more than 100 feet from an existing public road

-0Or-
b) Not more than_100 feet from the point of legal access to the lot or
parcel.

b. Residential home sites (including accessory bu:ldings) on lawfully created
parcels or i ed in a Re: a public road shall be
located:

't) Not more than 330 feet from an ex:stlng dwelling; or
2) Not more than 150 feet from a side property boundary; and
3) Not more than 100 feet from an existing public road.

tT ¢. Residential home sites (including accessory buildings) on parcels not fronting
a public road in a Resource zone may bé pemmitted if:

1) Not more than 7 other dwellings exist within & 640 acre square centered

on the center of the subject parcel in mapped areas of impacted (low-

medium density) deer winter range; or

 Aticle57-Staff Bdits 0 Clean DRAFT)  -1- 21 August2007



2) Not more then 3 other dwellings exist within a 840- acre square contered
on the center of the subject parce! in mapped areas of important (high
density) deer winter range; or

3) Not more than 3 other dwellings exist within a 640 acre square centered
on the center of the subject parcel in mapped areas of pronghom antelope
or rocky mountain: elk range.

c. Residential home sites (including accessory buiidings) shall not be sited
within a critical habitat area or a migration corridor as may be identified by the

Ofegon Department of Fish and Wildiife, when the habitat area or migration

corridor has been identified in the Comprehensive Plan.

.
i

d. Fencing on the perimeter of property shall only be for livestock control
purposes; fencing around home sites shall enclose no greater than 1 acre,
and where designed to exclude wildlife shall not be placed within critical
habitat or a migration corridor as may be identified by the Oregon Department
of Fish and Wildiife.

e. Approval of a dwelling shall be conditioned upon the resident filing a
statement with the property deed agreeing fo control free-roaming dogs and
off-road vehicle use during the period November through April. Said
agreement shall include a statement recognizing damage from wildlife ma

occur_when _siling a dwelling or accesgm building in_the Significant
Resources Overay. )

s-LrH :

© Atficle57- Staff Edils (3 Clean DRAFT)  .2. . 21 August 2007




ATTACHMENT B
Klamath Final Decision, Ordinance 45.66 for File Number ZC 13-07



. _ Salem, OR 97301-2540
Theodore R. Kulongoski, Governor (503) 373-0050

o Ore On Department of Land Conservation and Development
635 Capital Street, Suite 150

Fax (503) 378-5518
www.lcd.state.or.us

NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT

December 18, 2007

TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan or Land Use Regulation Amendments
FROM: Mara Ulloa, Plan Amendment Program Specialist

SUBJECT: Klamath County Plan Amendment ‘
DLCD File Number 005-07 [ORIGINAL LOCAL FILE NO. CLUP/ZC 5-07]

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of
adoption. Copies of the adopted plan amendment are available for review at DLCD offices in Salem,
the applicable field office, and at the local government office.

Appeal Procedures*
DLCP ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TQ APPEAL: January 4, 2008

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption with less than the required 45-
day notice. Pursuant to ORS 197.830 (2)(b) only persons who participated in the local government
proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land
Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).

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

. *NOTE: THE APPEAL DEADLINE IS BASED UPON THE DATE THE DECISION
WAS MAILED BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT. A DECISION MAY HAVE
BEEN MAILED TO YOU ON A DIFFERENT DATE THAN IT WAS MAILED
TO DLCD. AS ARESULT YOUR APPEAL DEADLINE MAY BE EARLIER
THAN THE DATE SPECIFIED ABOVE,

Cc: Doug White, DLCD Community Services Specialist

Jon Jinings, DLCD Regional Representative
Les Wilson, Klamath County
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REcg), VED
BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS DEC 19
FOR THE COUNTY OF KLAMATH 2007

'],«N THE MATTER OF AMENDING ARTFICLE 57.070(C)2) ORDINANCE 45.67
G)F THE KLAMATH COUNTY LAND PEVELOPMENT CODE

WHEREAS the- Klamath  County Planning Department is amending Article 57.070(C)(2)
(Resxdential Development Standards) to provide language for.clarification in residential dwelling
smng staridards in the Significant Resources Overlay for the Big Game Winter Range; and

WHEREAS the. Klamath County Planning Department. provided proper notice of a public
hearing held on November 6, 2007 before the Kiamath County Planning Commission and Board
_qf County Commissioners; and

WI-IEREAS to bring the Klamath County Land Development Code in conformance with
‘previous land use-practices, the Plaiining Department recommended-approval of ORDINANCE
45 .67, amending Article 57.070(C)(2) (Residential Development Standards); and '

WHEREAS on November 27, 2007, based on testimony entered and consideration of the whole
record, including the proposed Ordinance text-identified in the Staff Report, the Kiamath County
Planmng Commission adopted asits own the alternative Ordinance text. Based upon adoption-of
-alternat:ve ‘Ordinance text, the Klamath County Planning Commission concluded the: application
is in conformance with’ Article 49°of ‘the Klamath- Couinty ‘Land Development Codée and
i-.Comprehensxve Plan, and forwarded:a recommendatmn of approval’ of Ordinance Number 45.67

to the Board-of Couiity: Commissioners; and.

WHEREAS on November 6, 2007, based on testimony entered and: consideration of the
»glternatwe Ordinance ‘text adopted by the Klamath County Planning Comiission and upon a
VNANMOouS. recommendation. for: approval, tlie: Board. of County Commissioners unanimously
'APPROVED Qrdinance Number 45. 67 as amended

__:NOW, THEREFORE, THE BOARD: OF COMMISSONERS OF KLAMATH COUNTY
“ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS. '

Hrticle 57.070(C)(2)(Residential Development Stendards) of the Klamath County LAND
_DE VELOPMENT.CODE is amended to include the following language:

‘ARTICLE 87.070(¢

A Resadentnal home srtes (mcludmg accessory bmldmgs) sha!i not be sited - within a
critical -habitat..aréa or a.migration corridor as may. be identified by the Oregon
Department:of Fish.and Wildlife, when the habitat area or migiration corridor has been
identified-in the Comprehens:ve Plan.




B. Fencing provisions shall apply as a condition of approval for any new fences
constructed as part of development of a property in conjunction with a conditional use
permit or site plan review.

a. New fences on the perimeter of the property shall be designed to permit wildlife
passage. The following standards and guidelines shall apply:

}. The-distance between the ground“and bottom strand or board shall be at
least 16 inches. '
2. The height of the fence shall not exceed 44 inches above ground level.

3. Smooth wire and- wooden fence that allow passage of wildlife are
preferred. Woven wire fences are.discouraged.

b.. Exceptions:

1. Fences around home sites designed to exclude wildlife from gardens,
flowerbeds, orchards; etc., shall enclose no more than 1 acre.

2. Corrals used-for working livestock.

C. Approval of a dwelling shall be conditioned upon-the resident filing a statement with
the property deed agreeing to control free-roaming dogs. Said agreement shall
include a“statement Tecognizing damage from wildlife may occur when siting a
dwelling or accessory building in the Significant Resources Overlay.

D. Approval of a dwelling shall be conditioned upon- applicant filing. a restrictive
covenant . with the property- deed. agresingto. restrict offroad vehicie use from
November to April: Farm or Forést tax deferred: propeity: is exempt from: this
covenait, but off-road use is limited to:property management, and' owner is required

to show proof that property isin tax defertal, at time of development.
1 Dated this ﬁff{ day of December, 2007

FOR THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

County- Counisel
Approved as to form

|  NOTICE OF APPEAL RIGHTS
[This dexision may be appealed to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) within 21
‘ldays following the date of the. mailing of this order.. Contact LUBA, for information.as-how to
ifile this appeal (LUBA by phone1-503-373-1265 0r mail at 550 Capitol Street NE, Suite 235,
{Salem, Oregon 97301:2552),- Failure to do 0 i a timely manner may affect your rights.




ATTACHMENT C
DLCD’s letter to Klamath County, dated April 23, 2007



Ure On Department of Land Conservation and Development
. Central Cregon Regional Office

Theodore R, Kulongosid, Govemor 888 NW Hilt Street, Suite 3

, Bend, OR 977012942
April 23, 2007 Rural Reglonal Representative (541) 318-2890
. : Urban Regional Representative (541) 318-2899

Les Wilson i Community Service Specialist (541) 318-8193
Klamath County Planning Department Fax (541} 318-8361
305 Main Street Web Address: hitp: /wrww.oregon.gov/LCD

Klamath falls, Oregon 97601

SUBJECT: Comprehensive Plan Text and Land Use Regulation Amendment Proposal .
Regarding Big Game Habitat (DLCD PAPA File #005-07, Klamath Couvnty File }
HCLUP/ZC 5-07)

Dear Les:

Thanks for the opportumty to comment on the above-referenced post acknowledgment plan
“amendment to revise the county’s BSEE Analysis and land use regulations for big game habitat
under Statewide Planning Goal 5. Please enter ﬂus letter into the record of all hearingg on this

proposal,

The department has besn involved in this proposal since it was first considered, The county is
correct that in order to revise its current regulations with regards to big game habitat they must
also revise the current ESER (Economic, Social, Environmental and Social) consequences
analysis contained in the county’s achlowledged comprehensive plan under Goal 5. We have
had several phone oalls and e-mails regarding how best fo proceed, but in general agreement was
reached that in order to apply a different set of big game habitat protection standards to the
county’s raral residentisl exception areas that a good set of maps showing zoning, parcels or tax
lots and development within big game habitat areas is needed,

The draft ESEE analysis contained in the notice is a good start and will also help explain why the
chenges being proposed satisfy Goal 5. Since the notice was issued, counly staff has forwarded
to me most of the maps showing rural residential exceptions within big game habitat, We
understand that additional maps are also being prepared. A draft of the proposed changes to the
big game habitat standards ‘have not been submitted for our review,

-To date, the information provided for our review does not justify any changes to the county’s plan
and land use ordinances. However, as we discussed we believe it’s appropriate to consider

" applying » different standards to areas already cofiifilited or developied to riral wﬁ:denhal vges

than fo arcas zoned resource and TON-TES0UTCE,

- We are committed to assisting the.county and ODFW in addressing your concerns as well as
assure compliance with Goal 5. Thank you once again for the opportunity to comment on the

- proposal, Ifyou have any questions or concerns, please don’t hesitate to contact me at 541-318-
8193 or by e-mail st doug. white@state.or.us, of Jon Jinings, your regional :eprcsentatwc at541-

318-2890, or by e-mail at jondinings@state.orus.

Commounity Services Specialist

" ¢ce: Jon Jipings, Darren Nichols, Ceniral Files




ATTACHMENT D
ODFW’s letter to Klamath County, dated November 6, 2007



Department of Fish and Wildlife
Klamath Watershed District

High Desert Region

1850 Miller Island Road West
Klamath Falls, Oregon 97603

(541) 883-5732

FAX (541) 883-5521

November 6, 2007 OREGON|

Fish & Wildlife

Ernie Palmer
Chairman

Klamath County Planning Commission

305 Main Street

Klamath Falls, OR 97603

Re: Proposed Amendmenté to Article 57 Klamath County Land Development Code (Séptember
25, 2007 Draft)

Dear Mr. Palmer:

The purpose of this letter is to provide Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department)
comments on proposed amendments to Article 57 of Klamath County’s Land Development Code
(September 25, 2007 draft). The Department understands that these proposed amendments are
scheduled for consideration at a legislative hearing on November 6, 2007 by Klamath County
Planning Commission and Board of County Commissioners.

The Department understands that the purpose of this legislative hearing is to review only the
proposed amendment to Article 57, specifically 57.070(C) of Klamath County’s Comprehensive.
Plan. This section outlines residential development standards that apply if a parcel is located
within a Significant Resource Overlay. '

Private Road Definition

From a wildlife standpoint, the purpose of these residential development standards is to cluster
development, and thereby maintain open space and habitat quality. Roads have been shown to
significantly reduce habitat quality for big game. In section 2a of the proposed amendment, the

term “private road” is added to the residential development standards, The Department
recommends criteria be included which specifies that the “private road” is pre-existing and
existed by a certain date that can becumented (i.e. dated aerial photo or recorded legal easement),

This language would protect habitat quality by ensuring that “private roads™ are not constructed

in the big game winter range overlay for the sole purpose of meeting the standard and “
cnrcumvents the intent of the rules to protect wildlife habitat.



¥ ODFW Comments Proposed Amendments to Artlcle 57
Klamath County Land Development Code
(September 25, 2007 Draft)

Lawfully Created Parcel or Tract

Based on the history of land use planning in Klamath County, the Department is unclear on the
definition of “lawfully created parcels or tracts” used in section 2a and 2b of the proposed
amendment. Prior to implementation of Oregon’s Land Use Planning process in the 1970’s,
Klamath County approved many subdivisions in what would become the significant big game
winter range overlay, Afier acknowledgement of the Comprehensive Plan, Klamath County

continued to approve land use applications, which did not comply with Klamath County’s Land

Development Code relative to Goal 5 (Open Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas, and Natural
Resources) resources. The Department received no notification of these land use applications, so
it could not advise the County in their review process. This resulted in development of
substandard parcels with resultant habitat loss or degradation of big game winter range. It also
resulted in new property owners not being notified by the County that their property was within a
big game winter range overlay. The Department does not challenge the validity of these parcels
as they currently exist. However, the Department is concerned that the amendment language will
allow creation of additional substandard parcels. For example, following implementation of
Oregon’s Land Use Planning process, Klamath County created several areas zoned R-5 within
the big game overlay. Under this proposed amendment would a landowner be allowed to divide
a 10 acre parcel and “lawfully create” two 5 acre parcels in an overlay area zoned R-5?7 ODFW
recommends no new substandard parcels be created within the significant big game winter range
overlay.

~ Recognition of Critical Habitat and Migration Corridors

Language in section 2¢ of the proposed amendment (page 2) states that critical habitats and
- migration comidors be designated in the Comprehensive Plan. It is the Department’s
understanding that big game winter ranges, and other Goal 5 protected resources adopted in the
~ Comprehensive Plan are critical habitats. However, in the Klamath County Comprehensive Plan
and/or Land Development Code these habitats are referred to as “significant” not critical.
Therefore, no critical habitats are designated. Prior to this proposed amendment, Klamath
County did not require the adoption of migration corridors used by wildlife into the
Comprehensive Plan, If the County chooses to limit consideration of critical habitat or migration
corridors to those “adopted as part of the County’s Comprehensive Plan”, the Department
requests that this change not be implemented until ODFW has the opportunity to identify these
areas and complete the process of having them adopted in the Comprehensive Plan. If this
request is not acceptable, the Department recommends that the County maintain existing
language, which allows site-specific review on a case-by-case basis for various development
proposals.

Claﬁﬁcation of Reference to Elk

Under 2¢ #3, the Department recommends making a minor housekeeping edit to add Roosevelt
elk. The new text should read: “Not more than 3 other dwellings exist within a 640 acre square
~centered on the center of the subject parcel in mapped areas of pronghorn antelope, rocky '



" ODFW Comments Proposed Amendments to Article 57

Klamath County Land Development Code
(September 25, 2007 Draft)

mountain elk, or Roosevelt elk.” This language would be consistent with the overlays adopted in
the comprehensive plan. '

Definition of Wildlife Compatible Fence

In section 2d the amendment proposes the addition of “wildlife compatible fence.” To clarify this
proposal for landowners and county staff ODFW recommends the Planning Commission
consider the following language (which is consistent with ODFW, Bureau of Land Management,
and U.S. Forest Service standards):

The following fencing provisions shall apply as a condition of approval for any new fences
constructed as a part of development of a property in conjunction with a conditional use permit
or site plan review.
A. New fences on the perimeter of the property shall be designed to permit wildlife

passage. The following standards and guidelines shall apply: .

1. The distance between the ground and bottom strand or board shall be at least 16

inches.

2. The height of the fence shall not exceed 44 inches above ground level,

3. Smooth wire and wooden fences that allow passage of wildlife are preferred.

Woven wire fences are discouraged.

B. Exemptions: :
1. Fences around home sites designed to exclude wildlife from gardens,
Sflowerbeds, orchards, etc., shall enclose no more than 1 acre.
2. Corrals used for working livestock.

Department Involvement in Klamath County Land Use Planning

The Department’s primary concermn is maintenance of the quality and usability of big game
winter ranges by ensuring open spaces and low road densities. This will provide secure habitat
and forage areas with little disturbance. The Department remains concerned about the creation
of substandard parcels within the big game winter range overlay.

In recognition of the importance of big game winter ranges, the Department began delineating
winter ranges beginning in the 1960’s. The Department conducted deer tagging studies,
horseback surveys, aerial surveys, and radio telemetry research to delineate big game winter

- ranges. In addition, the Department continues to conduct annual trend route surveys (ground and

helicopter) on a portion of winter ranges each year.

Statewide Planning Goal 5 is the most important Oregon statewide planning goal related to fish
and wildlife. Goal 5 directs counties to protect critical wildlife habitats; one of which is big
game winter range. Following adoption of Oregon’s land use planning laws, the Governor’s
Office directed the Department to work with counties to identify those Goal 5 resources specific
to wildlife. In the early 1980’s, the Department worked closely with Klamath County, county





