
May 25, 2016

Yamhill County Commission
535 NE Fifth Street
McMinnville, OR 97128

VIA EMAIL DELIVERY

RE: Comments on the Yamhelas Westsider Trail Proposal

Dear Commissioners:  

Thank you for the continued opportunity to comment on the Yamhelas Westsider Trail Proposal. 
I am writing to follow up on my letter dated April 7, 2016 and my testimony at the May 2, 2016 
Commission meeting regarding Yamhill County’s budget.  In my April 7, 2016 letter, I 
explained the legal reasons that the proposed trail project must secure conditional use approval 
before it may be constructed.  At the May 2, 2016 commission meeting, I testified regarding the 
impacts of continuing to fund this proposal without first requiring the path to secure the 
necessary land use approvals. In response, county counsel and others have indicated that it is 
likely premature to talk about land use approvals prior to the County acquiring the property 
necessary to construct the trail.  

Respectfully, OFB disagrees with this assessment.  As I explained at the May 2, 2016 
Commission meeting, continuing to fund exploration of the bike path proposal or acquisition of 
property without first going through the conditional use process risks wasting resources.  In 
nearby Benton County, the County spent millions of dollars working on a bike path proposal, 
only to find that they would be unable to mitigate land use impacts on neighboring agricultural 
operations resulting from the proposed path, resulting in a denial of their conditional use 
application.  We urge you to avoid this result.  The County can and should move forward with an 
application for a conditional use permit prior to investing additional resources in this project or 
acquiring any property.  As I explained in my April 7, 2016 letter, the conditional use process 
will determine whether and what mitigation will be required to avoid impacts to farming (using 
the test found in ORS 215.296).  Constructing a bike path near agricultural lands creates a host of 



potential conflicts and liability concerns which the county has yet to address.  These concerns 
should be addressed before the county invests more resources in this project.

We urge you to make any additional funding of this project contingent on the county initiating 
the conditional use process required for the proposed path.  This will ensure that the county 
timely moves forward with addressing neighboring landowner concerns, and enables the county 
to avoid investing additional resources in the project if that mitigation is not possible.   

Thank you for the continued opportunity to comment on this project, and please do not hesitate 
to contact me if you have any concerns.

Respectfully,    

Mary Anne Nash
Public Policy Counsel, Oregon Farm Bureau Federation
1320 Capitol Street NE, Suite 200
Salem, Oregon 97301
(503) 399-1701 x 306
maryanne@oregonfb.org    


