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Second Floor/Director’s Office: (503) 378-5518
Web Address: http:/ /www.oregon.gov/LCD

Theodore R. Kulongoski, Governor

NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT m
March 29, 2006 Sy

o cam—
TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan or Land Use Regulation Amendments

FROM: Mara Ulloa, Plan Amendment Program Specialist

SUBJECT: City of Phoenix Plan Amendment
DLCD File Number 003-05

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*
DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL: April 10, 2006

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review prior to adoption with less than the required 45-
day notice. Pursuant to ORS 197.625 (1), 197.830 (2), and 197.830 (9) only persons who participated
in the Jocal government proceedings leading to adoption of the amendment are eligible to appeal this
decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).

If 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 notice 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 ADOPTED BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT. A DECISION MAY HAVE
BEEN MAILED TO YOU ON A DIFFERENT DATE THAN IT WAS MAILED
TO DLCD.

Cc: Gloria Gardiner, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist
John Renz, DLCD Regional Representative
Angela Barry, City of Phoenix
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FORM 2

D L C D NOTICE OF ADOPTION

This form must be mailed to DLCD within § working days after the final decision B o
Per ORS 197.610, OAR Chapter 600 — Division 18 BAR

(See reverse side for submittal requirements)

Jurisdiction:____City of Phoenix Loca! File No.:__Z005-03
(If no number, use none)
Date of Adoption: 3/20/2006 Date Mailed: 3/24/2006
(Must be filled in) (Date mailed or sent to DLCD)

Date the Notice of Proposed Amendment was mailed to DLCD: 12/8/2005

Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment

Land Use Regulation Amendment X __ Zoning Map Amendment

New Land Use Regulation Other:

(Please Specify Type of Action)
Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write “See Attached”.

A request to annex 1.54 acres into the city. Upon annexation the property would be re-zoned from Jackson County SR-2.5

to the City's R-1, Single Family Residential zone district

Describe how the adopted amendment differs from the proposed amendment. If it is the same, write “Same”. If you did not give
notice for the proposed amendment, write “N/A™.

Same

Plan Map Changed from: - to:

Zone Map Changed from:_Jackson County SR-2.5 to: R-1 Single Family Residential
Location:_1549 Pacific Lane Acres Involved:_1.54

Specify Density: Previous: N/A New:__N/A

Applicable Statewide Planning Goals:

Was an Exception Adopted? Yes: No:_X

DLCD Fite No.: 00 5 “-05
(14864

DLCD Adoption_Cota.doc



Did the Department of Land Conservation and Development receive a notice of Proposed Amendment

FORTY FIVE (45) days prior to the first evidentiary hearing. Yes:_ X No:
If no, do the Statewide Planning Goals apply. Yes: No:
If no, did The Emergency Circumstances Require immediate adoption: Yes: _ No:

Affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: Jackson County

Local Contact:___Angela Barry Area Code + Phone Number: 541-535-2050

Address: PO Box 330 City:___Phoenix, Oregon
ZipCode +4;__ 97535 Email Address:phoenixplananagela@charterinternet.com

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

This form must be mailed to DLCD within 5 working days after the final decision
Per ORS 197.610, OAR Chapter 600 — Division 1§

. Send this Form and TWO (2) Copies of the Adopted Amendment to:

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT
635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540

2. . Submit TWO (2) copies the adopted material, if copies are bounded please submit TWQO (2) complete
copies of documents and maps.

3. Please Note: Adopted materials must be sent to DLCD no later than FIVE (5) working days following the
date of the final decision on the amendment.

4. Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the text of the amendment plus adopted findings and
supplementary information.

5. The deadline to appeal will not be extended if you submit this notice of adoption within five working days
of the final decision. Appeals to LUBA may be filed within TWENTY-ONE (21) days of the date, the
“Notice of Adoption” is sent to DLCD.

6. In addition to sending the “Notice of Adoption” to DLCD, you must notify persons who participated in the
local hearing and requested notice of the final decision.

7. Need More Copies? You can copy this form on to 8-1/2x11 green paper only; or call the DLCD Office at
{503) 373-0050; or Fax your request to; (503) 378-5518; or Email your request to Larrv French@state.or.us
— ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST

J:\pa\paa\forms\form2word.doc revised: 09/09/2002
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I, Rathleen S. Beckett, County Clerk for Jackson County, Oregon,
certify that the instrument identified herein was recorded in the Clerk

records. Kathleen S. Beckett - County Clerk

ORDINANCE NO. 857

AN ORDINANCE ANNEXING A CONTIGUOUS AREA LOCATED AT 1549 PACIFIC LANE, ALSO
KNOWN AS 381W16A TAX LOT1400.

WHEREAS, the Phoenix Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on January 23, 2006 on the proposed
annexation that was conducted to give interested parties and opportunity to be heard, and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission voted to recommend the annexation to the City Council for approval based
upon the findings contained in the Planning Commission Staff Report and Recommendations, including the
Findings of Fact submitted by the applicant in support of the annexation, and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on this request to annex on March 20, 2006, and after o
considering the recommendations of staff, the Planning Commission, and public testimony reccived at the hearing,
elected to grant approval to the request for annexation,

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY OF PHOENIX ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1: The 1.54-acre tract of land described as Jackson County Assessor Parcel 381W16A TL1400, also
known as 1549 Pacific Lane is hereby annexed to the City of Phoenix, subject to compliance with the annexation
agreement for this property.

Section 2: The above-described property is herby withdrawn from the Jackson County Fire District No. 5 pursuant
to the provisions of ORS 222.520. The City of Phoenix elects to make payments to the special taxing district, if
required, pursuant to ORS 222.520. :

Section 3: The City Recorder is hereby authorized and directed 1o make and submit to the Secretary of State of
Oregon a copy of this ordinance and the consent of the property owner. The City Recorder is also authorized and
directed to submit a copy of this ordinance to the Jackson County Assessor and County Surveyor.

PASSED and adopted by the City Council and 51gned by me in authentication thereof this 20" day of March 2006.
ATTEST:

Loy =S

Betty Smith/ City Recorder

Vicki E. Bear, Mayor

OFFICIAL SEAL
~ LAURALE CORNU
NOTARY PUBLIC- OREGON .
STATE OF OREGON, COMMISION NO. 394567 YTATE OF OREGON,
COUNTY OF JACKSON MY COMMISSION EXPIRES JULY 19, 2009 COUNTY OF JACKSON
This i mst.rument was acknowledged before me on this This instrument was acknowledged before me on this
,?0 day of_WA , 2006 20.’:;3: of /¥ lare L . 2006
by Vicki E. Bear as Mayor of City of Phoenix by Betty Smith as City Recorder of City of Phoemx
tarv Public — S’tate of Oregon Nothrv Public — State of Orecon



CITY OF PHOENIX
ANNEXATION AGREEMENT (A05-01/2005-03)

This agreement is made between the City of Phoenix, a municipal corporation of the State of
Oregon, hereinafter called “City”, and MBR Pacific LLC.

In consideration of the City holding the necessary public hearings, investigating the facts, and
considerations surrounding the application of MBR Pacific LLC for annexation of their land,
MBR Pacific LLC hereby acknowledges and hereby agrees to fully comply with the conditions
set forth below, which are imposed by the City. The property being annexed is known as follows:

The parcel known as Jackson County Assessor Map No. 381W16A tax lot1400

It is agreed that in the event of annexation, zone change, and other proceedings related to the
application of MBR Pacific LLC is challenged or found invalid for any reason whatsoever, the

applicant hereby agrees to hold harmless the City, its agents, employees, and officer, including

any legal expenses or court costs before the Land Use Board of Appeals, incurred by the City.

This property shall be withdrawn from Fire District No. 5 prior to completion of the annexation
process ' :

If the Oregon Department of Revenue does not approve the map and legal description for the
annexation, then this agreement is null and void. o ‘

+ ~
Executed by Vicki E. Bear on this £ day of March, 2006

Uk -& B

Vicki E. Bear, Mayor




FINDINGS OF FACT
FOR ANNEXATION

AND
ZONE CHANGE

Before the City of Phoenix

MBR PacificLLC ) Findings of Fact
) and Conclusions of
) Law

FINDINGS OF FACT: INTRODUCTION

These NMndings for anmexation have been prepared as part of a concurrent application for a dange the zaning
from County SR-2.5 v City of Phoenix R-1, Hilsinger Overlay, and a six (6) lot preliminry plat.  These
findings have been prepared based on a zone change to R-1. Hilsinger Overlay and developme of the Property
as a six (6) lot single-fimily residential subdivision. These findings have been prepared in acordance with the
requirements of the Amexation Application -

I. PROPERTY INFORMATION
A. Address: 1549 Pacific Lane
Phoenix, OR

B. Assessor’slD.:

Township 38  Range 1W  Section 16A
Tax Loi{s) 1400

C. Size of Parcel(s): Acres-1.54 Square Feet -
67,082.4

D. Describe Adjacent Land Uses:
North:  Single-Family, R-1, City of Phoenix
South: - Single-Family. SR-2.5, County
East: Single-Family, SR-2.5, County
West: © Single-Family, SR-2.5, County




1i. DESCRIPTIONOF ANNEXATION
A. Comprehensive Plan Land Use Designation
I. Curmrent Jackson County Designation:

2. Proposed City of Phoenix Designation: Low Density Residential

B. Zoning
1. Current Jackson County Zoning: SR-2.5

2. Proposcd City of Phoenix: R-1, Hilsinger Overlay

II. SUBMITAL REQUIREMENTS

A) Submittals A-1 through A-3: Seeattached Exhibit “A — Assessor’s Nap™ and Eshibit "B -
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map”

B) Consentto Annex Form: See attached Exhibit *C — Consent to Annex Form™

) LEGALMETES AND BOUNDS: See attached Exhibit "D — Legal Metes and Bounds
Description™ L

D) SPECIFIC ANNEXATION INFORMATION:
1) Cuwrrent Assessed Valuation: RMV =$188,890 AV =35102.450

2) Acreage to the Hundredth Percentile: 1.54 acres
3) Mopand Tax Lot Number: 33 1W 16A 1400
4} Current county Zoning Desi.gnatiom SR-2.5
E)  ADDRESS OF ANNEXATION DWELLINGS: 1549 Pacific Lane, Phoenix, OR
1) Master <ailing List: See attached labels. |

F) - WRITTEN FINDINGS
1) Exising Land Uses within the Annexation Area.
The annexation is for a single 1ax lot, the current use of which ix single-funily
structure. The immediate area to the norilvis a single-family residential subdivision
within the city limits. Lands 10 the sowth, east, andwest are single-family residenial are
all within the County and oned SR-2.5.

© 2) Exigting Improvements:
Water: Water is currenily provided from a private well. Upon annexation water service
will be available from the Ciry of Phoenix.

Pacific Lane Annexation
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Streets: The Properiy has frontage on Pacific Lane and Camnp Baker Ruad. Access Is

from Pacific Lane.

Sanitary Sewer: The Property is currenitly served by a private septic syuent. At such
time as the Property is developed sanitary sewer seirvice will be providd by ihe City of

Phoenix.

Storm Sewer: The Properiv is currently seived by the open ditch in Canp Baker Road
and the storm drainage system in Pacific Lane.

3) Special Districts within the Area:

Warer System: Not applicable.
Streets: Noi applicable.

E:l.’,‘)
Fire District: Jackson County Fire District No. ¥ %
School District: Phoenix-Talent School District

Rogue Valley Sanitary: Not applicable.

Others: Not applicable.

4) The Present Availability of Urban Services to the Proposed Annexation Arca their Capacity.
and Cost of Extension or Improvement:

Pacific Lane Anncxation
City of Phoenix

Sanitary Sewer: The Property can be served by an existing sunitary sexcr line in Pucific
Lane and/or Camp Baker Road. This line can adequately serve the propesed annexation
and development of the Property as intended (six single-family detachedlots). Itis
proposed that at time of development a sanitary sewer line will be extended from

Pacific Lane to Camp Baker Read. The sanitary sewer line will be locaied ina proposed
private mid-block lane. The cost of connecting and installing the sanitay sewer line is
approximately $21,000. '

Storm Drainage: A storm drainage line exists in Pacific Lane east of the Property. At
time of development the Propetrty will extend a storm drain (127) from the existing
location to the Property and down the private mid-block Tane as necessay to service all
proposed lots. The cost of extending and installing a storm drain line isapproximately
$22.000.

)

R}
Fire: Jackson County Fire District ¥ currently serves the Property and hs adequate
capacity 1o serve development of the Property has proposed. A condition of development

Puze Yof 3



would be the provision of additional fire protection facilities (hydrants)per City
sandards. The cost to provide fire protection services is approximately$5.000.

Streets: The Property has frontage on Pacific Lane, a fully improved piblic strect {city

- standards), and Camp Baker Road, a county strect. Both streets have adquate capacity

lo accommodate the estimated 50 additional trips that the Property will cventually
cencrate as R-1, Hilsinger Overlay zoned land. 1t is proposed that at tine of develepment
a22-foot wide private mid-block lane will be constructed to provide acess toall lots.
The estimated cost of the private mid-block lane is approximately $60,00.

Parks: The proposed Property is served by Colver Road Park, a neighbahood park. No
additional park improvements are proposed, or required as a result of this annexation.

Water: There is an 8" City water line in Pacific Lane. This line is adegale in size and
capacity 1o serve the Property. At such time as the Property is develaped an 8" water line
will be constructed in the private mid-block lane. The cost of construcing and extending
the water system is approximately $16.000.

Power: All electric, gas, telephone, and cable service is located in eitha Camp Baker
Road and/or Pacific Lane. The cost of extending power and communicaions is
approximately $45.000.

Police: Police service is currently provided by the Jackson County Sheiffs Depi. Upan
annexation police service will be provided by the City of Phoenix, Thelhoenix Police
Department can provide necessary scrvices. Cost of additional serviceswiil be puid by
property taxes.

5) Compliance with all Applicable Goals and Policies of the Comprehensive Phn (Including
Goal 3 of the Land Use Element):

The proposed annexation and zone change have been evaluated against cacli dhment and
applicable goals and policies of the City's Comprehensive Plan.

Population Element

Pacific Lane Anncxation
City of Phoenix

Finding: The goals and policies (Goal 1, Policy 1A itlirough 1C) do notpatain 1o the

proposed anmexation, but are general goals and policies applicable to ihe City in
general.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
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Fconomic Element

Finding: The goals and policies (Goals Iilirough 11) do not periain toihe
proposed annexation, but are general goals and policies applicable to e City in
senceral.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Natural Resources Element

Finding: The goals and policies do not pertain to the proposed annexaion, but are
seneral goals and policies applicable 1o the City in general. The annextion of the
Property and subsequent development will be subject 10 applicable Cimniandards, which
in address the starewide goals for preseivation of natural resonrces.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Historic Element

- Finding: The property is not identified, or otherwise designated, as haing aiy historic
significance, or being within the vicinity of other properites that are of iswric
significance.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Natural Hazards Element

Finding: The Property is not identified as being subject 10 any nanrallazarnds, nor is it
considered hillside property, or located within a designated flood plain

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Land Use Element

Goal 1. Foster sound community growth and development through cffective mnagement of
public land use policy.

Finding, Goal 1: Policies 1.1 1through 1.1.2 applies 1o amendments toihe
Comprehensive Land Use Plan and Map. The proposed annexarion and zone change 1

not alter, or otherwise affect the Comprehensive Land Use Plan, or Ma.

Conclusion, Goal 1: Not applicable.

Pacilic Lane Anncxation Pace S of 5
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Goal 2.

Dcfine the extent of urban development through the establishment of adefensible. long-

term. and recognizable boundary between urban and rural lands; a Permanent Uban Growth
Boundary.

" Goal

Finding, Goal 2: The proposed anncxation and Zone change are withinthe current
urban growih boundary and abut the exisiing City limits. The proposedennexation and
sone change do not alrer, or othenvise affect, the current wban growih bowndary

Conclusion, Goal 2: Not applicable.

3. Manage annexations to achieve the objectives of the Plan by ensuring tat the

cumulative effect of annexation decisions are considered.

Policy 3.1 The City Council may opprove annexations, without referral to the Cly's cntire
clectorate, when findings and facts show that development of the properly or prperties proposed
for annexation would be consistent with the Plan and:

Pacific Lane Annexation
City of Phoenix

A} That development on the land proposed for annexation can be servedwith all vrbun
services and facilities without adverse impact on the availability, quality.quantity. or
relublllly of City services provided to or likely to be needed by,

1) Existing development within the incorporated area, and

2) Undeveloped, partally vacant, or redevelopable incorporatedland
(considering approved development plans or permiissible densitics as sctout in the
Plan), and

]

Finding, Policy 3.1(A): As discussed in Scciion F(4) of theses Findingsihe proposed
amexation is crrremly served by existing urban seivices and facilities. Development of
the Property will add an additional five (5) single-family detached dwellings requiring
wrban services such aswater, stonmn, sanitary sewer, power, and conmmumications 1o he
extended on site. The on-sire extension of these facilities will not cause o rednction in the
availabiliry, quality, or reliability of ithese City provided services for devlopable lands
awithin the incorporated Ciry. '

Conclusion, Policy 3.1(A): The proposed annexation is consistent widrPolicy 3.1(A).

B) Population iimpacts of the proposed development will not cause the City’s population
1o erow at a rate in excess of the Comprchensive Plan, Population Element’s plinined
population. The population impact of residential lands development shill be computed
by:
1} Multiplying the gross area in square feet time 72 percent (1o account for Lands
dedicated to streets) then:
2) Dividing the maximum lot size permissible within the zone thit would be
applied to the property if annexed. and then,
3) Muliiplying by the average occupancy asseciated with the dwelling type based
on the most recent U.S. Census.
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Such analysis shall be submitted by the applicant at the time of gpplication.

Finding, Policy 3.1(B): Using the above fornuda and the 2004 PSU estmaies for the
Ciry of Phoenix it is estimared that the annexation will canse an increascin population of
8.75 persons. This figure represents 0.2% growih in ihe roral 2004 poplarion.
However, based on the above formulaihe annexation will result in popilation growih
that is 1.6 times the average annual population growith (5.45 persons) forthe City. 1t
should be noted that the formula uses a 2016 population estiniare of 4,64, while the
2004 PSU estimate is 4,570. This allows an average of 5.45 persons pervear 1o the year
2016, or less than nvo single-family dwelling units per year.

Based on ihese findings it is apparent that the fornuilda needs to be updacd and 1hat the
proposed annexation meets the intent of the fornmdla, which is to managegrowth at
sustainable levels. At 0.2% of the total 2004 population the growih poteiial resuliing

Jrom the annexarion is small, and casily absorbed into the City's curreninfrastructire
sysienn.

Conclusion 3.1(B): The proposed annexation is consistent witl the intet of Policy
3.1(B). ! '

Policy 3.2 The City Council may, at is discretion, refer 1o ihe City’s electorate my annexation
that does not fully comply with Policy 3.1. The procedures described within QRS 222.130

reecarding annexation elections shall be followed. A simple majority of votes cat chall
determine the oulcome.

Finding, Pelicy 3.2: Asillustrated inthe previous finding the proposedannexation fitlly
complies with the anexation criteria set forth in Policy 3.1.

Conclusion, Policy 3.2: The proposed annexation complies wirh Policvi.2.

Policy 3.3 The Council may annex territory to the City, and dispense with the requirements of
Policy 31. and 3.2 where the Oregon Health Division has issued a finding that adanger to public
, health exists because of conditions within the territory.

Finding, Policy 3.3: The proposed annexation is not the result of a sangioncd public
health hazard.

Conclusion, Policy 3.3: Not applicable.

Policy 3.4 All propertics annexed to the City shall eventually be improved to Ciy standards;
including but not limited to street improvements, curbs, gutters, lighting, and olher
improvements included within the City's Engineer, Public Works Directer, or Planner and

Pacific Lane Annexation
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approved by the City Council. If required improvements are not proposed at thetime of
mnexation, then the annexation agreement shall specific that the improvementsshall be instalied
at the time of partilioning, subdivision, development or other time as approved by the Council.

Finding, Policy 3.4: The proposed annexation and zone change is beingprocessed
conenrrentwith an application to subdivide the Property to the standard of the City. i
is the applicant’s fill intention to commnence construciion of the subdiviion by Spring
2006, with completion 1o follow wwithin six monihs.

Conclusion, Policy 3.4: The proposed annexation complies with Policy3 4, Goal 3.

Policy 3.5 The City Council shall initiate proceedings to annex “islands™ of unicorporated arca
within the City Limits immediately following their creation or as soon thereufteras practical
when deemmed 1o be in the overall best interest of the City. Such annexutions arerequired to
ensure orderly and equitable provision of public improvements. utilities, and community
services, and to further growth and development of the community in accordanc with this Plan.

‘ Finding, Policy 3.5: The Property 1o be annexed is 10, by definition, clasificd as an
o “island.

Conclusion, Policy 3.5: Not applicable.

Policy 3.6 The City Council may initiate “contract annexations™ or an alternativ procedure.

other than standard annexation, when it is determined that the community will drive significant
cconomic advantage.

Finding, Policy 3.6: The proposed annexation is a standard annexarion.

Conclusion, Policy 3.6: Not applicable.

Goal 4. Foster development that achieves the objectives of the community whik providing fair
and equitable treatment of proposals.

Policy 4.) Whenever it is possible to simultancously consider multiple proposals or projects
which have similar objectives or would otherwise meet the same public need, ke Planning

Commission and City Council shall; 1) develop an unbiased ranking system, 2)waluate the
projects against one another, and 3) develop findings which describe the rankingprocess and

outcome. When justificution for only one project is documented, the Council shil approve the
highestranked proposal.

Finding, Policy 4.1: The proposed annexation is not a part of muliiple poposals for
annexarions.

Pacife Lane Annexation
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Conclusion, Policy 4.1: Not applicable.

Goal 5. Ensure the close inteeration of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and dayb Jay zoning
and land use administration.

Policy 5.1 Utilize the descriptions included in the Section of the Land Use Elenent entitled
“Plan Designations™ as policy. As such, the descriptions of plan designations wil be the
controlling document for purposes of administration of the zoning and subdivisiin ordinances or
other pertinent land use regulations and codes.

Finding, Policy 5.1: The Plan Designation for the Property is Residensal. Itis the
intent of the annexation to concurrently process a zone change for residmiicl use (R-1)

with the Hilsinger Overlay, consistent with the Plan Designation for theProperty.

Conclusion, Policy 5.1: The proposed annexation and zone change is ansistent witlt
Policy 5.1, Goal 5.

Transportation Element

Finding: The Transportation System Plan identifies Pacific Lane as a local sireet andCainp Baker
Road as a collector street. Neither street is identified as having capaciry, maintenanceor safcty
limitations. Camp Baker Road is designated as being part of ihe City's bicycle system,

As the proposed Property is developed sidewalks and bicycle facilities will be providedper the
Transportation System Plan. It is proposed that along Camp Baker Road an additiond five (5] fect of

right-of-way be dedicated ro meet the fiture needs of the Ciry per the Transportazion Ssiern Plan,

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and Zone change is consistent witlt the Transpotation Syslem
Plan.

IHousing Element

Goul | To provide, promote, and facilitate as appropriate the provision of housng consistent
with the nceds and financial capabilities of the City’s residents.

Policy 1.1 The City shall ensure that the City's housing stock meets the necds f residents
through participation in targeted housing assistance programs.

Finding: The proposed annexation is not subject 10, or oiliencise affecd by, any City
sponsored targeted housing assistance program.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Puacific Lane Annexation , Page 9 of 9
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Policy 1.1.a The City's participation is likely to be limited to endorsement of intiatives
undertaken by other public and private agencics.

Finding: The propased annexation is not subject 1o, or orthenvise affecwd by, any City
sponsared targeted housing assistance program.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Policy I.1.b City owned land planned and developed for residential use shouldinclude the full
spectrum of housing costs (inclusionary housing).

Finding: The proposed annexation Property is not City ovvned..

Conclusion: Not applicable.
Policy 1.2 The City shall promote home ownership by emphasizing housing types and densitics
within the plan which are conducive to home ownership.

Finding: The proposed annexation will be developed as single-family dieached

residential at a density consistent with the Ciny's General Land Use Plan Map

designation.

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is conxisient with Policy 1.2,
Policy 1.2.a The Plan shall provide for increasing incidence of home ownershipthrough
designation of sufficient lands and at appropriate plan/zone designations, to provide for 63%
home ownership by 2016. ;

Finding: The proposed annexarion will be developed as single-family deeached

resideniial at a density consistent with the Ciry’s General Land Use Pla Map

designation. '

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and Zone change is consistent wih Policy 1.2,
Policy 1.2.b The City shall provide an overall minimum lot size of 6,000 square fect per
dwelling within the R-1 zone but allows lots 1o be as small as 4.500 square feetwithin Planned
Unit Developments containing public and private apen space and when consistent with the
residential design standards (sce Policy 3.2).

Finding: The proposed annexation and zone change will comply with the ininimumn lot

size allowed within the R-1, Hilsinger Overlay district. The Properiy isnot proposed 1o

be developed as a planned unit developnient,

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is consistent wih Policy 1.2.b.

Pacific Lane Annex:tion Page 10of 10
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Policy 1.2.¢ Maximum lot sizes and minimum densities shall be established foridll residential
zoning districts. Such standards shall be applied to all new lots created within aras planned for
residential use. Lots in the R-1 zone shall not exceed 9,000 square feet except when lols are
proposed adjacent to the permanent portion of the urban growth boundary. Lotsidjacent to the
permanent portion of the uiban growth boundary shall not exceed 16.000 squarefeet. In the R-2
and R-3zones lots shall not exceed 15 percent of the minimum.

Finding: The proposed annexation and zone change will comply with e mininuan lot
size allowed within the R-1, Hilsinger Overlay district. The Properry iswt proposed 1o
be developed as a planned unit development.

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and Zone change is consistent will Policy 1.2.0.

- Policy 1.2.d The City shall consider the use of incentives to promote innovationin the design,
layout and construction of residential developments.

Finding: The Ciry has not offered, nor has the applicant requested, incatives to annex
- and develop the Property.

Conclusion: Nor applicable.
Policy 1.2.e Evaluate innovative affordable housing programs, such as self-helphousing.
cooperative housing, co-housing, density bonuses and land banking, ctc.. and csider support
when consistent with City policy and objectives.

Finding: This policy applies 1o the City as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Policy 1.3 Prepare an amendment to the development code to provide for accesory dwellings in
single family areas for City Council consideration.

Finding: This policy applies to the Ciry as a general policy.
Conclusion: Not applicable.

Policy 1.3.a The amendment should exclude the historic residential district betecen First and
Fifth Streets west of Main. ‘

Finding: This policy applies ta the City as a general policy.

Conclision: Not applicable.

Pacific Lane Annexation

Page 11 of 11
City uof Phoenix



Goal 2. To ensure the City accommodates its share of regional housing needs considering
housing types, densities, and price.

Policy 2.1 Review the housing clement (in particular the allocation of housing by cadt, type and
density) on a periodic basis.

Finding: This policy applies to the City as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
Pélicy 2.2 Pericdically update and revise, as necessary, the housing need projecion.

- Finding: This policy applies 1o the Ciry as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
Policy 2.3 Update the buildable land inventory to coincide with the review andupdate of the
housing need projection (Policy 2.2).

Findiﬁg: This policy hpplies to the Ciry as a general policy.

Conclusion: Nor applicable.
Policy 2.4 Initiate comprehensive plan amendments following the review of the housing need
projection and buildable land inventory when necessary to ensure a 10 year supyly of residentia
Jand considering housing types and densilies.

Finding: This policy applies to Ihe:Cfr_v as a general policv.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
Goal 3: Promote the eificient use and esthelic design of urban residential uses.
Policy 3.1 Prohibit detached single family dwelling in areas planned for medjum and high

density residential except when such dwellings are a part of a planned unit development und that
development conforms to the density standard.

Finding: The Property is located in an area designated for low densiry wesideniiol
single- family detached use. Concurrent with ithe annexation the applicant is request a

change of zone from SR-2.5 10 R-1, Hilsinger Overlay consisrentitlt the General Land
Use Plan Map.

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and Zone change is consistent wilt Policy 3.1.

Pacifiec Lane Annexution
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Policy 32 Residennial site design standards shall be developed for considerationby the City
Council.

Finding: This policy applies to the City as a general policy.
Conchixion: Not applicable.
Policy 3.2.a Street width, standards rclated to shade trees, building oricntation.lleyways, on-
street and off-street parking, site distances, lot size variety, and buffering shouldbe addressed.
These would be a refinement of the existing City-wide standards and focused mwe particularly
on residential neighborhoods.
Finding: A1 such time as the Property is presented for development it wil be required to
comply with all applicable development standards of the Ciry for propery located within
the R-1, Hilsinger Overlay. ‘
Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is consistent wih Policy 3.2.a.
Policy 32.b The city may permit reduced yard setbacks or zero lot lines in the k- zane when:
A) the reductions are associated with reduced lot-sizes (Policy 1.2(b)), B) the decelopment is
targeted for owner occupied low and moderate income households in PUD's insew residential
development, and C) the reduction and subsequent building meet the City fire sfety standards.
Finding: The development of the Property, subscquent 1o annexation and zone change,
will not require any reductions in yard serbacks. All futicre lots will conply with the
niinimum setback requirements of the R-1 district.
Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is consisient wilt Policy 3.2.D.
Policy 3.3 Residential uses within the City Center shall be an integral part of th overddt land use
desien within this corridor and should emphasize their spatial, esthetic and ecanmic relationship
10 the City's downtown core. Distinct sile design standards for this arca and otler commercial
areas should be developed for consideration by the City council.
- Finding: The Properry is not locared within the City Center.
Conclusion: Not applicable.
Policy 3.4 Evaluate methods, design, and development strategies to promoete anix of dwelling
types in new residential areas. Prepare an amendment to the development codecilecting this
strategy for consideration by the City Council.

Finding: This policy applies 1o the City as a general policy,

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Pacific Lane Annexation o Page 3ol 13
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Goal 4: The City shall strive to provide safe, sunitary, and affordable housing fu al citizens of
the city of Phoenix, regardiess of race, religion, creed, color, marital or family sutus, mental or
physical disability, national origin, age, sex or sexual orientation in conformance with the federid
Fair Housing Act of 1988 and the Americans with Disabilities Act.
Policy 4.1 The City shall promote diversity within the City and its neighborhoals.

Finding: This policy applies 10 the Ciry as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Policy 4.2 Efforts within the city’s neighborhoods to create a sense of identity, s siructure, and
wholeness of their own shall be supported and honored.

Finding: This policy applies 10 the City as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
Policy 4.3 The City's approval standards, special conditions, and procedures requlating
development of needed housing shall be clear and objective, and shall not havee effect of
discouraging needed housing throuch unreasenable cost or delay.

Finding: This policy applies to the Ciry as a general policy.

Conclusion: Nort applicable.

Parks and Recreation Element

Pacilic Lane Annexation

City of Mhocenix

Finding: The property is not designated on the Ciry's General Land Use Flan Map, nor
does annexation of the Properiy conflict with any goal or policy within he Parks and
Recreation Element.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

6) Compliance with the Annexation Criteria Provided in the City’s Zoning Ordinunce:
‘Finding: The Cirv currenily does not have any criteria for ainexaiions. The propased
annexation and zone change have been prepared in accordance with il requirements of

the Anunexartion Application and Zone Change Application.

Conclusion: Notapplicable.

Pace 14 of 14
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G) CONPLETED APPLICATION FORM

The completed application for bath an annexation and zone change are submittd with these

findings.

Pacific Lane Annexation Pace |50l 15
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TELEPHONE QA L. J. FRIAR AND ASSOCIATES, P. C. FAX

541-712-2782 F@ CONSULTING LAND SURVEYORS 541-772-8465
816 WEST 8TH STREET
JAMES E HIBBS, PLS MEDFORD, OREGON 97501 lifriar@charter.net

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Beginning at a peint 228.0 feet East of the Northwest corner of Donation Land
Claim No. 55 in Township 38 South, Range 1 West of the Willamette Meridian in
Jackson County, Oregon and the true point of beginning; thence East, 114.63
feet; thence South, 440.0 feet to the South line of Camp Baker Road; thence
West, along said South line, 171.96 feet to the Southerly prolongation of the
West line of that tract described in Document No. 2005-057402, Official Records
cof Jackson County, Oregon; thence along said West line and Southerly
prolengation, North, 440.0 feet to a point West of the true point of beginning;
thence East, 57.33 feet to the true of beginning. '

TRACT TO BE ANNEXED
381W16Aa TL1400
BILL REAGAN
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Jackson County Official Records 2006-014864 |

gn?R1 Stn=10 ALONZOK%?/24/2006 08:14:37 AM

$95.00 $5.00 §11.00 Total:$111.00

01182477200600148640190198

I, kathleen S, Beckett, County Clerk for Jackson County, Gregan,
certify that the instrument identified herein was recarded in the Clerk

records. Kathleen S. Beckett - County Clerk

ORDINANCE NO. 857

AN ORDINANCE ANNEXING A CONTIGUOUS AREA LOCATED AT 1549 PACIFIC LANE, ALSO
KNOWN AS 381W16A TAX LOT1400.

WHEREAS, the Phoenix Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on January 23, 2006 on the proposed
annexation that was conducted to give interested parties and opportunity to be heard, and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission voted to recommend the annexation to the City Council for approval based
upon the findings contained in the. Planning Commission Staff Report and Recommendations, mcludmg the
Findings of Fact submitted by the applicant in support of the annexatnon and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on this request to annex on March 20, 2006, and after
considering the recommendations of staff, the Planning Commission, and public testimony received at the hearing,
elected to grant approval to the request for annexation,

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY OF PHOENIX ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1: The 1.54-acre tract of land described as Jackson County Assessor Parcel 381W16A TL1400, also

* known as 1549 Pacific Lanc is hereby annexed to the City of Phoenix, subject to compliance with the annexation

agreement for this property.

Section 2: The above-described property is herby withdrawn from the Jackson County Fire District No. 5 pursuant
to the provisions of ORS 222.520. The City of Phoenix elects to make payments to the special taxing district, if
required, pursuant to ORS 222.520.

- Section 3: The City Recorder is hereby authorized and directed to make and submit to the Secretary of State of

Oregon a copy of this ordinance and the consent of the property owner. The City Recorder is also authonzed and
directed to submit a copy of this ordinance to the Jackson County Assessor and County Surveyor.

PASSED and adopted by the City Council and signed by me in authentication thereof this 20" day of March 2006.
ATTEST:

Lovr, =52z

Betty Srmth/Cxty Recorder

Vicki E. Bear, Mayor

OFFICIAL SEAL
LAURALE CORNU
NOYARY PUBLIC- OREGON .

STATE OF OREGON, COMMISSION NO. 394567 STATE OF OREGON,
COUNTY OF JACKSON MY COMMISSION EXPIRES JULY 19, 2009 O UNTY OF JACKSON
This mstrumem was acknowledged before me on this This instrument was acknowltedged before me on this
,?0 day of /’7@/&//4 , 2006 ZOﬁay of_ ez X , 2006
by Vicki E. Bear as Mayor of City of Phoenix by Betty Smith as City Recorder of City of Phoenix

% 9@«

tarv Public — S‘mte of Orecon Nothrv Public — State of Oregon



CITY OF PHOENIX
ANNEXATION AGREEMENT (A05-01/2005-03)

This agreement is made between the City of Phoenix, a municipal corporation of the State of
Oregon, hereinafter called “City”, and MBR Pacific LLC.

In consideration of the City holding the necessary public hearings, investigating the facts, and
considerations surrounding the application of MBR Pacific LLC for annexation of their land,
MBR Pacific LLC hereby acknowledges and hereby agrees to fully comply with the conditions
set forth below, which are imposed by the City. The property being annexed is known as follows:

The parcel known as Jackson County Assessor Map No. 381 W16A tax lot 1400

1t is agreed that in the event of annexation, zone change, and other proceedings related to the

- application of MBR Pacific LLC is challenged or found invalid for any reason whatsoever, the -

applicant hereby agrees to hold harmless the City, its agents, employees, and officer, including

any legal expenses or court costs before the Land Use Board of Appeals, incurred by the City.

This property shall be withdrawn from Fire District No. $ prior to completion of the annexation |
process ' : :

If the Oregon Department of Revenue does not approve the map and legal description for the
annexation, then this agreement is null and void. ) ‘

+ A8
Executed by Vicki E. Bear on this 20 day of March, 2006

Uk S Zaee

Vicki E. Bear, Mayor




FINDINGS OF FACT
FOR ANNEXATION

AND
ZONE CHANGE

Before the City of Phoenix

NMBR Pacific LLC ) Findings of Fact
) and Conclusions of
) Law

FINDINGS OF FACT: INTRODUCTION

These findings for annexation have been prepared as part of a concurrent application for a dange the zaning
from County SR-2.5 © City of Phoenix R-1, Hilsinger Overlay, and a six (6) lot preliminry plat. These
findings have been prepared based on a zone change to R-1. Hilsinger Overlay and developmat of the Property

as a six (6) Jot single-imily residential subdivision. These findings have been prepared in acordance with the
requirements of the Amexation Application

I. PROPERTY INFORMATION
A. Address: 15349 Pacific Lane
Mhoenix, OR

B. AssessorsiD.:

Township 38  Range IW  Section 16A
Tax Lot(s) 1400

C. Size of Pareel(s): Acres- .54 Square Feet - |
(67,082.4 ‘ ’

D. Describe Adjacent Land Uses:

“North:  Single-Family, R-1, City of Phoenix
South:  Single-Family. SR-2.5, County
East: Single-Family, SR-2.5, County
West: Single-Family, SR-2.5, County




1. DESCRIPTION OF ANNEXATION
-A. Comprehensive Plan Land Use Designation
. Current Jackson County Designation:

2. Proposed City of Phoenix Designation: Low Density Residential

B. Zoning
1. Current Jackson County Zoning: SR-2.5

2. Proposed City of Phoenix: R-1, Hilsinger Overlay

III. SUBMITAL REQUIREMENTS

A) Submittals A-1 through A-3: See attached Exhibit A — Assessor’s Map™ und Eshibit "B -
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map”

B) Consentto Annex Form: See attached Exhibit “C — Consent to Annex Form™

10))] LEGALMETES AND BOUNDS: See atiached E\hlbli ‘D — Legal NMetes and Bounds
Descriplion™ !

D) SPECIFIC ANNEXATION INFORMATION: :
1) Current Assessed Valuation: RMV =$168.890 AV =5102.4350

2) Acreage to the Hundredth Percentile: [.54 acres

3) Maopand Tax Lot Number: 38 1W 16A 1400

]
4) Current county Zoning Designation: SR-2.5

E) ADDRESS OF ANNEXATION DWELLINGS: 1549 Pacific Lane, Phoenix, OR
1) Muster <ailing List: See atlached labels.

F) WRITTEN FINDINGS
1) Existing Land Uses within the Annexation Area.
The annexation is for a single rax lot, the current wuse of which is single-funily
structure. The immediate area to the north is a single-faniily residential wbdivision
within the city limits. Lands 1o the south, cast, and west are single-family residential are
all within the Cointy and zoned SR-2.5.

2) Exiging Improvements:

Water: Water is currently provided from a privare well. Upon annexation waler . service
will be available from the Ciry of Phocenix.

Pacifie Lane Annexation
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Streets: The Property has froniage on Pacific Lane and Camp Baker Ruad. Access is

Sfrom Pacific Lane.

Sanitary Sewer: The Property is currently served by a private septic sywiem. At such
time as the Properiy is developed sanitary sewer service will be providel by ihe Ciry of
Phoenix. '

Storm Sewer: The Properiy is currcnily scived by the open ditch in Canp Boker Road
and the storm drainage system in Pacific Lane.

3) Special Districts within the Area:

Water System: Not applicable.
Streets: Not applicable.

()
Fire District: Jackson County Fire District No. 3 %5
School District: Phoenix-Talent School District

Rogne Valley szimr)';‘ Nor applicable.

Oihers: Not applicable.

1) The Present Availability of Urban Services to the Proposed Annexation Ara. their Capacity.
and Cost of Extension or Improvement:

Pacilic Lane Annexation
City of Phoenix

Sanitary Sewer: The Property can be served by an existing sanitary sevcr line in Pacific
Lane and/or Camp Baker Road. This line can adequately serve the propsed annexation
and development of the Property as intended (six single-family detachedloats). Ttis
proposed that at time of development a sanitary sewer line will be extenled from

Pacific Lane to Camp Baker Road. The sanitary sewer line will be locaied in a proposed
privale mid-block lane. The cost of connecting and instailing the sanitar sewer line is
approximately $21.000.

Storm Drainage: A storm drainage line exists in Pacific Lane cast of e Property. At
time of development the Property will extend a storm drain (127) from he existing
location 1o the Property and down the private mid-block lane as necessay 1o service all
proposed lots. The cost of extending and installing a storm drain line isypproximately
$22.000. ; '

5

Fire: Jackson County Fire Distriet Xcurrently serves the Properly and his adequate
capacity to serve development of the Property has proposed. A condition of developrient

Pusc ol 3




would be the provision of additional fire protection facilities (hydrants)per City
gandards. The cost 1o provide fire protection services is approximately$3.000.

Streets: The Property has frontage on Pacific Lane, a fully improved piblic sreet {city
dandards), and Camp Baker Road, a county strect. Both streets have adquate capacity
1o accommodate the estimated 30 additional trips that the Property will centually
rencrate as R-1, Hilsinger Overlay zoned Jand. Tt is proposed that at tine of development
a22-foot wide private mid-block lane will be constructed to provide acess toall lots.
The estimated cost of the private mid-block lane is approximately $60,00.

Parks: The proposed Property is served by Colver Road Park, a neighbahood park. No
additional park improvements are proposed, or required as a result of this snnexation.

Water: There is an 8" City water line in Pacific Lane. This line is adeqale in size and
capacity 1o serve the Property. At such time as the Property is developed an 8" waler line
will be constructed in the private mid-block lane. The cost of construcing and extending
the water system is approximately $16,000.

Power: All electric, gas, telephane, and cable service 1s located in eithe Camp Buker
Road and/or Pacific Lane. The ¢ost of extending power and communicaians is
approximately $45.000.

Police: Police service is currently provided by the JTackson County Shaiffs Dept. Upan
annexation police service will be provided by the City of Phoenix. Thelhoenix Police
Department can provide necessary services. Cost of additional serviceswill be paid by
properly taxes,

3

5) Compliance with all Applicable Goals and Policies of the Comprehensive Phn(Including
Goa) 3 of the Land Use Element): : :

The proposed annexation and Zone change have been evaluated against each danent and
applicable poals and policies of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

Population Element

Finding: The goals and policies (Goal 1, Policy 1A through 1C) do notpertain to the
proposed annexation, but are general goals and policies applicable 1o fie Ciry in
general.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Pacific Lane Annexation
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EEcononic Element

Finding: The goals and policies (Goals 1 through 11} do not pertain toihe
proposed annexation, but are general goals and policies applicable to fe Citv in
general.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Natural Resources Element

Finding: The goals and policies do not pertain to the proposed anmexaion, but are
general goals and policies applicable to the Ciry in general. The annextion of the
Property and subsequent development will be subject to applicable Cimtandards, which
in address the statewide goals for preservation of natural resoirces.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Historic Element

- Finding: The property is not identified, or otherwise designated, as haing any historic
significance, or being within the vicinity of otheér properiies that are oflisoric
significance. '

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Natural Hazards Element

Finding: The Property is not identified as being subject 1o any naturafia:ards, noris it
considered hillside property, or located within a designated flood plain

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Land Use Element

“Goal I. Foster sound community growth and development through effective mnagement of
public land use policy.

Finding, Goal I: Policies 1.1 through 1.1.2 applics to amendments tohe
Comprehensive Land Use Plan and Map. The preposed annexation and e change o
not alter, or otherwise affect the Comprehensive Land Use Plan, or Ma.

Conclusion, Goal 1: Not applicable.

Pacific Lane Anncxation
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Goal 2. Define the extent of urban development through the establishment of adefensible. long-
term. and recognizable boundary between urban and rural Yands; a Permanent Uban Growth
Boundary.

Finding, Goal 2: The proposed annexation and zone change are withinthe current
nrban growth bowndary and abut the existing City limits. The proposedannexaiion and
cone change do not alter, or othenvise affect, the current wrban growthboundary

Conclusion, Goal 2: Notr applicable.

Goal 3. Manage annexations to achieve the objectives of the Plan by ensuring that the
cumulative effect of annexation decisions are considered.

Policy 3.1 The City Council may approve annexations, without referral to the City's entire
clectorate, when findings and facts show that development of the property or propertics proposed
for annexation would be consistent with the Plan and:

Pacific Lane Annexation
City of Phoenix

A) That development on the land proposed for annexation can be served with all urban
sevvices and facilities without adverse impact on the availability, quality. quantity. or
reliability of City services provided to or likely to be necded by;
1) Existing development within the incorporated area, and
1) Undeveloped, partially vacant, or redevelopable incorporatedlind
(considering approved development plans or permissible densitics as set out in the
Ptan), and

Finding, Policy 3.1(A): As discussed in Scction F(4) of theses Findingsihe proposed
annexarion is currenily served by existing urban scivices and facilities. Development of
the Properiy will add an additienal five {3) single-family detached diwellngs requiring
wrban services such as water, stonn, sanilary sewer, power, and commmications 1o be
extended on site. The on-site extension of these facilities will not cause areduction in the
availabiliry, qualiry, or reliability of these City provided services for developable lands
within the incorporated Ciry.

Conclusion, Policy 3.1(A): The proposed annexation is consistent withPoliey 3. HA).

B) Population impacts of the proposed development will not cause the City’s population
lo grow at a rate in excess of the Comprchensive Plan, Papulation Element’s plinned
population. The population impact of residential Jands development shall be compuled
by:
’ 1) Multiplying the gross area in square feet time 72 percent (to account for lands
dedicated to streets) then;
2) Dividing the maximum Jot size permissible within the zone (hut would be
applicd to the property if annexed. and then,
3) Multiplying by the average occupancy assaciated with the duelling type based
on the most recent U.S. Census.

Page Gof 6



Such analysis shall be subnutted by the applicant at the time of aplication.

Finding, Policy 3.1(B): Using the above formuda and ilie 2004 PSU esimates for the
Ciry of Phoenix it is estimated that the annexation will cause an increascin papulation of
8.75 persons. This figure represents 0.2% growih in the toral 2004 popiawion.
However, based on the above formula the annexarion will result in population grovwil
that Is 1.6 times the average annual population growil (5.45 persons) forihe City. It

should be noted that the fornuda uses a 2016 populdation estimate of 4,60, while the
2004 PSU estimate is 4,570. This allows an average of 5.45 persons peyeario the year
2016, or less than nvo single-family dwelling units per year.

Based on ihese findings it is apparentihat the formula needs 1o be updacd and that the
proposed annexation meets the intent of the formula, which is to managegrowth at
- sustainable levels. A1 0.2% of the total 2004 population the growth potaial resulting

Jrom the annexarion is small, and casily absorbed inio the Ciry’s curreninfrastricture
- system.

Conclusion 3.1(B): The proposed annexation is consistent with the inten of Policy
1(B). :
Policy 3.2 The City Council may, at is discretion. refer to the City’s electorate my annexztion
that does not fully comply with Pelicy 3.1. The procedures described within ORS 222,130

regarding annexation elections shall be followed. A simple majority of votes cad shall
determine the outcome.

Finding, Policy 3.2: Asillustrated inihe previous finding the proposedamevation fudly
complies with the annexation criteria set forth in Policy 3.1.

Conclusion, Policy 3.2: The proposed annexation complies wirh Poliey3.2,

Policy 3.3 The.Council may annex lerritory to the City, and dispense with the rquirements of
Policy 31. and 3.2 where the Oregon Health Division has issued a finding that adainger to public
health exists because of conditions within the territory.

Finding, Policy 3.3: The proposed anuexation is not the result of a sangivned public
health hazard.

Conclusion, Policy 3.3: Not applicable.

Policy 3.4 All propertics annexed to the City shall eventually be improved to City standards;
including but not limited to street improvements, curbs, gutlers, lighting, and other
improvements included within the City's Engineer, Public Works Director, or Plmaer and

Pacific Liane Annexation
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approved by the City Council. If required improvements are not proposed at thetime of
annexation, then the annexation agreement shall specific that the improvementsthall be instatled
at the time of partitioning, subdivision, development or other time as approved ly the Counctl.

Finding, Policy 3.4: The proposed comexation and zone change is beingprocessed
concrrrent with an application to subdivide the Property 1o the standarls of the City. It
is the applicant’s full intention 1o commence construction of the subdiviion by Spring
2000, with completion to follow within six monihs.

Conclusion, Policy 3.4: The proposed annexation complies with Policyld, Goal 3.

Policy 3.5 The City Counci! shall initiate proceedings to annex “islands™ of unicorporuted area
within the City Limits immediately following their creation or us soon thereafterss practical
when deemed 10 be in the overall best interest of the City. Such annexutions arerequired 10
ensure orderly and equitable provision of public improvements, utilities, and conmunily
services, and to further growth and development of the community in accordance with this Plun.

Finding, Policy 3.5: The Properry to be annexed is 10, by definition, clasificd as an
"island. ‘

Conclusion, Policy 3.5: Nort applicable.

Policy 3.6 The City Council may initiate “contract annexations™ or an alternativ procedure,

other than standard annexation, when it is determined that the community will drive significant
cconomic advantage. ' '

Finding, Policy 3.6: The proposed annexation is a standard annexation

Conclusion, Policy 3.6: Not apph'cub'le.

Goul 4. Foster development that achieves the objectives of the community whik providing fuir
and equitable treatment of proposals.

Policy 4.1 Whenever it is possible to simultancously consider multiple proposals or projects
which have similar objectives or would otherwise ineet the same public need, the Planning

Commission and City Council shall; 1) develop an unbiased ranking system, 3)ealuate the
projects against one another, and 3} develop findings which describe the rankingprocess and

outcome. When justificution for only one project is documented, the Council shill approve the
highestranked proposal.

Finding, Policy 4.1: The proposed annexation is not a part of mudiiple poposals for
amexations. :

Pacific Lane Annexation
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Conclusion, Policy 4.1: Not applicable.

Goal 5. Ensure the close integration of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and dayw Jay zoning
and land use administration.

Policy 5.1 Ulilize the descriptions included in the Section of the Land Use Elcient entitled
“Plan Designations™ as policy. As such, the descriptions of plan designations will be the
controlling document for purposes of administration of the zoning and subdivisin ordinances or
other pertinent land use regulations and codes.

Finding, Policy 5.1: The Plan Designation for the Property is Residenid. 1t is the
intent of the annexation to concurrently process a zone change for residntial se (R-1)

with the Hilsinger Overlay, consistent with the Plan Designartion for theProperiy.

Conclusion, Policy 5.1: The proposed amnexation and tone change is ansistent with
Policy 5.1, Goal 5.

Transportation Element

Finding: The Transportaiion System Plan identifies Pacific Lane as a local street andCamp Baker
Road as a collector streer. Neither sireet is identified as having capaciry, maintenanceor safety
limitations. Camp Baker Road is designated as being part of the Ciry's bicycle system.

As the proposed Property is developed sidewalks and bicycle facilities will be providedper the
Transportation System Plan. It is proposed that along Camp Baker Road an additiond five(3) fect of
righr-of-way be dedicared 1o meet the fiture needs of the City per the Transportaion Sstem Plan.
Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is consistent witlt the Transptation System

Plan.

Housing Element

Goal | To provide, promote, and facilitate as appropriate the provision of housing cansistent
with the nceds and financial capabilities of the City’s residents. ~

Policy I.1 The City shall ensure that the City's housing stock meets the necdsf residents
through participation in targeted housing assistance programs.

Finding: The proposed annexation is not subject to, or othenvise affeced by, any Ciry
sponsored 1argeted housing assistance progrant.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
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Policy 1.1.a The City's participation is likely to be limited to endorsement of jutiatives
undertaken by other public and private agencics.

Finding: The propased annexarion is not subject to, or othenrvise affecd by, any Ciry
sponsored targered housing assisiance program.

Conclusion: Nor applicable.

Policy 1.1.b City owned land planned and developed for residential use shouldinclude the full
spectrum of housing costs (inclusionary housing).

Finding: The proposed annexation Property is not City owned..

Conclusion: Not applicable.
Pp

Policy 1.2 The City shall promote hoime ownership by emphasizing housing types and densitics
within the plan which are conducive to home ownership.

Finding: The proposed annexation will be developed as single-family deached
residential at a density consistentwith the Ciry's General Land Use Plan Map
designarion,

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is consisient wilh Policy 1.2.

Policy 1.2.a The Plan shall provide for increasing incidence of home ownershipthrough
designation of sufftcient lands and at appropriate plan/zone designations, o provide for 63
home ownership by 2016.

Finding: The proposed annexarion will be developed as single-family deached
residential ar a density consistent with the City’s General Land Use Plan Map
designation, -

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and Zone change is consistent wil Poficy 1.2,

Policy 1.2.b The City shall provide an®overall minimum lot size of 6,000 square fect per
dwelling within the R-1 zone but allows lots to be as small as 4,500 square feetwithin Planned
Unit Developments containing public and private open space and when consistent with the
residential design standards {sce Policy 3.2).

Finding: The proposed annexation and Zone change will comply witl the minimun lot
size allowed within the R-1, Hilsinger Overlay disirict. The Property isnot proposed 1o

be developed as a planned unit developiment.

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and one change is consistent wilh Policy 1.2.D.
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Policy 1.2.c Maximum lot sizes and minimum densities shall be established for:ll residential
zoning districts. Such standards shall be applied to all new lots created within acas planncd for
residentiz} use. Lots in the R-1 zone shall not exceed 9,000 square feet except when lots are
proposed adjacent to the permanent portion of the urban growth boundary. Lotsuljacent to the
permanent portion of the viban growth boundary shall not exceed 16.000 squarefeet. Inthe R-2
and R-3 zones lots shall not exceed 15 percent of the minimum.

Finding: The proposed annexation and zone change will comply with de minimun lot
size allovwed within the R-1, Hilsinger Overlay district. The Properry iswi proposed 1o
be developed as a planned unit development.

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is consistent wit Policy 1.2.b.

Policy 1.2.d The City shall consider the use of incentives to promote innovatjonin the design,
layout and construction of residential developments.

Finding: The City has not offered, nor has the applicant requested, incatives ta annex
and develop the Properry.

Conclusion: Nor applicable.
Policy 1.2.e Evaluate innovative affordable housing programs, such as self-helphousing.
cooperative housing, co-housing, density bonuses and land banking, cte.. and casider support
when consistent with City policy and objectives.

Finding: This policy applies 1o the Ciry as a general policy.

Conchision: Not applicable.

Policy 1.3 Prepare an amendment to the development code to provide for aceesory dwellings in
single family areas for City Council consideration.

Finding: This policy applies 1o the City as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Policy 1.3.a The amendment should exclude the historic residential district beteen First and
Fifth Streels west of Main.

Finding: This policy applies 1o the City as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
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- Goal 2. To ensure the City accommodates its share of regional housing needs considering
housing types, densities, and price.

Policy 2.1 Review the housing clement (in particular the allocation of housing by cost, type and
density) on a periodic basis.

| Finding: This policy applies 1o the City as a general policy.
Conclusion: Not applicable.
Policy 2.2 Periodically update and revise, as necessary, the housing need projecion.
Finding: This p())iCy applies to the Ciry as a general policy.
Conclusion: sz applicable.

Policy 2.3 Update the buildable land inventory to coincide with the review andupdaie of the
housing need projection (Policy 2.2). ‘

P
Finding: This policy applies to the Ciry as a general policy.

Conchision: Not applicable.

Policy 2.1 Initiate comprehensive plan amendments following the review of thehousing need
projection and buildable land inventory when necessary to ensure a [0 year supyly of residential
land considering housing types and densities.

Finding: This policy applies to the Ciry as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Goal 3: Promote the eificient use and esthetic design of urban residential uses.

Policy 3.1 Prohibit detached single family dwelling in areas planned for medium and high
density residential except when such dwellings are a part of a planned unit developmentand that
development conforms to the density standard.

Finding: The Propertyis locared in an area designated for low densiry residential
single- family detached use. Concurrent witl the annexation the applicant is request

change of zone from SR-2.5 10 R-1, Hilsinger Overlay consistentwitl the General Land
Use Plan Map.

Conclusion: The propesed annexation and zone change is consistent wih Pelicy 3.1.

Pacific Lane Annexation
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Policy 3.2 Residential site desien standards shail be developed for considerationby the City
Council.

Finding: This policy applies 1o the City as a general policy.
Conclusion: Not applicable.

Policy 32.a Street width, standards related to shade trees, building arientation. dleyways. on-

street and off-street parking, site distances, lot size variety, and buffering shouldbe addressed.

These would be a refinement of the existing City-wide standards and focused e particularly
on residential neighborhoods.

Finding: At such time as the Property is presenied for development it wil be required 1o
comply with all applicable development standards of the Ciry for propeny located within
the R-1, Hilsinger Overlay.

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is consistent wii Policy 3.2.a.
Policy 3.2.b The city may permit reduced yard setbacks or zero lot lines in the k-1 zone when:
A) the reductions are associated with reduced lot-sizes (Policy 1.2(b)), B) the deelopment is
targeted for owner occupied Jow and moderate income households in PUDs insew residentil
development, and C) the reduction and subsequent building meet the City fire sdely standards.

Finding: The development of the Properry, subsequent 10 annexation aul zone change,

will not require anv reductions in yard setbacks. All fitire loiswill conply withthe

minimion setback requirements of ihe R-1 disirict.

Conclusion: The proposed annexation and zone change is consistent wih Policy 3.2.b.
Policy 3.3 Residential uses within the City Center shall be an integral part of the oversll land use
design within this corridor and should emphasize their spatial, esthetic and ecormic relationship
to the City's downtown core. Distinct site design standards for this area and otler commercial
areas should be developed for consideration by the City council.

- Finding: The Properry is not located within the City Center.

Caonclusion: Not applicable.
Policy 3.4 Evuluate methods, design, and development strategies to promote amix of dwelling
types in new residential areas. Prepare an amendment to the development codereflecting this
strategy for consideration by the City Ceuncil.

Finding: This policy applies 10 the City as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
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Goal 4: The City shall strive to provide safe, sanitary, and affordable housing for al citizens of
the city of Phoenix, regardless of race, religion, creed, color, marital or family sutus, mental ot
physical disability, national origin, age, sex or sexual orientation in conformance with the federal
Fair Bousing Act of 1988 and the Americans with Disabilities Act.
Policy 4.1 The City shall promote diversity within the City and its neighborhoals.

Finding: This policy applies 10 the City as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Policy 4.2 Efforts within the city's neighborhoods to create a sense of identity, 1 structure, and a
wholeness of their own shall be supported and honored.

Finding: This policy applies 1o the City as a general policy.

Conclusion: Not applicable.
Policy 4.3 The City's approva) standards, special conditions, and procedures rewulating
development of needed housing shall be clear and objective. and shall not havehe effect of
discouraging needed housing through unreasonable cost or delay.

Finding: This policy applies to ihe Cirv as a general policy.,

Conclusion: Not applicable.

Parks and Recreation Element

Finding: The property is not designated on ihe Ciry’s General Land Use Plan Map, nor
does annexarion of the Property conflict with any goal or policy withinhe Parks and
Recreation Element.

Coenclusion: Not applicable.

6) Compliance with the Annexation Criteria Provided in the City’s Zoning Ordinance:
Finding: The City currenily does not have any criteria for anmexations. The proposed
annexation and zone change have been prepared in accordance witl the requirements of

the Annexarion Application and Zone Change Application.

Conclusion: Notapplicable.
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G) COMPLETED APPLICATION FORNM
The completed application for both an annexation and zone change

findings.

are submitted with these
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TELEPHONE F‘)A L. J. FRIAR AND ASSOCIATES, P. C. FAX

S41-772-2782 @ CONSULTING LAND SURVEYORS 1772865
816 WEST 8TH STREET
JAMES E HIBBS, PLS MEDFORD, OREGON 97501 ljfriar@charter.net

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Beginning at a point 228.0 feet East of the Northwest corner of Donation Land

Claim No. 55 in Teownship 38 South, Range 1 West of the Willamette Meridian in-

Jackson County, Oregon and the true point of beginning; thence East, 114.63
feet; thence South, 440.0 feet to the South line of Camp Baker Road; thence
West, along said South line, 171.96 feet to the Southerly prolongation of the
West line of that tract described in Document Wo. 2005-057402, Official Records
of Jackson County, Oregon; thence along said West line and Scutherly
prolongation, North, 440.0 feet to a point West of the true point of beginning;
thence Fast, 57.33 feet to the true cf beginning.
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