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On Tuesday, April 24, the hotly contested “In-
tent Section’ of the Mendumnu County general
plan, which gave residents of zone-violating
backwoods settlements two years to apply for a
. use permit, will expire.

Ag of Wednesday the county will have only one
legal option for dealing with zoning violators—
abatement, which is a euphemism for turning
people out of their homes.

Tomorrow at 11 a.m. the Board of Supervisors.

will discuss what to do about the uncounted
(estimates range as high as 5,000) dwellings
clustered in rural areas throughout the county.
One group of county residents will advocate for a
zoning amnesty with far fewer strings attached

than under the Intent Section program.

Amnesty advocates argue that the acute shor-
tage of low-income housing in Mendocinpo Coun-
ty, combined with the high cost of enforcing zon-
ing ordinances against people who in many cases
have lived in zone-violating homes for ten years
g}' more, makes wholesale abatement impossl-

e.

ty County Counsel Ron Ball, one of the
county's lawyers, has circulated a memo among
the supervisors outlining six options for zoning
enforcement after the Intent Section expires.
Five of the possibilities wuuld require amending
thﬂ e:ne.-ral pian. - ,
option possible under existing law is
to ahate zun ng violations which are not eligible
for a use permit or other means of legallzation.

Because Tof the county's tight budget Ball
predicts spotty enforcement, and only as com-
plaints are recelved. - -

At the other end of the scale on Ball's list of op-
tions is adnpl.lng ﬁnlic:.r under which the cur-
rent number of dwellings on a parcel is accepted
as the legal density, regardless of the zoning
code. No use permit wmﬂ be required,

That is littie different from the amnesty pro-
posal the supervisors will hear tomorrow. Under
that idea, residents of zone-violating homes
wuuld have one year to apply to the county. No

1 action could be taken while the amnesty ap-
ctionwas being processed.

Residents of illegal homes would sign a
“hold harmless’ a ment freeing the county
government from liability for non-code homes

hat next for illegal rural homes?

damaged by wind, weather, or seismic move-
ment. The county would then record the number
of homes on the parcel as the legal density.

The other options outlined in Ball’s memo |
clude simply extending the Intent Sectlon,
gradually reducing the number of dwellings on
parcel until It conforms with the surroundin
density.

Proponents of amnesty argue In a written
statement being circulated that the troubles of
prominent Intent Sectlon applicants ha\re under-
mined the section’s purpose.

The most notable example Is Salmon Creek
Farm. The residents of Salmon Creek are
fighting a condition of their use permit that re-
quires dwellings be abated upon change of

(See HOMES, page 2)

ownership. Supervisor Dan Hamburg
has cited the Salmaon Creek decision as a
mninreﬁnwhh?tht:elnmtf‘sﬁcﬂnﬁwna-
llﬁeﬂ!l.'l 'f.lﬂ:ﬂ‘.l peuple was
intended to help. e

The supervisors begin their planning
session at 8 a.m. tomorrow in the super-
visors chambers at the county cour-
thouse. . Director of Planning and
Building Services Victor Hol will
makenpmmntauonunthalntmﬁsec-
tionat 11 a.m..



