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WHERE THE ROGUE RIVER RUNS

MEMO

To: Mayor Fowler and Members of the Grants Pass City Council
Josephine County Board of Commissioners

From: Tom Schauer, Senior Planner

Re: Urban Growth Planning

Date: November 12, 2013

cc: Aaron Cubic, Michael Black, Bill Cobabe, Dick Converse

Staff has presented recommendations for 6 items that need concurrence from the City Council and
Board of Commissioners, as presented or revised. Staff recommends the items as presented in the
October 28, 2013 notebook. Additional items discussed in the October 28 PowerPoint are also attached
for your notebook.

Do you concur with the drafts as recommended by staff? Our goal is to get formal direction on these
items by City Council Resolution at the January 15, 2014 meeting, and to have concurrence from the
Board of Commissioner by the same date. Work sessions are scheduled in advance of the January 15
meeting, shown below.

Urban Growth Planning Upcoming Meeting Dates

Date Item

Tuesday, November 12, 2013 City Council Workshop, Next Steps (10 minutes)
Monday, December 9, 2013 City Council Workshop, Work Session (1 hour)

Monday, December 16, 2013 City Council Workshop, Work Session If Needed (1 hour)
Wednesday, January 15, 2014 City Council Meeting, Resolution

Please bring your notebook to these meetings.

Please don’t feel you must wait until the work sessions to provide feedback, comments, or questions to
staff that we can review and assist with in preparation for the work sessions.

Direction is needed on the following items on January 15.
e NOTEBOOKTAB 6. a. UGB Boundary and Land Use Map

NOTEBOOK TAB 6. b. Urban Reserve Boundary and Future Land Use Map

NOTEBOOK TAB 7. a. Interim Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) for UGB Expansion Areas
NOTEBOOK TAB 7. b. Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) for Urban Reserve Area
NOTEBOOK TAB 8. Comprehensive Plan Amendment - UGB Inclusion Criteria Amendment
NOTEBOOK TAB 9. Development Code Amendments - “Efficiency Measures”

Following adoption of a resolution, staff will submit notice of the proposal to DLCD to initiate the formal
public hearing process for review, comment, potential revisions, and adoption.

Attachments:

e Tab 1. Replacement Page: Action ltems Summary Sheet
e Tab 6. Additional Pages: Maps
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Do you concur with the draft document recommended by staff for each
item provided in the notebook?

e For all items, the action being taken at this time is direction to staff.

e We will schedule a Resolution for the January 15, 2014 City Council meeting for formal direction on
these items. We would like to resolve any major issues before that date.

e Once direction has been provided on all necessary items by resolution, staff will submit notice of the
draft proposal to DLCD to initiate the public hearing process.

o Adoption will occur through the formal public hearing process. The public hearing process will include
noticing, hearing(s) for recommendation on the draft work products from the respective Planning
Commissions, and hearing(s) for final action/adoption by the City Council and Board of County
Commissioners, including any revisions that may occur through review during the public hearing
process. For some work tasks, the adopted products are final unless appealed. For other work tasks,
the adopted products are then submitted to DLCD for final approval and acknowledgement.

ADOPTION
ACTION GRANTS PASS URBAN GROWTH PLANNING - ACTION ITEM REQUIRED BY:
City(” County
IZI 2. Population Forecast v v
|Zl 3. Comprehensive Plan “Needs” Elements Updates v i
(Population, Housing, Economy, Urbanization)

|Z[ 4. Upzoning of Some Lands in Current UGB v .
9 5. Policy - Timing of Rural to Urban Rezoning for UGB Expansion Areas

e Policy v v

e Future Zoning Map Amendments Per Polic v
D Direction to Staff - UGB & Urban Reserve Boundaries & Plan Maps

UGB Expansion Area:
e Boundary
e Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map*

Urban Reserve:
¢ Boundary
¢ Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map**

*This is not the zoning map. It is the plan map that guides future zoning. Rezoning from
rural to urban zones will be applied later, consistent with timing and policy as directed.

**This is not the zoning map. Rural zoning will remain in place while lands are in the Urban
Reserve. Rezoning from rural to urban zones won't occur until lands are included in the UGB
through a future UGB amendment.

7. Direction to Staff - Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs)
¢ |nterim IGA for UGB Expansion Area
IGA for the Urban Reserve

[ ]
8. Direction to Staff - Comprehensive Plan Amendment —

e Section 13.6.3(e) of the Comprehensive Plan - UGB Inclusion Criteria
9

.

. _Direction to Staff - “Efficiency Measures” -
Development Code Amendments

0 10. Miscellaneous Information

m County also has automatic party status for all items that don’t require their direct adoption

LEGEND:

[Vl = Direction already provided by resolution or motion

[0 = Direction needed now, required prior to submittal to DLCD of notice of proposed amendment
=» = Direction needed later, can occur later after initial submittal to DLCD

@ =No action needed. Provided for information only.



Updated Coordinated Population Forecast

Item:
Updated Coordinated Population Forecast

Action Items:

e Josephine County: Comp. Plan Amendment / Addendum — County-Wide Coordinated Forecast

e City of Grants Pass: Comp. Plan Amendment / Addendum — Forecast for Grants Pass Urban Area

e Cave Junction: Comp. Plan Amendment / Addendum — Forecast for Cave Junction Urban Area

e (This is included for information only. No further direction is needed at this time. Grants Pass City
Council, Cave Junction City Council, and the Josephine County Board of Commissioners already
provided direction to proceed with the proposed forecast).

Background:
In May, the City Council adopted Resolution 13-6075 and Board of County Commissioners adopted

Resolution 2013-032 directing staff to proceed with the urban area planning work based on an updated
population forecast, using the provided forecast methodology. Cave Junction initially intended to keep
their forecast that was previously adopted and included in the original coordinated forecast. Cave
Junction has since adopted Resolution 776 in August 2013 in support of a revised forecast that also
needs to be incorporated into the updated coordinated forecast.

The forecast for the Grants Pass urban area includes forecast periods that correspond to the UGB (20
years) and the Urban Reserve (an additional 10 years).

The forecast updates need to be adopted and incorporated into the respective comprehensive plans.
The attached summary table provides the methodology and forecast numbers that will be incorporated
into the plans. The plan amendments based on these numbers will be submitted together with other
UGB work items to consolidate separate noticing and hearings.

Summary:

e Grants Pass City Council, Cave Junction City Council, and Josephine County Board of Commissioners
already adopted resolutions providing consistent direction for updated coordinated forecast

e Updated forecast to be adopted as part of respective comprehensive plans

Attachments:
Supporting Documents:

e Summary Table: Population Forecast Methodology and Coordinated Population Forecast

Notes:
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Table 1. Adjustments for Josephine County Coordinated Population Forecast
Revised for Cave Junction September 5, 2013 (Resolution 776)

Table 2. Josephine County Coordinated Population Forecast to 2050

September 5, 2013 Update

Year Josephine County Grants Pass Urban Area Cave Junction Urban Area Year Josephine Grants Est. Add'l Total Cave JoCo
Growth Rate Population Population Share of JoCo Population Growth Rate Population | Growth Rate  Population | Growth Rate  Population County Pass GPUA Base Yr. GPUA Base Yr. Junction Outside
OEA OEA Updated Base Yr Original Updated Base Year Updated Base Year, Res 776 Urban Area After Rev. After Rev. Urban Area | Urban Areas
v x v v v x x x x v v Before Rev. UGB/UR UGB/UR

2007 2,241 2007 2,241
2008 4.591% 2,344 2008
2009 4.591% 2,451 2009
2010 82,775 82,775 0.4582 37,928 4.591% 2,564 2,199 2,199 2010 82,775 37,928 2,199 42,648
2011 0.6058% 83,276 82,820 0.4595 38,055 4.591% 2,682 2,199 2,199 2011 82,820 38,055 2,199 42,566
2012 0.6058% 83,781 82,775 0.4607 38,135 4.591% 2,805 2,204 2,204 2012 82,775 38,135 2,204 42,436
2013 0.6058% 84,289 83,276 0.460 38,307 4.591% 2,934 6.286% 2,343 2.5% 2,259 2013 83,276 38,307 500 38,807 2,259 42,210
2014 0.6058% 84,799 83,781 0.462 38,707 4.591% 3,068 6.286% 2,490 2.5% 2,316 2014 83,781 38,707 500 39,207 2,316 42,259
2015 0.6058% 85,313 84,289 0.464 39,110 4.591% 3,209 6.286% 2,646 2.5% 2,373 2015 84,289 39,110 500 39,610 2,373 42,305
2016 1.2491% 86,379 85,341 0.466 39,769 4.591% 3,357 6.286% 2,813 2.5% 2,433 2016 85,341 39,769 500 40,269 2,433 42,640
2017 1.2491% 87,458 86,407 0.468 40,439 4.591% 3,511 6.286% 2,989 2.5% 2,494 2017 86,407 40,439 500 40,939 2,494 42,975
2018 1.2491% 88,550 87,487 0.470 41,119 4.591% 3,672 6.286% 3,177 2.5% 2,556 2018 87,487 41,119 500 41,619 2,556 43,312
2019 1.2491% 89,656 88,580 0.472 41,810 4.591% 3,840 6.286% 3,377 2.5% 2,620 2019 88,580 41,810 500 42,310 2,620 43,650
2020 1.2491% 90,776 89,686 0.474 42,511 4.591% 4,017 6.286% 3,589 2.5% 2,685 2020 89,686 42,511 500 43,011 2,685 43,989
2021 1.2238% 91,887 90,784 0.476 43,213 4.591% 4,201 6.286% 3,815 2.5% 2,752 2021 90,784 43,213 500 43,713 2,752 44,318
2022 1.2238% 93,011 91,895 0.478 43,926 4.591% 4,394 6.286% 4,055 2.5% 2,821 2022 91,895 43,926 500 44,426 2,821 44,648
2023 1.2238% 94,150 93,019 0.480 44,649 4.591% 4,596 6.286% 4,310 2.5% 2,892 2023 93,019 44,649 500 45,149 2,892 44,978
2024 1.2238% 95,302 94,157 0.482 45,384 4.591% 4,807 6.286% 4,581 2.5% 2,964 2024 94,157 45,384 500 45,884 2,964 45,309
2025 1.2238% 96,468 95,310 0.484 46,130 4.591% 5,027 6.286% 4,869 2.5% 3,038 2025 95,310 46,130 500 46,630 3,038 45,642
2026 1.0412% 97,472 96,302 0.486 46,803 4.591% 5,258 6.286% 5,175 2.5% 3,114 2026 96,302 46,803 500 47,303 3,114 45,885
2027 1.0412% 98,487 97,305 0.488 47,485 4.591%| 5,500 6.286%| 5,500 2.5% 3,192 2027 97,305 47,485 500 47,985 3,192 46,128
2028 1.0412% 99,513 98,318 0.490 48,176 1.054% 5,558 1.054% 5,558 2.5% 3,272 2028 98,318 48,176 500 48,676 3,272 46,370
2029 1.0412% 100,549 99,342 0.492 48,876 1.054% 5,616 1.054% 5,616 2.5% 3,354 2029 99,342 48,876 500 49,376 3,354 46,612
2030 1.0412% 101,596 100,376 0.494 49,586 1.054% 5,675 1.054% 5,675 2.5% 3,437 2030 100,376 49,586 500 50,086 3,437 46,853
2031 0.8198% 102,429 101,199 0.496 50,195 1.054% 5,735 1.054% 5,735 2.5% 3,523 2031 101,199 50,195 500 50,695 3,523 46,981
2032 0.8198% 103,268 102,028 0.498 50,810 1.054% 5,796 1.054% 5,796 2.5% 3,612 2032 102,028 50,810 500 51,310 3,612 47,107
2033 0.8198% 104,115 102,865 0.500 51,432 1.054% 5,857 1.054% 5,857 2.5% 3,702 2033 102,865 51,432 500 51,932 3,702 47,231
2034 0.8198% 104,969 103,708 0.501 51,958 1.054% 5,918 1.054% 5,918 1.054% 3,741 2034 103,708 51,958 500 52,458 3,741 47,510
2035 0.8198% 105,829 104,558 0.502 52,488 1.054% 5,981 1.054% 5,981 1.054% 3,780 2035 104,558 52,488 500 52,988 3,780 47,790
2036 0.6891% 106,558 105,279 0.503 52,955 1.054% 6,044 1.054% 6,044 1.054% 3,820 2036 105,279 52,955 500 53,455 3,820 48,003
2037 0.6891% 107,293 106,004 0.504 53,426 1.054% 6,107 1.054% 6,107 1.054% 3,860 2037 106,004 53,426 500 53,926 3,860 48,218
2038 0.6891% 108,032 106,735 0.505 53,901 1.054% 6,172 1.054% 6,172 1.054% 3,901 2038 106,735 53,901 500 54,401 3,901 48,433
2039 0.6891% 108,776 107,470 0.506 54,380 1.054% 6,237 1.054% 6,237 1.054% 3,942 2039 107,470 54,380 500 54,880 3,942 48,648
2040 0.6891% 109,526 108,211 0.507 54,863 1.054% 6,303 1.054% 6,303 1.054% 3,984 2040 108,211 54,863 500 55,363 3,984 48,864
2041 0.6097% 110,194 108,871 0.508 55,306 1.054% 6,369 1.054% 6,369 1.054% 4,026 2041 108,871 55,306 500 55,806 4,026 49,039
2042 0.6097% 110,866 109,534 0.509 55,753 1.054% 6,436 1.054% 6,436 1.054% 4,068 2042 109,534 55,753 500 56,253 4,068 49,213
2043 0.6097% 111,542 110,202 0.510 56,203 1.054% 6,504 1.054% 6,504 1.054% 4,111 2043 110,202 56,203 500 56,703 4,111 49,388
2044 0.6097% 112,222 110,874 0.511 56,657 1.054% 6,573 1.054% 6,573 1.054% 4,154 2044 110,874 56,657 500 57,157 4,154 49,563
2045 0.6097% 112,906 111,550 0.512 57,114 1.054% 6,642 1.054% 6,642 1.054% 4,198 2045 111,550 57,114 500 57,614 4,198 49,738
2046 0.5797% 113,561 112,197 0.513 57,557 1.054% 6,712 1.054% 6,712 1.054% 4,242 2046 112,197 57,557 500 58,057 4,242 49,898
2047 0.5797% 114,219 112,847 0.514 58,004 1.054% 6,783 1.054% 6,783 1.054% 4,287 2047 112,847 58,004 500 58,504 4,287 50,057
2048 0.5797% 114,881 113,502 0.515 58,453 1.054% 6,854 1.054% 6,854 1.054% 4,332 2048 113,502 58,453 500 58,953 4,332 50,216
2049 0.5797% 115,547 114,160 0.516 58,906 1.054% 6,926 1.054% 6,926 1.054% 4,378 2049 114,160 58,906 500 59,406 4,378 50,375
2050 0.5797% 116,217 114,822 0.517 59,363 1.054% 6,999 1.054% 6,999 1.054% 4,424 2050 114,822 59,363 500 59,863 4,424 50,535

Blue = Census/Estimate Blue = Census/Estimate

Black = Forecast Black = Forecast

Updated estimates for Urban Areas start with 2010 Census data UGB/UR planning periods for jurisdictions shaded orange

Grants Pass UGB Alternative UGB Population Forecast Revised for CJ Res 776 September 5, 2013.xIsx, Coordinated Forecast 10/27/2013



Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments - “Needs” Element Updates

Item:
Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments — “Needs” Element Updates

Action Items:

o Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments: Population Element, Housing Element, Economy
Element, Urbanization Element

e (This is included for information only. No further direction is needed at this time. City Council
already provided direction to proceed with the proposal by resolution on May 15, 2013)

Background:
The population forecast provides the basis for housing, employment, other land uses. This determines

how many acres are needed in each plan map designation, and overall, to meet future needs. The
forecast is provided in the Population Element, and the needs are outlined in the Housing, Economy,
and Urbanization Elements of the Comprehensive Plan. The coordinated Population Forecast is also a
separate County-adopted document that is part of the County Comprehensive Plan.

On May 15, 2013, City Council passed Resolution 13-6075, and the Board of County Commissioners
adopted Resolution 2013-032 in concurrence. These resolutions updated the population forecast, and
provided direction to update the respective Comprehensive Plan Elements proportional to the revised
forecast, without redoing all of the demographic and economic analysis. DLCD concurred with this
approach.

These amendments will update the applicable Comprehensive Plan Elements to be consistent with the
revised population forecast, based on the direction provided by resolution in May. These will be short
addenda to the end of each of these elements to reflect the updated information, without a full rewrite
of each element. These updates provide the basis for the smaller UGB and the Urban Reserve consistent
with the slower rate of growth in the updated population forecast.

Summary:

e Updates to the following Comprehensive Plan Elements (short addenda at end of each element) to
reflect the revised needs based on the revised population forecast: Population Element, Housing
Element, Economy Element, Urbanization Element

Attachments:
Action Items:
e Comprehensive Plan Elements - Addenda to be provided before proposal is submitted to DLCD

Supporting Documents:
e Graphical Representation of Land Needs by Plan Designation

e Resolution 13-6075

Notes:
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Current UGB Expansion Areas (each square = 10 acres)




Total 30-Year Buildable Supply & Need Total 30-Year Buildable Supply & Need

Allocations Allocations
Without With
Rezones in Current UGB Rezones in Current UGB

Buildable in Current UGB Expansion - UGB & UR Buildable in Current UGB  Expansion - UGB & UR



Total 30-Year Buildable Supply & Need
Allocations to UGB/UR

Without

Rezones in Current UGB

(each square represents 1 acre)

20-Year

Infill and Redevelopment of Lands
Within Current UGB

(270 acres)

20-Year
On Vacant and Partially Vacant Lands
Within Current UGB

(1,210 acres)
with 72 acres of LR 20-Year Surplus

Additional 10-Year
Urban Reserve

(528 acres)
600 ac— 72 ac LR surplus

20-Year
UGB Expansion
(532 acres)
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Urban Reserve

Total 30-Year Buildable Supply & Need

Allocations to UGB/UR

With

Rezones in Current UGB

(each square represents 1 acre)

20-Year

Infill and Redevelopment of Lands
Within Current UGB

(270 acres)

20-Year
On Vacant and Partially Vacant Lands
Within Current UGB

(1,210 acres)
Additional 10-Year
Urban Reserve
(600 acres)
20-Year
UGB Expansion
(460 acres)
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\Current UGB Bldable w/RZ UGB Expansion J | )

Urban Growth Boundary
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RESOLUTION NO. 13-6075

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GRANTS PASS
PROVIDING DIRECTION TO STAFF ON THE POPULATION FORECAST AND
SCOPE OF WORK FOR THE UGB / URBAN AREA PLANNING WORK.

WHEREAS:

1 In 2008, the Grants Pass City Council and Josephine County Board of
Commissioners adopted coordinated population forecasts for the Grants Pass
Urban Area; and

2. |n January 2013, the Oregon Office of Economic Analysis (OEA) issued a new
2010-2050 draft population forecast for Oregon and its counties. Their final
forecast was issued in March 2013; and

3 The City Council considered whether to continue the UGB planning work using
the adopted urban area forecast, or whether to initiate a new forecast for the
Grants Pass urban area based on OEA's new forecast for Josephine County;
and

4 The City Council considered a ‘share’ based population forecast methodology for
the Grants Pass urban area, based on OEA's new forecast for Josephine
County’ and

5 The City Council considered options for different scopes of work based on use of
a new forecast; and

6 The City Council considered methodologies for updating adopted population,
housing, economy and urbanization documents based on use of a new forecast,
and

7 The actions below pertaining to the forecast and scope require concurrence by
the City Council and Josephine County Board of Commissioners.

8. On March 20, 2013, the City Council approved Resolution 6049 providing
direction to staff on the forecast, 'needs documents updates, and scope of work.
As provided below this resolution revises the direction previously provided to
staff in Resolution 6048

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Grants
Pass:

Section 1 Forecast. Staff is directed to initiate an amendment to the
population forecast based on the new forecast from Oregon Office of Economic
Analysis (OEA) for Josephine County using the methodology for the Grants
Pass urban area described in an April 9 2013 memo, attached as Exhibit A.

Section 2. ‘Needs Documents’ Updates. Staff is directed to update the
‘needs documents’ (population, housing, economy urbanization, etc.) based on



a proportion of the total identified needs corresponding to the new forecast.
Staff is directed to update the buildable lands inventory by deducting
acreage/properties that have since developed from the originat adopted
inventory

Section 3. Scope. Staff is directed to proceed with planning to establish a 20-
year UGB and an additional 10-year Urban Reserve based on the new forecast
for the urban area. In addition to the required planning for the UGB staff is
directed to conduct infrastructure planning for the 30-year period, including the
Urban Reserve area, and the necessary conceptual land use planning for the
Urban Reserve that is required for the infrastructure plans.

EFFECTIVE DATE of this Resolution shall be immediate upon its passage by
the City Council and approval by the Mayor

ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Grants Pass, Oregon, in regular session
this 15™ day of May, 2013.

SUBMITTED to and ,W by the Mayor of the City of Grants Pass,
Oregon, this | 7 day of May, 2013 to be effective on the date indicated as adopted by

the City Council. m

Darin Fowler vf\yor

ATTEST

Z?Ac A /A /{ Date submitted to Mayor

Karen Frerk, City Recorder

Approved as to Form, Mark Bartholomew, City Attorney (é M

A"




Upzoning of Lands in Current UGB

Item:
Upzoning of Lands in Current UGB

Action Item:

e Zoning Map Amendments — Upzoning of Lands in Current UGB

e (This is included for information only. No further direction is needed at this time. City Council
already provided direction to proceed with the proposal by motion on March 20, 2013)

Background:

Planning for the UGB and Urban Reserve requires decisions about the land use pattern and what
comprehensive plan map and zoning map designations are applied to properties. The land use pattern
can be considered for the community as a whole, not just limited to UGB expansion areas.

The buildable land inventory shows how many needed buildable acres are available in each plan
designation within the current UGB, and that determines how many acres for each plan designation
must be assigned to expansion areas. However, if some of the current buildable land inventory is re-
designated / rezoned, that affects the allocations to expansion areas.

Upzoning of some buildable lands in the current UGB can accommodate more of the needed higher
density designations within the current UGB, ‘freeing up’ additional acres of lower density designations
that can be applied to expansion areas. There is the potential to upzone some properties within the
current UGB near major transportation corridors, near commercial and service areas and nodes. In
addition, the boundaries between adjoining zoning districts in the current UGB can also be adjusted to
have more of the buildable acres in the higher designation. This would mean additional share of lower
density designations could be applied to expansion areas closer to the edges of the expanded UGB,
providing a more balanced land use pattern for the community as a whole.

In addition, for the 20-year need, there is a surplus of lower density lands in the current UGB; therefore,
without the upzoning of lands in the current UGB, the initial (20-year) UGB expansion would need to be
larger to meet needs for other plan designations. However, within the 30-year period there would no
longer be a surplus, so the size of the 30-year expansion boundary that includes the UGB and Urban
Reserve would still be the same either way, but the land use pattern would be different.

Summary:
e More balanced land use pattern for the community as a whole

e ‘Free up’ additional acres of lower density designations that can be applied to expansion areas

e Upzone some buildable lands in current UGB near services and transportation

e Adjust boundaries between zoning districts in some areas in current UGB to increase share of
buildable lands in higher designation

e Smaller initial 20-year UGB boundary, but same size 30-year UGB/Urban Reserve boundary

Attachments:
Action Items:

e Draft Map of Proposed Zoning Map Amendments

Supporting Materials:
e Minutes with Motion from March 20, 2013 City Council Meeting
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Upzoning of Lands in Current UGB

Notes:
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discussion about which option did and did not include the 10-year reserve.] Councilor Webber stated,
L please put our options up there.  Without, my motion is for alternative 3.

Councilor Riker seconded the motion. Mayor Fowler asked if further discussion was needed on the
motion. Seeing none, he called for a vote.

RESOLUTION NO. 6049

It was moved by Councilor Webber and seconded by Councilor Riker that Resolution No.
6049 be adopted with alternative 3 and the vote resulted as follows: “AYES”' Morgan, DeYoung,
Riker, Hannum, Webber and Williams. “NAYS”- Gatlin and Goodwin. Abstain: None. Absent:
None. The resolution is adopted.

e. Motion providing direction to staff on the extent of rezones to consider for preliminary draft UGB

planning alternatives.

Senior Planner Schauer stated, the next question is if we’'re going to come back with some proposals for
you. Do you want us to look at some re-zoning of lands inside the UGB that will affect the allocations of
high and low-density and spread that out throughout the whole urban area, rather than just the expansion
areas and that would affect the allocation of the.  If you look at a combined with option 3, UGB and

p= urban reserve, how much of that future need ends up being in the UGB versus the urbanization area? Do
you have any direction that you want to maximize that or not at this point, so we can start work on it. |f
not, you can give us direction at a future time and we won't move forward with that untit we have direction
from you.

Mayor Fowler stated, thank you Senior Planner Schauer Does Council want to offer direction on that?

Councilor Morgan stated, ! will make a motion that Staff be directed to re-zone the preliminary draft to
spread it out in the alternatives, so the up-zoning option.

Mayor Fowler asks, do | have a second. Okay Councilor Riker seconded the motion. Is there need for
further discussion?

Councilor Webber asked, just for clarification, are you talking about taking some of the existing land that
was single-family dwellings and when you say ‘up-zoning’ are you talking about turning those into
apartments and condominiums so that we can up-zone? Is that what you mean by the phrase “up-zone?”
Senior Planner Schauer stated, what we are Jooking at is that in the areas inside the urban growth
boundary where you have a lot of available vacant lands that are zoned for lower density where -- not all
. ofthem in areas where they are near commercial areas or major service areas, we would look at up-
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zoning that from low-density to moderate, and moderate up to high. doing some of those types of things.
If you've got low-density right near a major intersection, maybe that gets re-zoned significantly We're not
talking about re-zoning, what we're doing is trying to narrow the land-use options that we bring back to

you look at and whether that includes more towards the upper end of re-zoning some of those or not.
Councilor Morgan asked, what is Staff's recommendation on this?

City Manager Cubic stated, Staff's recommendation is to spread it across the whole area. From an
efficiency standpoint, if we had to focus on having that higher density zoning just in the outskirts  from
an efficiency standpoint and delivery of services — it is not as efficient as if we were able to spread it
across the whole area.

Seeing no further questions or comments on the motion, Mayor Fowler called for a vote.

MOTION

it was moved by Councilor Morgan and seconded by Councilor Riker that Staff be directed
to re-zone the preliminary draft to up-zone throughout the alternative areas and the vote resulted
as follows: “AYES”" Morgan, DeYoung, Riker, Gatlin, Hannum, Goodwin, Webber and Williams.
“NAYS"- None. Abstain: None. Absent: None. The motion has passed.

3. REQUESTS FROM CITIZENS:

Dale Matthews (Grants Pass) stated, there is news that about a month ago there was a meeting at the
Rotary Club which the County Commissioners had advertised as an open public meeting and there were
a couple of us who were asked to leave because the Rotary Club decided it was not an open public
meeting. This was prompted by Commissioner Walker In the meantime there has been news that two of
the Commissioners decided they are not going to do that kind of thing anymore where there is a quorum
and they could be questioned about it. They did not come right out and say it but they were fairly
apologetic about the idea that it was advertised as a public meeting and then one of the Commissioners
suddenly decided it was no longer a public meeting. We have spoken with the attorney general's office -
City Attorney Bartholomew  and we have also talked with several lawyers outside of the area. Every
one of them unanimously said there was something wrong here because it was a public meeting that was
advertised and there was a quorum, and there were questions and answers taken by the Commissioners.
They listened to people's input and evaluated it. Now you may recall City Attorney Bartholomew while
we were talking about this he showed some concern about the item and just before we walked out the
door he had been flipping through pages for a minute or so and then said he had talked with a couple of
people who were there and was convinced it wasn't an open public mesting. Really? Suddenly now all it

takes is a couple people from Rotary Club to say that it is not a public meeting and they can override
74
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Policy for Timing of Rural to Urban Rezoning for UGB Expansion Areas

Item:
Policy for Timing of Rural to Urban Rezoning for UGB Expansion Areas

Action Items:

e Policy for Timing of Rural to Urban Rezoning for UGB Expansion Areas

e Zoning Map Amendments to Occur Later Based on Policy

e (Direction on this item can be provided later. However, this is a significant issue that the City and
County should begin discussing for future action).

Background:
This item only applies to the rural to urban rezoning of UGB expansion areas. Lands in the Urban

Reserve must retain rural zoning until lands are included in the UGB through a future UGB amendment.
Properties already within the current UGB already have urban zoning and will continue to be managed
as they are now.

State law allows urban Comprehensive Plan map designations to be adopted at the time of UGB
expansion. However, before City urban zoning can be applied throughout the UGB expansion areas, it is
necessary to complete transportation and infrastructure plans to support future land use, based on the
Comprehensive Plan map. Those plans will identify infrastructure sizing and mitigation necessary to
support development when urban zoning is applied and as properties develop. Transportation and
infrastructure planning is expected to be completed within 12-18 months. The ‘Goal 5’ natural resource
plan updates also need to be completed for the UGB expansion areas during that time.

During that time or sooner, the City and County can decide how to address the rural to urban rezoning
of properties within the UGB expansion areas. In the meantime, the rural zoning will remain in place
and the proposed Interim IGA for the UGB expansion areas provides for the county to continue to
administer the rural land development code and building code in UGB expansion areas. Policy options,
and pros and cons, for rural to urban rezoning will be presented in more detail at a future time. Policy
options may include the following:

1. Upzone all properties in UGB expansion areas from rural to urban zoning all at the same time
only after the transportation, infrastructure, and natural resource plans have been completed,
and manage those areas the same way lands in the current UGB are now managed.

2. Generally upzone most properties as noted in #1 above only after the transportation,
infrastructure, and natural resource plans have been completed, but evaluate whether there are
any areas that should be upzoned from rural to urban zoning sooner for some limited areas
where sewer, water, and major transportation facilities are already in place and significant
changes won’t occur through the infrastructure plan updates.

3. Apply urban zoning only at the time an owner signs an annexation agreement and develops
property to urban standards, where the annexation agreement is an automatic administrative
action that is a condition of approval that goes concurrent with a development application.

4. Apply urban zoning only at the time an owner signs an annexation agreement and develops
property to urban standards. However, establish criteria where an annexation agreement isn’t
an automatic administrative action, where the city may have criteria that provide for timing and
direction of growth and urban zoning that is phased and coordinated with a capital
improvement plan and coordinated city investments in infrastructure for given areas.

5. Apply urban zoning and authorize extension of urban services for urban development only when
properties are annexed into the City (except where services such as Redwood Sewer are now
authorized to serve rural levels of development which would continue).

Page 1 of 2



Policy for Timing of Rural to Urban Rezoning for UGB Expansion Areas

Summary:

This item only applies to UGB expansion areas. Lands in the Urban Reserve will retain rural zoning
until included in the UGB through a future UGB amendment. Properties already within the current
UGB with urban zoning and will continue to be managed as they are now.

Rural zoning will remain in place in the UGB expansion areas for an interim period while
transportation, infrastructure, and natural resource plan updates are completed, estimated at 12-18
months.

Before that work has been completed, the City and County will need to determine policy for
rezoning UGB expansion areas from urban to rural zoning. One option may be ‘blanket’ rezoning of
those properties all at one time, once transportation, infrastructure, and natural resource plan
updates have been completed, with management the same as now applies for the current UGB.
Other options provide for gradual rezoning from rural to urban zoning of the UGB expansion
properties over time.

Attachments:

No attachments at this time

Notes:
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UGB Expansion Areas and Urban Reserve — Boundaries and Plan Maps

Item:
UGB Expansion Areas and Urban Reserve — Boundaries and Plan Maps

Action Items:
e UGB Expansion Areas (2013-2033):
0 Boundary
0 Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map
e Urban Reserve (2033-2043):
0 Boundary
0 Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map

Background:
The attached discussion draft map identifies the preliminary recommendation for the 20-year UGB

boundary and the additional 10-year Urban Reserve.

Attachments:
Action Items
e October 28, 2013 Discussion Draft UGB and Urban Reserve Boundary Map

Supporting Documents

e Employment Area Information:
0 Table and Map of I-5 Vicinity Employment Study Area Diagrams and Acreage Allocations
0 Area ‘H1.1’ Letter from Rich Ward (via e-mail) and Map
0 Area ‘A2’ Memo and Attachments from Mike Thornton, PE

e Other Area Information:
0 Area ‘G1.1’ Memo and Attachments (Bayless Property, 1150 NE Hillcrest)

Notes:

Page 1 of 1
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Discussion Draft - UGB and Urban Reserve

Boundary Proposal & Recommendation |
October 28, 2013
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3 UGB

3 Urban Reserve

| B33 Not Included in Recommendation

mendation, See Memos
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Discussion Draft - UGB and Urban Reserve

Boundary Proposal & Recommendation
October 28, 2013, Updated November 12, 2013

UGB Expansion Areas -
by Plan Designation
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Current UGB -
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Discussion Draft - UGB and Urban Reserve

Boundary Proposal & Recommendation
October 28, 2013, Updated November 12, 2013

UGB Exp. Areas and Urban Reserve
by Plan Designation

q{‘&i‘ I" UGB Expansion  Urban Reserve
Current UGB EIRE IR :
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UR Land Use Alternative 1:
New Street at 199 at RCC, Close Hubbard
(Recommended alternative)
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Discussion Draft - UGB and Urban Reserve il

October 28, 2013, Updated November 12, 2013
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= | UGB Exp. Areas and Urban Reserve
' J j_f!{ by Plan Designation

N ‘ W UGB Expansion  Urban Reserve

UR Land Use Alternative 1:
New Street at 199 at RCC, Close Hubbard
(Recommended alternative)




Discussion Draft - UGB and Urban Reserve

Boundary Proposal & Recommendation
October 28, 2013, Updated November 12, 2013

UGB Exp. Areas and Urban Reserve
by Plan Designation

UGB Expansion  Urban Reserve

(-

Current UGB

UR Land Use Alternative 2:
Retain Hubbard at 199
(Not recommended alternative)

i
o mera Gl
e

= i FaaaY




= = = ee—— ————

. /| Discussion Draft - UGB and Urban Reserve

1% ly Boundary Proposal & Recommendation
A N October 28, 2013, Updated November 12, 2013

: UGB Exp. Areas and Urban Reserve
7Y | by Plan Designation
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Employment Land Alternatives - 30 Year Need (UGB + Urban Reserve)

SC Rec
RPC Rec UAPC Rec Hybrid 1

Employment Alternative #: T T 2 | 3 1 5 B 7 s S | 0 1 2 3 | I I |
Employment Alternative Name: Min _I Low Med Low 1_I Med Low 2 Med 1 _I Med 2 _I Med 3 Med 4 _I Med 5 Med High 1 _I Med High 2_I Med High 3 Med High 4 High 1 _I High 2 Max _I
Total 30-Year Need - Employ ment Lands 06 795, 298 296 20, 206, 756 295, 205 296, 206, 296 796, 205 205, 745,
(296 = 176 UGB + 120 Urban Reserve)
15 Vicinity Locations Bldable Ac.

B B L] B ek L L] B L] B e B L] L] L] B
A2 51 51 i 51 51 51 51 51 51 51
ADIAL 16 i Th) iE | i | i | i |
H1.1 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40
H2 40 40 40 40 40 40,
1 ] 7 g ] 71 7 ] 7
= i
F3 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 a0
SUM: 15 Vicinity 10 98 13?| 139 165 173‘| 179 1E| 190 zﬁ 20E| 219 228 245, 2E| 2ﬁ|
Other Locations: (Southwest - Highway 199) 258 198 158 e 131 118 117 107 108 91 a0 i &7 51 50 10

Staff Recomm endation Against (Note 1):

General Notes:
Area AZ. Assume no through connection to MW Highland. Assume dead-end access off NW Scenic. See memo

Specific Notes:

1. Staff recommends against alternatives that include Area AZ due to access, slope, and firefightingfwildfire issues



Employment Land Alternatives Mapping
(296 Employment Acres Required: 176 in UGB, 120 in Urban Reserve)

LR i)
I—_ p_%

§ 1#h,

T —

1. “Minimum” (Area H1.1):
40 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 256 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites
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2. “Low” (Area A):
98 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 198 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites



Employment Land Alternatives Mapping
Page 2 of 8

3. “Medium Low #1” (Areas A, H1.1):
138 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 158 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites

4. “Medium Low #2” (Areas A, F1, F3):
139 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 157 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites



Employment Land Alternatives Mapping
Page 3 of 8

5. “Medium #1” (Areas A, A2, A3/A4):
165 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.

Will Require 131 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites
(Substantially the Rural Planning Commission Recommendation)
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6. “Medium #2” (Areas A, H1.1, H2):

178 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.

Will Require 118 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites
(Substantially the UGB Committee & Urban Area Planning Commission
Recommendations)



Employment Land Alternatives Mapping
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179 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 117 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites

8. “Medium #4” (Areas A, A2, H1.1):
189 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 107 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites



Employment Land Alternatives Mapping
Page 5 of 8

9. “Medium #5” (Areas A, A2, F1, F3):
190 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 106 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites

10. “Medium High #1” (Areas A, A2, A3/A4, H1.1):
205 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.

Will Require 91 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites

(Substantially the Hybrid of the UGB Committee, UAPC, and RPC Recommendations)



Employment Land Alternatives Mapping
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11. “Medium High #2” (Areas A, A2, A3/A4, F1, F3):
206 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 90 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites

12. “Medium High #3” (Areas A, F1, F3, H1.1, H2):
219 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 77 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites




Employment Land Alternatives Mapping
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13. “Medium High #4” (A, A2, H1.1, H2):
229 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 67 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites

14. “High #1” (Areas A, A2, A3/A4, H1.1, H2):
245 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 51 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites



Employment Land Alternatives Mapping
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15. “High #2” (Areas A, A2, A3/A4, F1, F3, H1.1):
246 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 50 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites

6. “Maximum” (Areas A, A2, A3/A4, F1, F3, H1.1, H2):
286 Employment Acres in I-5 Sites.
Will Require 10 Employment Acres in Southwest Hwy 199 Sites



Tom Schauer

From: Richard J. Ward <rwardassociates@charter.net>
Sent: Friday, March 01, 2013 10:10 AM

To: Tom Schauer

Subject: FW:; Spalding Commerce park

Tom

| am responding to our conversation yesterday with regard to the Spalding Commerce Park and additional lands
proposed to be part of the expanded UGB. Since the beginning of my involvement with this project in 1998 it has always
been anticipated by the City of Grants Pass and Spalding and Son Inc. that those properties along Ament would become
part of the UGB as Industrial Lands. Our mutual discussions with various state economic development agencies has
supported that vision as we have prepared for grants to expand the infrastructure needed along Ament. | was both
disappointed and concerned to hear that these properties are being considered to be deleted from the proposed UGB
expansion. The state has previously supported these lands to be part of the cities industrial inventory and | think it
would be very short cited to not fight for their inclusion.

Please let me know if there is any additional information needed or if you would like us to do a presentation related to
the value and potential of these lands as city industrial land. Thanks you for forwarding these ideas on to the city
council.

Thanks
Richard Ward

Richard Ward Associates

Real Estate Broker
Development/Design/Construction
1312 Foster Way

Grants Pass, OR 97526

Ph/Fax 541-476-7218
rwardassociates@charter.net
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UGB Exeansion Access - Technical Memorandum

To: Tom Schaurer Date: October 26, 2013
From: Michael Thornton, P.E. File:

Subject: UGB Expansion — Area A2 — Access to NW Highland Ave

This is an update to my previous technical memorandum dated June 22, 2013. This memorandum
presents my findings, observations and conclusions generated during my development of a
conceptual design of the subject proposal. My objective was to assist the City in evaluating the
proposed construction of a street to access to the UGB Expansion Area A2 from NW Highland Ave.
My observations and comments are based on my education, training and experience. I have
performed a site visit, walked a portion of the alignment, prepared conceptual plans, profiles, and
cross-sections, discussed the project with City staff, reviewed soil survey data, and reviewed the
project with two other professional engineers.

Summary:

Given the assumptions, findings, observations and conclusions stated herein, I am of the opinion
that the proposed street to serve UGB expansion area A2 would be significantly higher in
construction costs as compared to typical street construction within the City of Grants Pass, and that
the street connection to NW Highland is not feasible due to inadequate sight distance.

Assumptions/Findings:

1. Area Topography: The proposed street north of the UGB expansion crosses an area with
moderate to steep natural ground slopes. The area also includes terraced cut slopes as a
result of the interstate construction.

2. Area Soil Conditions: Based on observations of nearby excavations and the USDA soil
web survey, the soils in the area consist of a shallow layer of sandy gravelly loam over
weathered bedrock.

3. Area Disturbance: The conceptual plan disturbs at least two mini-storage structures and at
least a portion of a third (about 14,000 sq ft total. Total land disturbance for the entire
roadway is about 6 acres.

4. Street Alignment: The proposed street will generally parallel Interstate 5 (with the
southerly right-of-way coinciding with the ODOT northerly right-of-way) and connect to
NW Highland Ave immediately east of the overpass over I-5. This causes the proposed
excavation and embankment catch points (top of cut and toe of fill) to occur within ODOT’s
right-of-way.

5. Street Connection to Highland — Sight Distance: The most likely point of the intersection
of the proposed access and NW Highland is at or near the existing driveway to the mini-
storage facility. The required sight distance for northbound drivers on Highland Road is
dependent upon what speed we assume. There is a sign farther south indicating the end of a
45 mph speed zone for northbound travelers. For this type of roadway, in the absence of a
posted speed, state law would prescribe 55mph. Using this speed, the design intersection
sight distance would be 610 feet (of which the stopping sight distance component would be
495 feet). The available sight distance is approximately 340 feet in this direction.

THORNTON L 2
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UGB Exeansion Access - Technical Memorandum

6.

Street Classification and Geometry: The proposed street will be a local collector with two
travel lanes, two bike lanes, two parking lanes, curbs, gutters, two planter strips, and two
sidewalks. The total street width (curb to curb) is 44 feet, with a right-of-way width of 70
feet, and a width of disturbed area (excavation and fill) ranging from 80 feet to100 feet.

Street Length: The conceptual design was prepared for a street approximately 3,000 feet in
length, from NW Highland Drive to the approximate center of the proposed UGB expansion

. area.

10.

Street Grades: The maximum allowable street grade is 12%. The conceptual design grades
range from approximately 3% to 11%.

Street Cut and Fill Slopes: The conceptual design assumes steeps cut slopes (0.5H:1V) and
steep fill slopes (1H:1V) in order to reduce the volume of excavation and embankment.
Additional investigation is required to confirm that these values are reasonable.

Street Excavation and Embankment: The excavation for the proposed street is
approximately 30,000 c.y. (mostly rock excavation) with approximately the same volume of
embankment construction.

Observations/Conclusions:

1.

Area Topography: The steep slopes and the undulating ground surface require a significant
volume of street excavation and embankment as compared to construction on more gently
sloping terrain.

Area Soil Conditions: The excavation of the weathered bedrock is one of the limiting
factors with regards to construction cost. The cost of rock excavation as compared to typical
roadway excavation is approximately 10 times as great.

Area Disturbance: The right-of-way procurement costs associated with the purchase of
land and the disturbance of an existing business is beyond the scope of this memo.

Street Alignment: If ODOT does not allow the cut and fill catch points to fall within their
right-of —way, the alignment will need to be moved father to the north. This will require
additional right-of way acquisition.

Street Connection to Highland — Sight Distance: The apparent lack of adequate sight
distance requires further study to determine if there is a solution. The current conclusion is
that this street connection is not feasible due to inadequate sight distance. Moving the street
connection further to the north will create additional issues of right-of way acquisition and
additional street construction costs.

Street Classification and Geometry: The proposed City standard street width is not
compatible to hillside road construction. A non-standard street geometry consisting of two
travel lanes, two bike lanes, no parking lanes, curbs, gutters, no planter strips, and one
sidewalk would reduce the total street width (curb to curb) to 30 feet, with a right-of-way of
approximately 40 feet, and a disturbed area width of 50 feet to 70 feet. However, even with
the reduced volume of excavation and embankment required for this non-standard street, the
excavation and embankments costs will still be significantly greater than the construction of
a standard street located in an area of mildly sloping terrain.

Street Length: The majority of the 3,000 feet of the conceptual street will be “off-site”
construction. Meaning that no development will front directly on the proposed street. This
adds a cost burden either to the owners of the development property or to the public funds
required to develop the property.

THORNTON 20 Norg S
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UGB Exeansion Access - Technical Memorandum

8. Street Grades: Approximately half of the conceptual street has a grade of at least 10%.
This generally is not compatible for a development area being served with a high percentage
of truck traffic. The steeper slopes coupled with the distance required to access the interstate
from the development property increases the truck travel time. An increased truck travel
time results in increased operations costs, which reduces the desirability of the development
property.

9. Street Cut and Fill Slopes: If further investigation determines that the cut and fill are too
steep, the project costs will increase due to the increased excavation and embankment
require.

10. Street Excavation and Embankment: As stated above, the amount of excavation and
embankment of rock material for the conceptual design is considerable as compared to
comparable street construction located on flatter terrain.

0e126.2013 12 55 PM

[ RENEWAL DATE: 6/30/2014 |
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Sight Distance
Approx. 670

Proposed location of new
intersection

Sight Distance
Approx. 340 feet %

34 %’ﬁi

Safety fence at bridge rail
limits sight distance

No posted speed limit;
55mph designated speed
based on state law

Posted 25mph curve
advisory speed

Exhibit A: Existing Site Conditions
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Clity of
Grants Pass

May 23, 2013

WHERE THE ROGUE RIVER RUNS

Larry Bayless
101 Calvert Drive
Grants Pass, OR 97526

G R E G O N

RE: UGB and Property at 1150 NE Hillcrest / Vertical Drive
Dear Mr. Bayless,

Thank you for your continued involvement in the UGB process. I wanted to take this
opportunity to follow-up on some of our previous conversations in writing regarding your
family’s property on Hillcrest and Vertical Drive, your request for inclusion of the property, and
reasons it was not in the recommendations for inclusion in the UGB. I would be happy to meet
with you if you would like to further discuss the information below or any other items regarding
the property. Please give me a call if you would like to meet. My direct number is (541) 450-
6072.

The UGB review includes consideration and balancing of a wide variety of issues, including
public policy, technical, and long-term financial considerations for provision of public facilities
and services, together with input from citizens and property owners. The following is excerpted
from the UGB Steering Committee’s final recommendation memo:

Ultimately, the committee sought to balance community-wide issues (technical, financial, and
other tangible and intangible issues) with individual property issues. It would be ideal if there was
broad agreement that the citizens and individual property owners most strongly supported the
options that coincide with the best technical and cost-of-service options. However, those don't all
coincide in all cases.

When public policy considerations and property owner preferences match, the recommendations

for areas were easier to make. However, in many cases, the balancing of issues was much more

challenging, and the recommendations reflect the best attempt to balance issues that best meet

public policy objectives and property owner desires. Ultimately, the L1ty Council and Board of

Commissioners make the final decision, and they decide whether they agree with how the issues
were balanced in the recommendations, and whether properties are included.

Throughout the UGB evaluation process, your property and other property in this area was
reviewed, evaluated, and re-evaluated for inclusion when making recommendations. Your
correspondence and testimony at meetings was also reviewed and given consideration and
reconsideration at several points during the review. I have compiled the information from
different phases of the review process that relates to this area and your property if you would like
to review more detail than is summarized here.

101 Northwest “A” Street * Grants Pass, Oregon 97526 ¢ (541) 474-6360  FAX (541) 479-0812 * www.grantspassoregon.gov
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You have noted several factors that are favorable when considering inclusion of your property in
the boundary. These include the presence of sewer lines, water lines, and fire hydrants already
present in Vertical Drive along the frontage of the property. There is also existing urban
development on the east side of Vertical Drive across from the property. Further, during one of
the hearings, there was discussion about whether some of the public cost issues associated with a
pump station could be addressed by having a privately funded pump station built at the time of
development that could then be dedicated to the public. You have also noted the desire to
eliminate the configuration where the property is split by the UGB and split-zoned. Finally, you
have also submitted a copy of an annexation agreement for the property.

The main issues that were unfavorable when considering whether the property should be
recommended for inclusion are:
e the prevalence of steep slopes,
e issues with municipal water service to the property for both domestic use and fire flows,
e some related issues of urban/wildland interface and fire protection.

In evaluating and recommending lands to meet residential needs, there were other areas suitable
to meet future residential land needs where the above issues didn’t exist, and where public
facilities and services could be provided more cost-effectively to serve future development. That
is why other areas were recommended for inclusion and properties in this area were not.

Also, in preparing this letter, I reviewed your property file and your previous subdivision
application. It appeared that there were some issues associated with sewer that couldn’t be
addressed through gravity flow and would require pumping for some portions of the property
that don’t slope down to the sewer line in Vertical Drive. There is no sewer in Hillcrest Drive
along the property’s frontage or to the west, so there is no opportunity to gravity flow to the west
in Hillcrest Drive. I don’t know if this issue would also apply to the remainder of the property
which is outside the UGB, but it appears that at least a noncontiguous portion of it also slopes to
the west.

I would like to provide some additional detail for you on each of these issues.

1. Steep Slope. There are a number of issues associated with urban intensity development
in steep slope areas. Different communities define and regulate steep slopes differently.
The Grants Pass Development Code defines 15-25% as moderate slope and 25% and over
as steep slope. Materials submitted with your earlier subdivision pre-application and
application for the portion of the property inside the UGB show about half of that area
has slopes of 35% and greater, and about an additional quarter of the area has slopes of
15-35%. The portion of the property outside the UGB has an elevation change of
approximately 200 feet from the lowest to the highest point. Much of the property
outside the UGB is also in steep slopes, including topography comparable to the steep
slopes portions inside the UGB. There is also a natural drainage that becomes more
channelized and steep, which crosses that portion of the property and continues south
onto the portion already within the UGB. (There is also information and a letter in the
file about some of this being graded and filled without a permit, grading plan, or erosion
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control measures. These are some of the issues that can be associated with development
in steep slope areas). Also, the Development Code limits street grades to 18% slope for
fire truck access.

To facilitate development, codes often have an option for clustering of homes through a
Planned Unit Development (PUD) or similar provision, which means development can
occur on less steep portions of a property at higher densities while steeper areas are
dedicated to permanent open space. Grants Pass has similar code provisions. However,
for the portion of your property outside the UGB, due the prevalence of steep slopes,
there doesn’t appear to be a significant flatter ‘receiving’ area where development could
be clustered at a higher density, other than limited areas on the upper ridge and near the
northeast corner of the property between two natural drainages. Therefore, most of the
development would have to occur in areas that are in steeper slopes. This is less of an
issue at rural densities, but becomes more challenging at urban densities.

For reference, the subdivision to the east is flatter, nearly all less than 25% slope, and it is
entirely within water pressure zones 3 and 4).

2. Municipal Water for Domestic Use and Fire Flows. Municipal water service and
pressures are planned based on service elevations that establish water pressure zones.
Each water pressure zone requires its own facilities, to fall within an acceptable range of
water pressure for domestic use and firefighting. The elevation bands and pressure zones
are much narrower in steeper areas. Your property includes elevations within Pressure
Zones 3, 4, and 5. The portion of this property inside the UGB is mostly in Zones 3 and
4, with a small portion in Zone 5. The portion outside the UGB is in Zones 4 and 5.

This area has unique water service issues. It is a dead-end area that is above the Hefley
pump station, where it is not interconnected with the rest of the water system through a
looped system. Most of the property to the west is also very steep, and even those lots in
the UGB with homes are on wells and septic systems, with lot sizes closer to rural
densities. The area above the Hefley pump station is served with an existing water
storage tank (Tank 13) which serves Zone 4. The easterly portion of your property
outside the UGB is in Zone 4. Public Works noted that Tank 13 doesn’t have additional
capacity to serve additional development at this time, but there is a plan to replace it at a
new location near the end of Vertical Drive, and it could be designed with additional
capacity. The Zone 4 portion of the property outside the UGB could be served fairly
cost-effectively once this occurs, although including only the Zone 4 portion would still
result in the property being split by the UGB and split-zoned. (The Zone 4 portion of the
property also contains significant areas of steep slopes).

There is currently no water service to Zone 5 or above, and no provision in the water
master plan to serve Zone 5 or above. The westerly portion of your property outside the
UGB is in Zone 5. It would be the only contiguous area in Zone 5, and it isn’t large
enough to serve with a water storage tank, so the water master plan would need to be
updated to include facilities to serve Zone 5. This would require a separate pump station
to serve your property, since it isn’t large enough to justify a water storage tank.
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Due to domestic and fire service considerations, lack of emergency storage, and long-
term operations and maintenance costs, staff has generally advised against including
areas in the UGB that must be permanently served with smaller localized pump stations
that serve a relatively small number of lots. Each new small pump station is an additional
facility the City will be responsible for operating and maintaining forever. Most of the
current pump stations are regional in nature, although some smaller ones have been
unavoidable. Without attention to water service issues, there is the potential for a
substantial increase in the number of pump stations required to serve the UGB. There is
also the potential that many of these could be small pump stations each serving a small
number of lots, but with each requiring redundant pumps, emergency generators, etc. and
capacity for both domestic water and fire flow. If residential land needs can be met in
other locations that don’t have the same issues, staff has recommended including those
areas instead.

Staff has generally advised including areas that can be served with water storage tanks, or
with larger regional pump stations if unavoidable. Staff has recommended inclusion of
areas that would require small pump stations only in very limited situations, usually
where they are needed on a phased basis to address incremental property development,
where the area can ultimately be served with a water storage tank or regional pump
station upon future build-out of the area. To avoid a series of small pump stations if
numerous properties included in the UGB might have small portions in a higher pressure
zone (to avoid splitting a parcel), staff suggested a possible policy specifying that the city
wouldn’t provide water service above the pressure zone boundary, but homes could be
clustered within the serviceable pressure zone.

3. Urban/Wildland Fire Interface. To an extent, the steep forested property in this area
presents risk of rapid spread of wildfire, and additional urban development in the vicinity
further changes the fire response from one focused on containing the fire to one focused
on protecting life and property from a fire. There is already some development in this
area exposed to this risk, and the question becomes whether additional urban intensity
development should be added to the UGB where this risk is already present.

Additional considerations associated with the above issues are also summarized as part of a more
general technical memo regarding water service. These considerations include the City’s ISO
rating which affects the cost of homeowners’ insurance policies.

Property Split by UGB. I also wanted to clarify that there is nothing in state law (or local law)
that makes it illegal to have a property split by an Urban Growth Boundary. State law only
requires, “Where a UGB does not follow lot or parcel lines, the map must provide sufficient
information to determine the precise UGB location.” There are some situations with larger
properties, provision of public facilities, and/or geographical considerations where there may be
reasons for a property to be split by a UGB. However, the City Council and Board of County
Commissioners have requested that the UGB expansion proposals avoid creating additional
situations where properties are split by the UGB.
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Options for Use of Property Now. You also have options for how you can use the property
now. In its current configuration, you can use the property consistent with the applicable city
and county land use regulations, for the portions inside and outside the UGB, respectively. In
addition, if you would like to partition the property along the UGB line so you have two parcels
rather than one divided by the UGB, that is also an option. If you would like further information
on these options, I would be happy to meet with you and coordinate with other city and county
staff to provide further information.

Annexation Agreement. Finally, you provided a copy of the annexation agreement for your
property. The annexation agreement for the property was signed in 1981 when the City agreed
to provide municipal water service to the existing home on the property which is located outside
the UGB. The home would have been served using a private booster pump to achieve adequate
pressure. This is something that couldn’t occur for the upper pressure zone for a subdivision at
urban densities. The city is required to provide a minimum service pressure at the public main to
meet standards for domestic and fire flow purposes.

A September 23, 2003 letter from the Public Works Director notes that the property owner
disconnected from city water without notifying the city and began using a well for domestic
water. The Public Works Director notified the owner that the water service agreement would be
nullified if the well continued to be used for domestic water, and the owner chose to continue use
of the well. While this doesn’t affect whether the property should be included within the UGB,
the purpose of an annexation agreement is to provide consent for future annexation when a
property receives public facilities or services in advance of being annexed. With the property
owner’s decision to disconnect from municipal water, the property no longer receives any
municipal service that necessitates an annexation agreement.

Again, the City Council and Board of Commissioners will ultimately decide which properties are
included in the UGB. I wanted to provide this information so you would have a better
understanding of the analysis and evaluation that led to the recommendations that were presented
to them.

I have also attached some maps for reference. Please contact me if you have any questions or if
you would like to meet to discuss this information or anything else regarding the property.

Sincerely,

«fvw

[
Tom Schauer
Senior Planner

Enc.

cc: Mayor Fowler and Members of the Grants Pass City Council
Aaron Cubic, Michael Black, Carla Angeli Paladino, Terry Haugen, Dave Wechner
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Intergovernmental Agreements

Item:
Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs)

Action Items:
e Interim Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Areas
e Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Reserve

Background:
Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs) specify how the City, County and special districts coordinate

provision of services. The agreements also establish the authority and the terms when a County
transfers authority for a City to provide services in areas outside of City limits.

Properties within the current Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) have urban zoning. The IGA for the current
UGB specifies the City is responsible for administering building codes and land use review for lands
inside the UGB, using the urban Development Code, comprehensive plan map and zoning map. It also
addresses other service issues. The new Intergovernmental Agreements won’t change that. The current
IGA will continue to apply to properties already in the UGB.

UGB Expansion Areas. State law allows urban Comprehensive Plan map designations to be adopted at
the time of UGB expansion. However, urban zoning can’t be applied throughout UGB expansion areas
until updated transportation and infrastructure plans have been completed, which are based on the
Comprehensive Plan map. However, before City urban zoning can be applied throughout the UGB
expansion areas, it is necessary to complete infrastructure plans and the transportation plan to support
future land use. The infrastructure planning is expected to be completed within 12-18 months. During
that period, the City and County can decide how to address the rezoning of properties within the UGB
expansion areas.

The Interim Intergovernmental Agreement must be in place at the time of UGB amendment. It specifies
that the County will continue to review development and issue building permits under the existing rural
zoning. Otherwise, the current IGA would apply to the UGB expansion areas upon adoption. This would
create a conflict since the City Development Code doesn’t address properties with rural zoning. When
properties in the expansion areas are rezoned from rural to urban zones, the current IGA and City
standards will apply.

Urban Reserve. An Urban Reserve provides for the orderly transition from rural to urban use and
development over time and provides for the efficient provision of urban services in the future. Urban
Reserves are areas where future UGB expansions will occur. Lands within the Urban Reserve must
retain rural zoning until they are included within the UGB. The Urban Reserve agreement provides that
the County will continue to review development and issue building permits under rural zoning and
consider future urban land use and infrastructure plans during development review. The County will
also coordinate with the City to ensure that proposed development minimizes impacts to existing
development and provides for efficient provision of urban services when they are extended. The City is
responsible for future urban infrastructure planning, coordinated with the County.

State law requires that an Urban Reserve agreement must be in place prior to or concurrent with
adoption of the Urban Reserve. There are certain mandatory provisions that apply, and some optional

measures for management of lands within the Urban Reserve.

Further, the City and County agreed to exercise the authority provided in state law to conduct that will
serve lands when they are included in the UGB.

Page 1 of 2



Intergovernmental Agreements

Summary:
Interim Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) Expansion Areas:

e Doesn’t affect lands already in UGB

e Must be adopted prior to or concurrent with UGB expansion

e County continues to review development under rural codes and issue building permits for UGB
expansion areas for an interim period while rural zoning remains in place and while
infrastructure plans are completed

Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Reserve:

e County continues to review development under rural codes and issue building permits for land
within the Urban Reserve until lands are included in the UGB

e  County considers future urban land use and infrastructure plans in development review, and
coordinates with the City, so the future transition from rural to urban use and development
minimizes impacts to existing development and provides for efficient provision of urban services
when they are extended

e Provides some additional development options to property owners for clustered development

e (City is responsible for future urban infrastructure planning, coordinated with County

Attachments:

Action Items:
e Interim Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) Expansion Areas
e Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Reserve

Supporting Documents:
e Summary of IGA for Urban Reserve and Applicable State Law

Notes:

Page 2 of 2



DRAFT — October 24, 2013

INTERIM INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (IGA)
FOR THE ORDERLY MANAGEMENT OF PROPERTIES ADDED TO THE
GRANTS PASS URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY AREA

The patrties to this agreement are Josephine County (hereinafter County) and the City of Grants
Pass (hereinafter City).

WHEREAS, Oregon Revised Statutes Chapter 190 provides authority for management
agreements; and

WHEREAS, City and County amended the Grants Pass Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) by City
Ordinance and County Ordinance , adding approximately 460 acres, consistent
with the needs in the adopted Urbanization Element of the Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, City Ordinance amended the Comprehensive Plan map designations for
those properties added to the UGB, replacing the rural comprehensive plan map designations of
the Josephine County Comprehensive Plan with the urban comprehensive plan map
designations of the Grants Pass and Urbanizing Area Community Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, lands added to the UGB by City Ordinance and County Ordinance

still have rural zoning, and they will retain rural zoning designations of the Josephine County
Rural Land Development Code until rezoned to urban zoning designations of the City of Grants
Pass Development Code; and

WHEREAS, it is anticipated that this Interim IGA will apply until urban infrastructure plans have
been completed and adopted that address lands added to the UGB by the above ordinances.
Following that work, this interim IGA will be replaced with the applicable permanent IGA; and

WHEREAS, it is in the public interest for the County to continue to manage rural development
on land with rural zoning, including those lands that will retain rural zoning within the UGB until
urban zoning is applied, and for the City to continue to manage urban development on land with
urban zoning, and for the County and City to coordinate to facilitate the transition from rural
zoning and development to urban zoning and development for lands within the UGB planned for
future urban development; and

WHEREAS, the August 5, 1998 Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) for the Orderly
Management of the Grants Pass Urban Growth Boundary Area governs lands inside the UGB
that have urban zoning designations of the City of Grants Pass Development Code; and

WHEREAS, it is not appropriate at this time to apply the 1998 IGA to land added to the UGB by
City Ordinance and County Ordinance that retain rural zoning designations
because the 1998 IGA provides for management of lands with urban zoning designations, and it
does not provide for management of lands with rural zoning designations; and

WHEREAS, without this Interim IGA, the 1998 IGA would apply to all lands within the UGB,
creating a conflict since the City of Grants Pass Development Code can’t be applied to
properties with rural zoning; and

WHEREAS this Interim IGA provides the necessary provisions for management of lands with
rural zoning within the UGB until urban zoning has been applied.

lof4
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NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:

1. Applicability.
a. This Interim IGA will apply to properties added to the Urban Growth Boundary by
City Ordinance and County Ordinance while they continue to have
rural zoning.

b. Once properties have been rezoned to urban zoning designations, the provisions
of the August 5, 1998 IGA will apply to properties in the same manner as other
properties with urban zoning in the UGB; however, if the City and County adopt a
different IGA that applies to lands added to the UGB by the above ordinance, the
provisions of said IGA will apply.

c. The current August 5, 1998 IGA will continue to apply to properties already inside
the Urban Growth Boundary with urban zoning prior to City Ordinance and
County Ordinance , and this Interim IGA does not apply to those properties
with urban zoning.

2. All Provisions Except Land Use Management. Except for Land Use Management
provisions specified in Section 3 of this Agreement, all other issues pertaining to land
use and development, provisions of public facilities and services, and all other issues
shall be continue to be managed in the same manner as lands outside the Urban Growth
Boundary.

3. Land Use Management.

a. Non-Legislative Decisions. All non-legislative land use actions, those actions
that apply current law rather than amend the law, including ministerial permits,
guasi-judicial decisions, and appeals of those decisions shall be subject to the
following:

i. Applicable Comprehensive Plan and Land Use Regulations. The
Grants Pass & Urbanizing Area Community Comprehensive Plan and
Comprehensive Plan Map will apply to properties in the UGB that have
urban zoning. The Josephine County Rural Land Development Code and
Zoning Map will continue to apply to properties in the UGB with rural
zoning until they are rezoned to urban zoning designations, and then the
City of Grants Pass Development Code and Zoning Map will apply.

ii. Administration. The Josephine County Planning Department will
continue to administer the Josephine County Rural Land Development
Code for properties with rural zoning. Reviews and appeals shall be
subject to the jurisdiction of the review bodies specified in the Josephine
County Rural Land Development Code, including the Josephine County
Planning Director, Rural Planning Commission, and Josephine County
Board of Commissioners.

iii. Coordination. The Josephine County Planning Department will continue

to coordinate all actions required for permits and inspections with
appropriate agencies, including the Josephine County Building

20f4



DRAFT — October 24, 2013

Department, DEQ, and Water Resources Department, and other
agencies, as may apply.

iv. Quasi-Judicial Map Amendments. Quasi-judicial Comprehensive Plan
map amendments and zoning map amendments pertaining only to rural
designations are considered non-legislative decisions addressed under
this section. County will provide notice of quasi-judicial map amendments
to City.

b. Legislative Decisions.
i. Existing Lands in UGB. All administration and procedures applicable to
lands in the UGB with urban zoning prior to City Ordinance and
County Ordinance shall continue to apply as they currently apply.

i. Urban. Text and map amendments to the Grants Pass and Urbanizing
Area Community Comprehensive Plan and/or Comprehensive Plan Map,
Grants Pass Development Code and/or Zoning Map shall continue to be
processed by the City in accordance with the 1998 IGA, including
notification and County automatic party status specified in Section V.2 of
the 1998 Intergovernmental Agreement. This shall include any provisions
pertaining to urbanization and/or urban use and development, including
applicability to lands added to the Urban Growth Boundary by City
Ordinance and County Ordinance , including zoning map
amendments from rural to urban designations.

iii. Rural. Text and map amendments to the Josephine County
Comprehensive Plan and/or Comprehensive Plan Map, Rural Land
Development Code and/or Zoning Map shall be processed by the County.
This shall include any provisions pertaining to rural use and development,
including applicability to lands added to the Urban Growth Boundary by
City Ordinance and County Ordinance that retain rural
zoning. The County agrees to provide written notice of all proposed
legislative actions that have applicability to lands within the new UGB at
least 35 days prior to the public hearing at which the action is first
considered. The City shall be deemed to have automatic party status
regarding all such decisions for the purposes of standing for appeals.

4. Severability. If any term or provision of this agreement or the application thereof to any
person or circumstance shall to any extent be invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of
this agreement and the application of such term or provision to persons or
circumstances other than those to which it is held invalid or unenforceable shall not be
affected thereby.

5. Repeal. This Interim IGA shall remain in effect until replaced by a permanent IGA for all
lands within the UGB by City Ordinance and County Ordinance , or until all
lands within the UGB have been rezoned to urban zoning designations, negating the
necessity for provisions governing lands within rural zoning inside the UGB.

6. Effective Date. This agreement shall become effective on the same effective date as
the amended UGB adopted by City Ordinance and County Ordinance
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JOSEPHINE COUNTY

Date:
Simon Hare, Chair

Date:
Cherryl Walker, Vice Chair

Date:

Keith Heck, Commissioner

Approved as to form:

Steve Rich, Josephine County Counsel

CITY OF GRANTS PASS

Date:

Darin Fowler, Mayor

Date:

Aaron K. Cubic, City Manager

ATTEST:

Karen Frerk, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark Bartholomew, Grants Pass City Attorney
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Summary of Intergovernmental Agreement for Urban Reserve
and Applicable State Law

State Law (OAR 660-021)

Draft Agreement

Mandatory Provisions

Lands shall continue to be zoned for rural
uses until included in the UGB

v

Nonresource lands (like rural-residential)
shall not be ‘upzoned’ to allow more
intensive uses until land is included in UGB

Resource land (like farm and forest) must
continue to be planned and zoned under
requirements of applicable statewide
planning goals

Provisions shall not prohibit the siting of a
single-family dwelling on a legal parcel that
would have been allowed under law prior to
urban reserve designation

Optional Measures

Prohibition on the creation of new parcels
less than 10 acres

This prohibition is not included in the draft
agreement.

Requirements for clustering as a condition
of approval of new parcels

Included as an option for the property
owner. Clustering option allows average
rural zoning density to be maintained
overall by allowing a large parcel, plus the
smaller clustered parcels which can be
reduced to urban size if served with
Redwood Sewer in service area

Requirements for preplatting of future lots
or parcels

Included in agreement, only as a
requirement for land divisions

Requirements for written waivers of
remonstrance against annexation to a
provider of sewer, water or streets

No change to provisions that already apply
outside UGB without urban reserve
(where city provides service outside

UGB, such as Redwood Sewer).

Regulation of the siting of new development
on existing lots for the purpose of ensuring
the potential for future urban development
and public facilities.

Included in draft agreement

Responsibilities

Specify responsibilities for provision of
services, coordination

County reviews rural development under
rural codes, considers future urban land
use and infrastructure plans as part of
development review, coordinates with City
City conducts planning for future urban
public facilities and services, and
coordinates with County

Other services substantially the same as if
no Urban Reserve designation
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
FOR THE ORDERLY MANAGEMENT
OF THE GRANTS PASS URBAN RESERVE

PARTIES to this agreement are Josephine County (hereinafter County) and the City of Grants
Pass (hereinafter City).

WHEREAS, Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) Chapter 190 provides authority for
intergovernmental agreements; and

WHEREAS, Oregon Revised Statutes Chapter 190 requires that an intergovernmental
agreement shall specify functions or activities to be performed and the responsibilities for
performance of those functions; and

WHEREAS, Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 195.145 and Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR)
660-021-0020 provide authority for local governments to cooperatively designate lands outside
urban growth boundaries as urban reserves in accordance with OAR 660 Division 21; and

WHEREAS, Oregon Administrative Rules (OAR) 660-021-0010 defines ‘Urban Reserve’ as
lands outside of an urban growth boundary that will provide for (a) future expansion over a long-
term period, and (b) the cost-effective provision of public facilities and services within the area
when the lands are included within the urban growth boundary.

WHEREAS, City adopted Resolution 13-6075 and County adopted Resolution 2013-032,
including provisions to proceed with planning for urban reserves and to exercise the authority
provided in OAR 660-021-0040(6) to plan for the eventual provision of urban public facilities and
services when lands in the urban reserves are included in the urban growth boundary; and

WHEREAS, OAR 660-021-0050 requires that urban reserve planning shall include the adoption
and maintenance of urban reserve agreements, which shall be adopted by each applicable
jurisdiction at or prior to the time of urban reserve designation; and

WHEREAS, OAR 660-021-0050 requires that urban reserve agreements include provisions that
designate responsibilities among applicable jurisdictions; and

WHEREAS, OAR 660-021-0040(1) requires that lands within Urban Reserves shall retain rural
zoning until included in the urban growth boundary; and

WHEREAS, OAR 660-021-0040 includes provisions for regulation and management of resource
and nonresource lands within Urban Reserves and provides authority for measures that may be
adopted to facilitate the efficient transition from rural to urban land uses and the orderly and

efficient provision of urban services when lands are included in the urban growth boundary; and

WHEREAS, OAR 660-021-0040(2) specifies that urban reserve land use regulations shall be
adopted by the time the urban reserves are designated; and

WHEREAS, it is the intent of this agreement to comply with Oregon Revised Statutes Chapters
190 and 195 and Oregon Administrative Rules 660 Division 021; to provide for cooperative
management of the urban reserves as initially adopted, and as may be amended thereafter; and
to provide for the efficient transition from rural to urban land uses and efficient provision of urban
services when lands are included in the urban growth boundary.
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NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:

DEFINITIONS

For purposes of this agreement, terms defined in ORS 197.015, the statewide planning
goals (OAR Chapter 660, Division 15), and OAR 660-021-0010 (Urban Reserves) apply.

INTENT AND PURPOSE OF THE AGREEMENT

1.

2.

To comply with applicable state law for urban reserve agreements.

To enable the City and County to plan for the efficient transition from rural to
urban land uses, the efficient provision of urban services and facilities, and the
future transition of lands from the urban reserve to inclusion within the urban
growth boundary.

To enable greater advance information to citizens, local governments, and
services providers about the long-term direction and nature of future urban
growth and services.

To minimize impacts to property owners, local governments, and service
providers related to the transition from rural to urban land uses and provision of
public facilities and services.

To enable the City and County to work together in planning for the transition from
rural to urban land uses and provision of public facilities and services, and to
maintain and improve coordination and communication between the City and
County.

To specify the applicability of existing plans, policies, and regulations to lands
within the urban reserve, and to establish supplemental plans, policies, and
regulations consistent with OAR 660 Division 21 that provide for the rural use
and development in the urban reserve in a manner that facilitates the future
transition to urban uses and provision of public facilities and services when lands
are included in the urban growth boundary.

To ensure incremental adjustments to the urban growth boundary are based on a
comprehensive plan for the urban reserve that provides an adequate supply of
sites planned at appropriate locations to meet future needs. To ensure that the
finite supply of scarce sites with unique geographic characteristics and
proximities is prioritized and protected for land uses with critical siting needs that
require those characteristics, so those sites are not planned for, nor consumed
by, land uses that have the most flexible siting capabilities.

To establish provisions for the amendment of the urban reserve.
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II. APPLICABILITY

1.

Applicability: Geographic Area. This agreement applies to lands within the
Grants Pass Urban Reserve, as initially established, and as may be amended
thereafter. The term ‘Urban Reserve’ includes the singular and plural, whether or
not the Urban Reserve boundary or boundaries, and lands within them, are
contiguous to one another.

Applicability: Provision and Management of Services and Facilities.
Provision and management of those services and facilities specified in this
Agreement shall apply within the Urban Reserve as specified herein. Except as
provided in this agreement, provision of all other services and facilities within the
urban reserve not specified in this agreement shall continue to be provided and
managed in the same manner as, and by the same providers, as applies to other
properties outside the urban growth boundary which are not within the urban
reserve. These include water, sewer, streets and drainage, and parks & open
space, public safety, and code enforcement.

However, properties that connect to municipal sewer or water service as
authorized by this agreement or other agreement shall sign a Service and
Annexation Agreement in accordance with applicable City policy in place at the
time of this agreement, or as revised thereafter. In accordance with policy, any
properties subject to a Service and Annexation Agreement that requires payment
of a fee equal to the city tax rate shall also receive City public safety service,
including police and fire, subject to mutual aid agreements between participating
public safety providers. Properties paying the fee are not required to have a
separate rural fire protection contract to receive services from mutual aid public
safety providers.

Nothing in this agreement shall preclude the options available to the City to
provide services to properties within the urban reserve in the same manner as
services can already be provided to rural properties outside the urban growth
boundary by separate agreement or contract.

V. LAND USE AND BUILDING MANAGEMENT

1.

Urban Reserve Boundary. The City and County shall jointly adopt, and may
amend, the urban reserve boundary in accordance with applicable state law
using the Type V procedures specified in Section 13.6 of the Grants Pass and
Urbanizing Area Comprehensive Community Development Plan Policies, or as
thereafter mutually modified by the two governing bodies.

Plans, standards, and measures that govern the Urban Reserve shall be adopted
prior to or concurrent with adoption of the Urban Reserve, and subsequent
amendments shall be as provided in state law and in accordance with the
provisions of this Agreement.

Urban Reserve Planning and Zoning. As required by OAR 660-021-0040(1),
until included in the urban growth boundary, lands in the urban reserve shall
continue to be zoned for rural uses, in accordance with the provisions of
applicable state law and this agreement.
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Josephine County Comprehensive Plan & Map, Rural Land Development
Code & Zoning Map, Building Code. Except as otherwise provided in this
agreement, the County shall exclusively apply the applicable rural planning
documents governing the rural use and development of properties to lands in the
urban reserve, including the Josephine County Comprehensive Plan, the
Josephine County Comprehensive Plan Map, the Rural Land Development
Code, and the Rural Zoning Map. The County shall also administer and apply
the Building Code for lands within the Urban Reserve.

The County will continue to coordinate all actions required for permits and
inspections in the same manner as applies to other lands outside the UGB, with
appropriate agencies including County Planning, County Building Department,
DEQ, and Water Resources, as may apply.

The County shall also adopt and apply any rural services and facilities plans
needed to serve the area while rural zoning applies. These include, but are not
limited to, the rural Transportation System Plan and rural area drainage plans.
Future updates to these plans shall be coordinated with the plans described in
Sections IV.4. and V.5 of this Agreement, which guide the future transition from
rural to urban development.

The following additional provisions shall apply to the rural use and development
of lands in the urban reserve.

A. Limitations on Rezoning.

1. Exception Areas and Nonresource Land. As required by OAR
660-021-0040(3), for exception areas and nonresource land in the
urban reserve, this agreement prohibits zone amendments
allowing more intensive uses, including higher residential density,
than permitted by acknowledged zoning in effect as of the date of
establishment of the urban reserve. This provision shall remain in
effect until such time as the land is included in the urban growth
boundary, at which time provisions of the applicable urban growth
boundary management agreement shall apply.

2. Resource Land. As required by OAR 660-021-0040(4), resource
land included in the urban reserves shall continue to be planned
and zoned under the requirements of applicable statewide
planning goals.

B. Siting of a Single-Family Dwelling. Per OAR 660-021-0040(7), this
agreement does not prohibit the siting, use, and development of a single-
family dwelling on a legal parcel pursuant to urban reserve planning
requirements if the single-family dwelling would otherwise have been
allowed under law existing prior to the designation of the parcel as part of
an urban reserve.
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Additional Standards for Siting of New Development on Existing
Parcels.

1.

As part of the development review for properties within the urban
reserve, in addition to the review of standards in the Rural
Comprehensive Plan and any associated planning documents and
the Rural Land Development Code, Josephine County shall
review and consider the plans described in Sections I1V.4 and IV.5
of this Agreement including the Urban Reserve Transition Plan
and plans that guide future provision of urban facilities and
services of this agreement, to serve lands in the urban reserve
when they are included in the urban growth boundary, This review
shall be subject to the notification and comment provisions of
Section 1V.6 of this Agreement.

Development on existing parcels within the urban reserve shall be
sited so that:

a. Structures shall not be sited within the alignment of future
urban local collector, collector, or arterial streets and right-
of-way identified in applicable transportation plans; and

b. Based on the future urban zones authorized by the Urban
Reserve Transition Plan map, structures shall meet
setbacks from the future right-of-way needed for urban
standard local collector, collector, or arterial streets
identified in applicable transportation plans; and

C. Structures shall not be sited within the alignment of future
mainlines or easement widths identified for sewer
collection or water distribution in applicable plans for future
provision of urban infrastructure.

d. To the extent practical, structures shall be sited to facilitate
the future development and extension of the local street
network on the property and adjacent properties, that will
be needed to serve future urban use and development,
consistent with the map designations of the Urban Reserve
Transition Plan and the street connectivity standards of the
Development Code.

These provisions are intended to facilitate future transition from
rural to urban use and development with minimal impacts to rural
use and development that occurs while property is within the
urban reserve. These provisions shall not preclude siting of
development on a parcel. To the extent that a smaller property
cannot meet all of the requirements of this subsection, structures
shall be sited to minimize conflicts and impacts to the extent
practical.
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Service & Annexation Agreement and Written Waiver of
Remonstrance. A Service & Annexation Agreement and Written
Waiver of Remonstrance for future annexation shall be required if
the property is provided with urban services, including sewer
and/or water services.

D. Additional Standards for Land Divisions.

1.

Minimum Parcel Size. Except as authorized for the clustering
option in Subsection (2), the minimum parcel size shall be as
specified for the applicable rural zoning district in the Rural Land
Development Code.

Clustering Option. As an option to Subsection (1) above, new
parcels in the urban reserve may be smaller than the minimum
parcel size specified for the rural zoning district in the Rural Land
Development Code if the land division meets all of the
requirements of this subsection.

a. The property is within a rural residential zone.

b. The property is within the Redwood sewer service area
and is authorized to be served with public sewer.

C. No community water system shall be created. Either the
land division includes no more than three parcels, which
have individual wells or a shared well, or at its discretion,
the City may authorize the parcels to be served with
municipal water through separate agreement and terms.

d. The parent parcel is not a flag lot, and no new flag lots will
be created.
e. The parent parcel may be divided using the clustering

provisions of this section provided the overall average
density of the newly created parcels does not exceed the
density that would otherwise occur if the parent parcel was
divided in a way that met minimum lot size requirements of
the applicable rural zone for each new parcel.

f. One, and only one, of the newly created parcels shall be
designated as the ‘density granting parcel’. All other newly
created parcels shall be designated as the ‘density
receiving parcels’. Density may be transferred from the
‘density granting parcel’ to the ‘density receiving parcels’
provided each ‘density receiving parcel’ is no larger than
0.25 acre and no smaller than smallest minimum lot size of
the urban zoning district or districts authorized by the
Urban Reserve Transition Plan Map, and meets the lot
dimension requirements of that urban zoning district.
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g. The application shall include a future development plan in
accordance with Subsection (3) showing how the
remaining ‘density granting parcel’ can be further divided
and developed when included in the urban growth
boundary in accordance with the applicable
intergovernmental agreement for the UGB, the future
urban infrastructure plans, and future urban zoning
authorized by the Urban Reserve Future Land Use Plan
Map; and

h. Each new parcel, including the ‘density granting parcel’,
has frontage on a public street consistent with the future
urban zoning district; and

i. At the City’s discretion, if not already present, urban
frontage improvements or a Deferred Development
Agreement for future urban frontage improvements shall
be required for the ‘density receiving parcels’ and the
frontage of the area within the future development lot
where a home will be sited on the ‘density granting parcel’.

J- If the ‘density granting parcel’ will have more than twice
the minimum lot size of the rural residential zone remaining
after the land division, a deed declaration shall be
recorded at the time the plat is filed, on a form approved by
the City which states the property cannot be further divided
until it is within the urban growth boundary has urban
zoning applied, and must be developed in accordance with
the provisions of the applicable intergovernmental
agreement for urban growth boundary and the applicable
urban zoning district.

k. Development of the ‘density receiving parcels’ and the
future development portion of the ‘density granting parcel’
shall meet setbacks and development standards of the
applicable future urban zone, including setbacks from the
property lines shown in the future development plan for the
‘density granting parcel'.

Preplatting Future Lots or Parcels. In addition to the submittal
requirements of the Rural Land Development Code for a land
division, a future development plan shall also be submitted that
shows how the property can be further divided and developed in
accordance with the future urban use and development standards
for the map designation specified in the Urban Reserve Transition
Plan and Future Urban Land Use Plan Map.

Right-of-Way. Excluding future streets shown on a future
development plan that are not part of the immediate land division,
adequate right-of-way width and dedication shall be required for
the frontage of existing rural roads and new rural roads within the
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development consistent with the urban right-of-way widths
required for future urban facilities specified in accordance with
applicable plans and standards for future urban streets.

5. New Facilities Serving More than One Parcel. To the extent
facilities that serve more than one parcel are permitted by the
Rural Development Code and other applicable law, any new
facility that serves more than one parcel in a land division shall be
coordinated with the future provision of urban services.

a. Community Water Systems. Except as provided in
Subsection (2)(c) above for the clustering option, if
Community Water Systems are permitted by the Rural
Land Development Code, such systems shall be allowed
subject to the provisions of this Subsection. They shall be
designed for future connection to the City water distribution
system to accommodate future domestic use and fire
flows, and to facilitate the transition to the City system
when properties are further divided and/or developed with
urban use and development. Any newly created
Community Water System shall include provisions that
specify the system will only serve rural use and
development and that provide for the future connection
and transfer of service to the City system at the time the
property is developed with urban use and development
that must be served by the City water distribution system.

b. Streets and Drainage. Any new streets and drainage
facilities that serve a new land division shall be located and
aligned to facilitate the future street system on the future
development plan, and to the extent possible, to
accommodate the grades and alignment of future
underground utilities, such as sewer, water, and storm
drainage.

6. Service & Annexation Agreement and Written Waiver of
Remonstrance. A Service & Annexation Agreement and Written
Waiver of Remonstrance for future annexation shall be required
for each parcel that is provided with urban services, including
public sewer and/or water services.

Urban Reserve Transition Plan and Future Urban Land Use Plan Map. As
part of the Comprehensive Plan, the City and County shall adopt urban reserve
transition planning documents as specified in this agreement, including a future
urban land use plan map, to guide planning for the eventual inclusion of
properties in the urban reserve within the urban growth boundary.

A. Purpose. The purpose of the Urban Reserve Transition Plan and Future
Urban Land Use Plan Map is to:
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1. Provide the basis and guidance for the future transition from rural
plan and zoning map designations to urban plan and zoning map
designations.

2. Ensure that lands that are uniquely suitable for certain land uses,
due to unique geographic characteristics, proximities, and land
use patterns are available for those uses when needed and
included in the UGB,

3. Avoid incremental, unplanned, piecemeal zoning that wouldn’t
meet long-term needs for land uses if lands are brought into urban
growth boundary without a plan.

4. Provide the basis and guidance for development of infrastructure
and public facilities plans, including sizing of infrastructure to
serve the urban growth boundary with consideration of the future
needs and sizing of that infrastructure to serve lands within the
urban reserve when they are included in the urban growth
boundary.

5. Together with the Future Public Facilities and Services Plans in
Section IV.5 of this agreement, provide guidance for the Land Use
Management provisions in Section V.3 of this Agreement, which
are intended to provide for the coordinated review of rural
development to plan for efficient transition to future urbanization.

The Future Urban Land Use Map may include the same Comprehensive
Plan Map designations that apply to lands in the urban growth boundary,
may contain different plan designations, or a combination. The map
designations shall be sufficient to provide guidance on the generalized
land use and development densities that will be permitted by future
zoning, and shall be sufficient to guide future infrastructure planning.

Urban Reserve Future Public Facilities and Services Plans.

A.

Per OAR 660-021-0040(6), cities and counties are authorized to plan for
the eventual provision of urban public facilities and services to urban
reserves. This agreement includes planning for the eventual provision of
urban public facilities and services to the land within the urban reserves.
However, it does not authorize urban levels of development or services in
urban reserves prior to their inclusion in the urban growth boundary. It is
not intended to prevent the planning for, installation of, or connection to
public facilities or services in urban reserves consistent with the statewide
planning goals and with acknowledged comprehensive plans and land
use regulations in effect at the effective date of this agreement.

The City shall be responsible for planning for eventual provision of urban
public facilities and services; including Water, Sewer, Transportation, and
Drainage, to eventually serve the lands within the urban reserve once
they are included within the urban growth boundary and develop with
urban use and development.
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Sizing infrastructure for the long-term extension to serve the urban
reserves is cumulative to the planning for the infrastructure and public
facilities to serve the urban growth boundary. Therefore, this planning
affects the sizing of infrastructure and public facilities that will be installed
in the shorter term to serve the urban growth boundary as well as the
infrastructure that will be in the longer term to serve lands in the urban
reserve when they are included in the urban growth boundary and
develop with urban use and development.

Therefore, these plans may be part of the same planning documents for
infrastructure and public facilities for both the urban growth boundary and
the urban reserve. The plans may identify how capital projects can be
phased to initially serve lands in the urban growth boundary and to later
serve lands in the urban reserve when they are included within the urban
growth boundary. The plans may also include projects that cannot be
phased, and must be initially sized and constructed to serve lands in the
urban growth boundary and urban reserve, even though urban reserve
lands may not initially be served at urban densities until they are included
in the urban growth boundary.

Nothing in this agreement is intended to limit or preclude the planning,
siting, or development of facilities outside of the jurisdiction or service
areas they are intended to serve, consistent with applicable state law.

6. Procedures, Notification, and Appeals.

A.

Rural Planning and Development. The following shall apply to actions
taken by the County under the Rural Comprehensive Plan, Rural
Comprehensive Plan Map, Rural Land Development Code, and Rural
Zoning Map.

1. Legislative Text Amendments and Legislative and Quasi-
Judicial Map Amendments. The County shall process these
amendments in accordance with the procedures in the Rural
Comprehensive Plan and Rural Land Development Code. In
addition, the County shall provide written notice of all proposed
legislative text amendments and legislative and quasi-judicial map
amendment to the City at least 35 days prior to the public hearing
at which the action is first considered. The City shall be deemed
to have automatic party status regarding all such decisions for the
purposes of standing for appeals.

2. Quasi-Judicial Applications Except Map Amendments. The
County shall process these amendments in accordance with the
procedures in the Rural Comprehensive Plan and Rural Land
Development Code. The County shall give the City written notice
of all land use, limited land use and expedited land division
decisions in the urban reserve in the same manner as required by
Oregon Law for adjacent property owners. The City shall be
deemed to have automatic party status regarding all such
decisions for the purposes of standing for appeals. Quasi-judicial
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land use and limited land use development decisions made by the
County’s Planning Director, Hearings Officer, or the Rural
Planning Commission may be appealed according to the County’s
land use hearing rules. The County may provide staff support for
any administrative or quasi-judicial review of decisions regarding
the application of land use regulations to land within the urban
reserve.

Administrative Permit Approvals. For building permits and
administrative permits that do not require quasi-judicial or
legislative review, which are subject to the standards of Section
IV.3.C of this Agreement, in addition to the County’s review for
consistency with that Section, the County shall route plans to the
City for review and comment for consistency with the provisions of
that Section prior to issuance of a permit. The County shall
provide 7 days for the City to comment prior to issuance of a
permit.

Preapplications. For any action that relates to land use and
permit approvals within the urban reserve for which the County is
required to provide notification to the City under this agreement,
the County shall also provide notification of any pre-application to
the City for any such associated application so the City may
comment prior to submittal of a formal application. The County
shall provide notice to the City is the same manner it notifies other
affected agencies, and shall provide notice at least 10 business
days before comments are due.

Cooperation on Planning Undertakings. The County is
encouraged to notify the City as early as possible when it is
considering undertaking plan, code, map, and/or service
amendments that may affect the use and development of land
within the urban reserve, and to invite the City to participate in the
those undertakings, prior to review of a formal proposal through
the public hearing process.

Urban Planning and Development.

1.

Urban Reserve Transition Plan and Future Urban Land Use
Plan Map. The City and County shall initially adopt the Urban
Reserve Transition Plan and Future Urban Land Use Plan Map at
the time of adoption and amendment of the Urban Reserve, using
the Type V procedure specified in the Grants Pass and Urbanizing
Area Community Comprehensive Plan. Thereafter, the procedure
for amendments to this plan for lands in the Urban Reserve shall
be in the same manner specified in the Intergovernmental
Agreement for the Urban Growth Boundary and specified in the
Grants Pass and Urbanizing Area Community Comprehensive
Plan, using the Type IV procedure, and including the same
noticing provisions and automatic party status to the County.
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2. Urban Reserve Future Public Facilities and Services Plans.
The City shall adopt Urban Reserve Future Public Facilities and
Services Plans in the same manner specified in the
Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Growth Boundary and
specified in the Comprehensive Plan, using the Type IV
procedure, and including the same noticing provisions and
automatic party status to the County.

3. Cooperation on Planning Undertakings. For urban
infrastructure planning that may affect rural lands and facilities,
such as transportation and drainage facilities, including those
outside the urban service planning area, the City is encouraged to
involve the County in the planning process. This agreement is not
intended to limit or preclude other cooperative infrastructure
planning efforts that cross urban and rural boundaries.

7. Inclusion of Urban Reserve Lands within the Urban Growth Boundary.

A. Services. When lands within the Urban Reserve are included within the
Urban Growth Boundary, in accordance with the procedures of the
applicable Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Growth Boundary,
services shall be provided in accordance with the terms of the applicable
Intergovernmental Agreement for the Urban Growth Boundary.

Land Use and Building Code Administration may differ for different lands
within the UGB, depending on rezoning policies which may retain rural
zoning on some lands within the UGB, whether the properties have rural
or urban zoning, and the associated provisions of the Intergovernmental
Agreement, or any Interim Intergovernmental Agreements for the UGB
that may apply to lands with rural zoning.

B. Comprehensive Plan Map. The Comprehensive Plan Map for the Urban
Growth Boundary (UGB) shall be updated to include the new area added
to the UGB, with plan designations that are the same as, or consistent
with, the Urban Reserve Future Urban Land Use Plan Map for the subject
lands.

FINANCING AUTHORITY

Lands within the Urban Reserve will retain rural zoning prior to inclusion in the Urban
Growth Boundary. Most public facilities and services within the Urban Reserve will be
County owned and managed facilities built to rural standards. However, some City
owned and managed services are authorized to serve rural development, as specified in
this Agreement and other agreements.

For any public services and facilities that will be provided by the City in accordance with
the Agreements, the County grants, and the City accepts, the authority to raise and
collect monies that are necessary or convenient to provide, construct, improve, and
maintain Urban Reserve public facilities and services, subject to the requirements and
procedures of Oregon law. This authority shall include, but is not limited to, the
formation of local improvement districts and similar service districts and special
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VI.

VII.

VIII.

DRAFT — 10-24-2013

assessments, and to exercise any and all powers now or hereafter granted to the County
through waivers of remonstrance to lands within the Urban Reserve, and to secure
financing and establish liens or other devices, deferred payment programs and formats,
and otherwise take all actions necessary to assure the timely, orderly and efficient
arrangement of public facilities and services within the Urban Reserve. This authority
shall also include the right to require the signing of service and annexation agreements
when so authorized, and require compliance with standards specified in applicable
agreements, prior to the provision of City owned or managed services to specific
properties.

MAINTENANCE AND AMENDMENT

This agreement may be amended any time with the consent of the parties, provided 30-
day written notice of the intention to amend is given to the Department of Land
Conservation and Development. Modifications in this agreement shall be deemed
consistent with the applicable Comprehensive Plan and its various elements.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION

1. Per OAR 660-021-0070(2), disputes between jurisdictions regarding urban
reserve boundaries, planning and regulation, or urban reserve agreements may
be mediated by the Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD)
or the Land Conservation and Development Commission (LCDC) upon request
by an affected party to this agreement.

2. In the event a dispute occurs regarding the operation or interpretation of this
agreement, or the need for an amendment, and the parties come to an impasse
regarding the dispute, the governing body of either the County or City may refer
the dispute to a resolution committee. The resolution committee shall be
comprised of two County representatives chosen by the County Commissioners,
and two City representatives chosen by the City Council and the Chair of the
Urban Area Planning Commission. The committee shall immediately proceed
with non-binding mediation. The Resolution Committee may elect to proceed
with binding arbitration by unanimous agreement.

SEVERABILITY
If any term or provision of this agreement or the application thereof to any person or
circumstance shall to any extent be invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of this

agreement and the application of such term or provision to persons or circumstances
other than those to which it is held invalid or unenforceable shall not be affected thereby.
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IX. EFFECTIVE DATE

This Agreement shall become effective on the same effective date as the adoption of the
Urban Reserve Boundary adopted by City Ordinance and County Ordinance

JOSEPHINE COUNTY

Date:
Simon Hare, Chair

Date:
Cherryl Walker, Vice Chair

Date:

Keith Heck, Commissioner

Approved as to form:

Steve Rich, Josephine County Counsel

CITY OF GRANTS PASS

Date:

Darin Fowler, Mayor

Date:

Aaron Cubic, City Manager

ATTEST:

Karen Frerk, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark Bartholomew, City Attorney

urban reserve iga 10-24-2013.doc
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Comprehensive Plan Amendment - Urban Growth Boundary Inclusion Criteria

Item:
Comprehensive Plan Amendment - Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) Inclusion Criteria

Action Items:
e Comprehensive Plan Amendment - UGB Inclusion Criteria, Section 13.6.3(e)

Background:
State law establishes priorities for which lands are included in a UGB. In Josephine County, there are

currently two priority categories. Highest priority is non-resource land such as rural residential zoning.
Lowest priority is resource land such as farm or forest zoning.

The Comprehensive Plan includes criteria for inclusion of land in the UGB. One of the current criteria is
stricter than state law. It considers both the zoning and current use of agricultural land. Rather than a
priority, it provides a prohibition on inclusion of agricultural lands supporting a commercial agricultural
enterprise.

The proposed amendment would change the criterion to address the zoning only, and not consider the
current use. It would also change the prohibition to a prioritization, consistent with state law. However,
it keeps the criterion for inclusion of agricultural land narrow, limiting it to lands needed for industrial
use.

Summary:

e Changes one of the current Comprehensive Plan criterion for UGB inclusion of agricultural land with
commercial agricultural enterprise from prohibition to a prioritization, like state law

e Criterion would address zoning only, not current use of property

e Keeps the criterion for inclusion of agricultural land narrow, limiting it to lands needed for industrial
use.

Attachments:
Action Items:

e Draft amendment to Comprehensive Plan Section 13.6.3(e)

Notes:
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13.6.3 Ciriteria for Inclusion

For including real property within the Urban Growth Boundary, the City
Council and Board of County Commissioners shall base their conclusion
upon and adopt findings in consideration of the following criteria, as
relevant to each inclusion:

(a)

(b)

(©)

(d)

The proposed inclusion meets applicable planning goals and
guidelines of the State of Oregon.

The proposed inclusions consistent with the goals and policies of
the Comprehensive Plan.

The applicant has demonstrated need to meet population growth
requirement:

1. as defined by residential, commercial, industrial, public,
and semi-public land requirements determined by the
Comprehensive Plan, as best met by the proposal versus
other available alternatives; or

2. as defined by a need to meet the land use requirements of a
given area, sub-area or neighborhood of the Boundary,
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan policies for that
area, sub-area, or neighborhood.

The applicant has demonstrated that the proposed inclusion
recognized the development patterns endorsed by the
Comprehensive Plan.

o | L inelusi s ultural_land :

(€)

SEI -

Land proposed for inclusion shall not have farm resource
zoning, whether Exclusive Farm Use (EFU), Farm Resource
(FR), or equivalent, unless:

1. The lands are necessary for industrial use, and will be
designated only for traded-sector industrial uses, and

2. The inclusion is consistent with the priority requirements
of ORS 197.298 and OAR 660-024-0060, and

3. In addition to the above priorities in statute and
administrative rule, if lands with either EFU or FR
zoning designations on the Josephine County Zoning



(f)

(9)

(h)
(i)

()

Map could meet the need, priority shall be given to lands
in the FR zone over those in the EFU zone.

The proposed inclusions are contiguous to the Urban Growth
Boundary.

The proposed inclusion can be provided with the full range of
basic urban services in an economical manner.

Allow for citizen review and comment.

Allow for review and comment by affected governmental units and
other agencies.

If properties included within the Boundary, the zoning of the
included property shall be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan
Land Use Map for the Urban Growth Boundary.

13.6.4 Criteria for Exclusion:

For excluding real property from the Urban Growth Boundary previously
included, the City Council and Board of County Commissioners shall base
their conclusions upon, and adopt findings in consideration of, the
following criteria, as relevant to each exclusion:

(a)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(€)

The proposed exclusion is consistent with the Planning Goals and
Guidelines of the State of Oregon.

The proposed exclusion is consistent with the Goals and Policies of
the Comprehensive Plan.

The applicant has demonstrated that the need for residential,
commercial, industrial, public and semi-public lands, as
determined by the Comprehensive Plan, will not be significantly
affected by the exclusion.

The proposed exclusion is not partitioned or developed to urban
levels. Urban levels are evidenced by partitioning or residential
development of more than one dwelling unit per acre; by basic
urban services of sanitary sewer and/or water systems available to
the area; by developed industrial, commercial and institutional
uses, or lands designated for those uses; and by the availability of
sanitary sewer service or public water service to the area.

The proposed exclusion is agricultural land capable of supporting a
commercial agricultural enterprise.



“Efficiency Measures” - Development Code Updates

Item:
“Efficiency Measures” — Development Code Updates

Action Items:
e Development Code Amendments

Background:
As part of the UGB review, it is necessary to review opportunities to use lands within the UGB more

efficiently and to consider measures that will reduce the need for, and size of, a UGB expansion. That
review was conducted as part of the adoption of the Urbanization Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

The Urbanization Element includes policies for efficiency measures that resulted in a smaller UGB than
would have otherwise been required. (An excerpted table summarizing the measures is attached).
These policies must be adopted as code provisions in order to implement the more general policies.
Most measures provide additional options for property owners to use and develop their properties.
(Examples include accessory dwellings, simpler/less expensive process and more options for home
occupations, greater flexibility for lot arrangement in land divisions without variances, etc.)

The City obtained resources through the state’s Code Assistance program to prepare and review code
provisions for some of the policies that had more choices in how they are specifically implemented. The
attached memo identifies the policies in the final summary memo addressed through Code Assistance
work. The other, more straightforward, amendments will be drafted for incorporation into the
development code.

During the development and review of the code amendments, the Urban Area Planning Commission
held two work sessions. Draft documents were revised to address comments from their work sessions.
The Planning Commission reviewed a June 29, 2012 memo and draft at their August 8, 2012 meeting
and an October 10, 2012 memo and draft at their October 24, 2012 meeting. The final December 2012
draft report addressed comments from the planning commission meetings.

Summary:
e |Implements policies already adopted in Urbanization Element

e Reduces size of UGB expansion
e Provides for efficient use of lands within UGB
e Most measures provide more options for how property owners use and develop their properties

Attachments:
Action Items:

e Code Amendments — outlined in Code Assistance Project

Supporting Documents:
e Summary of Land Use Efficiency Measures
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“Efficiency Measures” - Development Code Updates

Notes:
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TABLE 14.60.3
SUMMARY OF LAND USE EFFICIENCY MEASURES

A. EFFICIENCY MEASURES

Gross Acres Over 20 Years

More Efficient Use of Vacant and Partially
Vacant Land

la. 10% small lot allowance in LR subdivisions 30 acres (LR)
1b. Marginal reduction in LR min. lot sizes, or new 43 acres (1,000 sf reduction) (LR)
zones with these min. lot sizes
1c. New R-1-5 zone in MR with <5,000 min. lot size in 13 acres (MR)
conjunction w/open space
1d. Increase max allowed density in R-3/HR and R- 11 acres (7 acres HR / 4 acres HRR)
4/HRR
le. Commercial - reduce off-street parking 20 acres (Commercial)
requirement/provide on-street parking credit
1f.  Increase ratio of higher:lower density plan 78 acres (LR)
designation lands, and zones within each plan
designation, when planning/zoning new lands to be
included in the UGB.
1g. Rezone areas with substantial buildable acres to 83 acres (LR, MR)
higher density plan designations.
1h. Limit use of lowest density zones predominantly to Dependent on total buildable acres affected.
areas where there are natural features and
constraints, such as floodplain/floodway, riparian
areas, steep slopes over 25% (R-1-12) and
moderate slopes between 15-25% (R-1-10)
11 Reduce Demand for Vacant and Partially Land /
More Efficient Use of Other Land
2a. Employment Land Infill 100 acres (50 ac. Comm., 50 ac. Ind.)
2b. Residential Land Infill (LR) 12 acres (LR)
2c. Residential Land Infill (MR, HR, HRR) 16 acres (MR, HR, HRR)
2d. Employment Land Redevelopment 125 acres (100 ac. Comm., 25 ac. Ind.)
2e. Residential Land Redevelopment 16 acres (13 ac. HR, 3 ac. HRR)
2f.  Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) Ordinance 8 acres (Residential) (4 HR, 4HRR)
(For new development, this measure also achieves
the strategy of more efficient use of vacant and
partially vacant land. This efficiency reflects ADUs
for both situations).
2g. Allow employment in areas that are not designated 100 acres (75 ac. Comm., 25 ac. Ind.)
for commercial development
Ill.  Mixed Use / Share Land for Residential and
Employment Uses
3a. Mixed-Use Development - Central Area 12 acres (6 HRR, 6 Comm.)
3b  Mixed-Use Neighborhood Centers and Nodes 20 acres (10 HR, 10 HRR)
3c. Home-Based Businesses & Live/Work See 2g which includes this efficiency
3d. Establish standards that permit a mix of uses and See 2g which includes this efficiency
live/work within a Planned Unit Development.
3e. In commercial zones that don't currently permit 10 acres (5 HR, 5 HRR)

residential use, revise standards to permit
residential use when part of a mixed use
development.

Grants Pass & Urbanizing Area Comprehensive Plan

Element 14 Revised 9/18/2012, Ord. 5560
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B. TOOLS TO PROVIDE REASONABLE LIKELIHOOD THAT MEASURES WILL BE ACHIEVED

IV. Targeted Market and Other Incentives to Use
Land and Infrastructure More Efficiently

4a. Expand eligibility for state upper-story housing tax
credit program to any zone that allows residential
and employment use.

4b. The City may revise SDC credits for multi-story
employment or mixed-use development (building
footprint sf vs. total sf), proximity of residential to
services, ADU's, etc. This is not a land use
regulation.

4c. In addition to PUDs, allow cluster development and
average density rather than a strict minimum lot
size.

4d. As part of PUD or cluster development, allow
density bonuses in exchange for open space or
amenities.

4f.  Permit more housing types to be reviewed through
the Type 1 building permit process.

4g. Simplify the review process and fees associated
with Major Home Occupations.

V. Mandates to Preserve Multi-Family & Higher-
Density Zoned Property for Its Intended Use

5a. Create one or two zones with a minimum density for
multi-family or other mix of housing that achieves
the average minimum density, especially where
needed near services.

5b. In areas where both office and higher density
residential use are needed, provide zoning that
ensures all lands aren’t consumed by one or the
other of these uses.

5c. In areas where both commercial and residential
uses are needed, provide zoning that ensures lands
designated and zoned for commercial use have
standards that ensure they aren’t consumed by
exclusively residential uses.

C. TOOLS TO ACHIEVE EFFICIENCIES IN A MANNER THAT
INCREASES OPPORTUNITIES FOR OWNERSHIP

VI. Measures that Provide Greater Opportunity for
Homeownership

6a. Allow "zero-lot line duplexes" at same density as
standard duplexes in zones where duplexes are
permitted

6b. Allow other attached housing at same density as
multi-dwellings in zones where multi-dwellings are
permitted

Grants Pass & Urbanizing Area Comprehensive Plan Element 14 Revised 9/18/2012, Ord. 5560
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City of Grants Pass Code Assistance Project
Urbanization Code Update

Project Overview

The City of Grants Pass (City) is a community of approximately 34,533 people located in Josephine County,
Oregon. The City is in the process of reviewing and expanding its urban growth boundary (UGB) and has
recently adopted a new Urbanization Element in its comprehensive plan. The Urbanization Element identifies
efficiency measures for residential and other land uses in the current UGB and potential expansion areas;
promotes policies for a more livable community; and provides greater housing choices and opportunities
supportive of alternative transportation modes.

Recognizing a need to update the current land use regulations to support the new Urbanization Element
policies, the City requested and received assistance from the Oregon Transportation and Growth
Management (TGM) Program. The TGM Program provided funding for a land use consultant (Angelo Planning
Group) to work with the City to evaluate and draft new code provisions intended to implement the
Urbanization Element policies.

Specific provisions targeted in an update of the development code included:

= Small lot allowance percentage in lower density zones

= (Clear and objective single-family attached development standards

= Simplified cluster development/average density standards separate from the PUD process.

= Measures that consider actual density (units/acre) and other intensity, open space, and affordability
considerations to provide additional density for developments

= Co-housing

= Parking reductions

=  Simplified home occupation standards and procedures

= Greater opportunities for owner-occupied zero-lot line structures at same densities in zones where
duplexes and other multi-family are already authorized.

= Additional density allowances associated with affordable units.
= Accessory dwelling unit standards

The project consisted of three primary tasks. Task 1 involved preparation of a Discussion Memorandum that
identified the key questions resulting from a review of the Grants Pass development code and discussions with
City staff. A Summary Memorandum was also prepared to memorialize decisions that were made in response
to the Discussion Memorandum. The Summary Memorandum served as the foundation for the rest of the
project. The Summary Memorandum is provided in Appendix A of this report.

Task 2 provided an evaluation of alternative code concepts for each of the key issues identified in Task 1. This
task included examples from the TGM Model Code and other jurisdictions to help the City visualize potential
code approaches. The Task 2 Evaluation Memorandum is provided in Appendix B of this report.

Task 3 involved several rounds of draft code amendments intended to implement the code concepts agreed
upon in Task 2. The fourth round of draft code amendments is considered the final deliverable for this project
and is provided in this report.
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Memorandum

To: Tom Schauer, Senior Planner City of Grants Pass
Carla Angeli, Principal Planner, City of Grants Pass
Gary Fish, Transportation Planner, ODOT

From:  Serah Breakstone and Cathy Corliss

Re: City of Grants Pass Urbanization Update Code Assistance Project -
Task 6.2 Final Recommended Code Amendments

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this memo is to provide the City of Grants Pass with a set of recommended code
amendments intended to improve land use efficiency within the Urban Growth Boundary and expansion
areas as described in the Urbanization Element (Element 14) ' of the city’s Comprehensive Plan. The
recommended amendments in this memo are guided by code concepts and tools that were identified
during Tasks 1 and 2 of this project. The final reports from Tasks 1 and 2 are provided in Appendices A
and B respectively. During those tasks, the Project Management Team and Project Advisory Team
identified a list of potential efficiency measures and discussed alternative approaches to implementing
those measures. Where several options were available for implementation, the city chose the option that
appeared most suitable for Grants Pass.

The portions of the Grants Pass Development Code (last amended March 7, 2012) that are impacted by
the recommended amendments include:

Article 12: Zoning Districts Article 22: Residential Development Standards
Article 14: Certain Uses Article 25: Parking And Loading Standards
Article 18: Planned Unit Development (PUD)  Article 30: Definitions

Article 19: Site Plan Review

The Task 2 Final Evaluation Report dated August 31, 2012 provides a detailed discussion of the
alternatives that were considered and the city’s preferred approach for each efficiency measure. For
consistency, this memo indicates which measures are being implemented, both in the summary table on
the following page and at the beginning of each section. The title and number of each measure
corresponds with the discussion in the Task 2 Report. Because this memo is organized by code chapters
(articles), there is some overlap. For example, Measure #2, Single-Family Attached Housing is
implemented through amendments to both Articles 12 and 22.

! Grants Pass & Urbanizing Area Comprehensive Plan, Element 14, adopted 11/4/2009 (Urbanization Element).



City of Grants Pass Code Assistance
Task 6.2 Final Recommended Code Amendments

Summary Table: Efficiency Measures by Code Section

Code Sections Proposed for Amendment

Task 2
Efficiency
Measures

Unit Development
(PUD)

Plan Review
Residential
Development
Standards

Article 25: Parking
And Loading

Article 18: Planned
Standards

Article 14: Certain

Article 12: Zoning
Uses

Article 19: Site
Article 22:

Article 30:
Definitions

> | Districts

1. Small lot
allowances

2. Single-family
attached X X
development
standards

3. Cluster

development
and lot size X
averaging
standards

4. Additional
measures to X X X
increase density

5. Co-housing
development

X X
(group quarters
vs. family)

6. Cottage
housing X X
development

7. Parking
reductions

8. Simplified
home occupation X
standards

density
allowancesfor
affordable
heusing [Not

included*]

10. Accessory
dwelling unit X X
standards

11. Flexible
planned unit X X
development

(PUD) standards

12. Mixed-use
development

13. Terminology

December 2012



City of Grants Pass Code Assistance
Task 6.2 Final Recommended Code Amendments

(* Note that one measure - density bonuses for affordable housing - is not addressed in this meno becanse the tean: concluded
that there was little o no demand for additional density)

The recommended text amendments in this memo are shown in text boxes in underline and strtkeent
format. Underlined text indicates new language; strikeout text indicates language that will be deleted.
Where an entirely new section of code language is recommended, a new section number will be chosen as
appropriate within the context of the code. In some cases, new graphics are also included to help clarify
and illustrate the standards.

This memo provides the fourth and final version of recommended code amendments.

December 2012 -3-



City of Grants Pass Code Assistance
Task 6.2 Final Recommended Code Amendments

DRAFT CODE AMENDMENTS - ARTICLE 12: ZONING DISTRICTS

These amendments to Article 12: Zoning Districts are recommended to implement the following

measures:

1. Small lot allowance in lower density zones: Permit small lot allowance outright.

2. Single-family Attached Housing : Add single attached to list of permitted uses (Schedule 12-2), apply
standards through Article 22.

3. Lot size averaging and cluster development standards separate from the PUD process. Add
provisions to allow lot size averaging and clustering.

4. Additional Measures to Increase Density: Reduce the open space standard for small multi-
dwelling projects in commercial zones to promote efficient use of land.

5. Co-housing (group quarters): Allow group quarters in more residential zones, apply standards through
Article 14.

6. Cottage Development: Allow cottage development in residential zones, apply standards
through Article 18.

10. Accessory dwelling unit (ADU) standards: Allow ADUs in residential zones, apply standards
through Article 22.

11. Planned Unit Development (PUD) standards: Allow a broader mix of trade and service
uses in residential PUDs, apply limitations through Article 18.

12. Mixed Use Developments: Allow multi-dwelling residential in the RTC-II and RT'C-11I zones

when on the upper floor of a mixed-use development.

Article 12: Zoning Districts

Schedule 12-2 Permitted Uses and Site Plan Review Procedures

Land Use Types UR R-1-12 R-1-6 R-2 R-3 R-4
R-1-10
R-1-8
(2) Residential Dwelling Units
(b) New
6. Single Attached, Two PUD PUD P-ll P-I-A P-I-A P-I-A
Units, per 22.700
7. Single Attached, Three or PUD PUD PUD P-ll P-I-C P-I-C
More Units. per 22.700
8. Accessory Dwelling Unit, P-1-A P-1-A P-1-A P-I-A P-I-A P-1-A
per 22.720
9. Cottage Development, P-11 P-ll P-ll P-11 P-11 P-11
Four Units, per 18.100
10. Cottage Development, P-111 P-111 P-111 P-111 P-111 P-111
Five to Twelve Units, per
18.100
(c) Group quarters, per 14.700 P-1-A P-I-A P-I-A P-1-A P-1-A P-Il
(3) Trade
a) Retail Indoor - PUD () PUD () PUD (j) PUD (j) PUD (j)

December 2012 -4-
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Task 6.2 Final Recommended Code Amendments

(4) Services

a) Professional Office - PUD () PUD () PUD (j) PUD (j) P-Il
b) Business Office - PUD () PUD ()) PUD (j) PUD (j) PUD (j)
f) Eating and Drinking - PUD (j) PUD (j) PUD (j) PUD (j) PUD (j)
Establishment
k) Group Care - PUD ()) PUD ()) PUD () P-111 P-111
q) Personal Service - PUD () PUD () PUD (j) PUD (j) P-Il

Table Notes:

(i) Trade and service uses permitted through a PUD in residential zones are subject to the limitations in Article 18.

Schedule 12-3. RTC Zone - Permitted Uses and Review
Procedures
Land Uses Zoning District
RTC-I RTC-II RTC-II
1. Residential
a. Multi-dwelling residential P-Ill-r P-111-r™ P-111-r™
b. Condominiums P-IlI-r P-111-r™ P-111-r™”
Table notes:

(1) Residential uses are permitted in the RTC-1l and RTC-Ill zones only on upper floors when part of a mixed-
use development that includes commercial uses on the ground floor.

12.140 Determining Residential Density

(3) The maximum density for any given zone is not subject to increase using the variance process;the PUbB
proeess; or the subdivision option process. The maximum density for any given zone may be increased only
by using the PUD process, small lot allowance, or density incentives as provided in this Code.

12.150 Residential Base Development Standards
12.250 Commercial Base Development Standards...
12.251 Purpose...

12.152 Lot Requirements
(1) Minimum lot requirements shall be as given in Schedule 12-5, except as specified in subsection (3):

(3) Exceptions to minimum lot size and width. The following exceptions to minimum lot size and width
are allowed outright:

(@) Small lot allowance. The small lot allowance applies to new subdivisions with five (5) lots or
more in the R-1-6, R-1-8, R-1-10 and R-1-12 zones. The small lot allowance is intended to
promote efficient use of land and flexibility in subdivision design.

() Up to 20 percent (20%) of new residential lots within a subdivision may be below the
minimum lot size, but not smaller than 5,000 square feet.

(i) Small lots created in accordance with this provision shall not be included in the calculation of
maximum density set forth in Schedule 12-4.

(b) Lot size averaging. In order to promote efficient use of land and allow flexibility in
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subdivision design to address site constraints such as cul-de-sacs or irregularly shaped
lots, the lot area standards may be modified through the use of lot size averaging as
follows:

(i) This option is allowed only within the R-1-12, R-1-10 and R-1-8 zones.

(i) Up to 50 percent (50%) of the lots within the subdivision may be smaller than the minimum
lot size required by the zone provided that the smallest lots created are not less than 80
percent (80%) of the minimum lot size.

iii) For each lot below the minimum lot size, there shall be one lot that is above the minimum lot
size. For example, if five lots below the minimum lot size are created using lot size
averaging, five lots above the minimum lot size shall also be created. Combining the
“leftover” square footage from small lots into one very large lot is not allowed.

(iv) The minimum lot width may also be reduced only on the smaller lots created through lot size
averaging. On those lots, the lot width shall not be less than 80 percent of the minimum lot
width established by the base zone.

(v) The overall density of the subdivision shall not exceed the maximum density standard for the
zone unless the small lot allowance in (a) above is also used.

(vi) A deed restriction shall be placed on any lots that could be further divided if such a
subsequent land division would exceed the maximum density of the zone.

(vii) This option may be used in conjunction with the small lot allowance provisions in (a) above.

(¢) Cluster lots. These standards are intended to provide an option to allow for greater flexibility in
preserving natural features and providing open space while achieving zoned density. These
provisions are allowed in any residential zone.

(i) Lot Size Reductions. If a subdivision creates one or more public or private open space lots
meeting the requirements of Subsection (ii), any developable lot with at least 50 feet abutting
the open space lot on one or more interior side or rear lot lines may have a reduced
minimum lot size, as follows:

(1) Those lots shall not be less than 50% of the minimum lot size of the zone, and not
less than 4,000 square feet, whichever is larger.

(2) The lot width for a lot may be reduced below the minimum lot width requirement by
the same percentage that the lot size is reduced below the minimum lot size, but not
less than 50 feet. (For example, in the R-1-12 zone, if a lot is reduced to 80% of the
minimum, from the 12,000 square feet minimum to 9,600 square feet, lot width for
that lot may be reduced to 80% from 80 feet to 67 feet).

(3) These provisions do not allow for an overall increase above maximum density for the
parent parcel that would exceed the maximum allowed density of the zone.
However, these provisions may be used together with the small lot allowance
provisions in Subsection (a).

(i) Common Open Space Area. The common open space lot required to allow smaller cluster
lots described in Subsection (i) shall meet the following requirements:

(1) The common open space lot or lots shall be created as part of the subdivision. It
may be public or private. If public, the applicant must have prior approval from the
affected public agency to accept the dedication. _If private, it shall be a common
area.

(2) A common open space lot shall contain an area no less than the sum of the
difference between the actual lot size and minimum lot size for each reduced size lot
abutting the common open space. However, in no case shall any open space lot
shall be less than 5,000 square feet. (For example, if 10 lots abutting the open space
each have lot sizes 2,000 square feet below the minimum lot size of the zone, the
open space lot shall contain at least 20,000 square feet).

(3) The common open space lot shall have a minimum width or depth dimension of no
less than 20 feet at any point.
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The common open space lot shall have at least 50 feet of frontage on a public right-
of-way.

The common open space lot shall be for preservation of special natural features or
and/or provision of natural or recreational open space.

The open space lot shall be predominantly vegetated, but may contain hardscape
elements such as pedestrian and bicycle trails, play structures, etc., that may be
counted toward the minimum area requirements for the open space lot. Sidewalks
and bike lanes located within an adjacent public right-of-way shall not be counted
toward the open space area.

Any area provided for vehicular parking adjacent to an open space lot will not count
toward the minimum lot area requirement.

If the common open area lot contains a delineated resource (wetland, wetland buffer,
riparian area, etc.), the open space lot lines shall be set back at least 20 feet from the
edge of the delineated resource.

The applicant shall record a covenant for any lot abutting the open space lot that
precludes sight-obscuring fencing taller than 4 feet within 20 feet of a pedestrian path
in a common area lot. Taller fencing may be permitted within the specified distance,
provided it isn’t sight-obscuring.

(d) Lot requirements for Single Attached development. The following lot requirements apply to

Single Attached residential development.

The minimum lot size for a Single Attached lot shall be 2,000 square feet. The maximum

density requirements per the base zone apply.

No side yard setback is required for an interior property line (lots that have a Single

Attached dwelling on both sides).

The minimum lot width shall be 20 feet for interior Single Attached lots (lots that have a

Single Attached dwelling on both sides).

The minimum lot width shall be 30 feet for exterior Single Attached lots (lots with a Single

Attached dwelling on only one side).

[Note: Renumber rest of this section]

12.156 Alternate Development Options. Residential Development other than as provided in these
Base Development Standards may be pursued by the following procedures of this Code:

(1) Planned Unit Development_& Alternative Development Options, Article 18.
(2) Modified Setback Option, Residential Development Standards, Article 22.
(3) Variance, Atrticle 6.
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Figure X: lllustration of small lot allowance
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Figure X: lllustration of lot size averaging
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Figure X: lllustration of lot clustering
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Maximum Density: 4.4 du/acre

12.200 Commercial Zoning Districts
12.224 Riverfront Tourist Commercial District (RTC).

(2) Riverfront Tourist Commercial District-11 (RTC-11). The RTC-II District is located next to
the downtown and Central Business District of Grants Pass. The purpose of this
subdistrict is to encourage both high quality building density and visitor-serving activities
which allow the beauty of the river to be seen. The scale and architectural character
must have an urban ambience and sophistication._Mixed-use developments with
residential units located above ground floor commercial are encouraged.

(3) Riverfront Tourist Commercial District-11l (RTC-111). The RTC-III District is directly related
to the County Fairgrounds/Race Track and the Riverside West All Sports Park.
Affordable visitor- serving activities and commercial recreation development are desired.
These activities should occur in a park-like setting._Mixed-use developments with
residential units located above ground floor commercial are encouraged.

12.240 Residential Densities in Commercial Zones

12.241 New Residential Dwelling Units. New residential dwelling units may be permitted in General
Commercial and Central Business Districts. No minimum or maximum density standard applies in
these districts. Residential Development in the GC zone must meet the_applicable open space
standards in Article 22, Schedule 22-1 and additional applicable Residential Development
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Standards of Article 22 for the R-3 zone. Residential development in the RTC zones is permitted
as noted below.

12.243 Residential Density Within the RTC zones RTC-}-Bistriet.
(1) The RTC-I District allows for residential development up to R-3 densities or 17.4
dwelling units/acre.
(2) The RTC-Il District has no minimum or maximum density standards for allowed upper
floor residential development.
(3) _ The RTC-IlI District allows for upper floor residential development up to R-4 densities,
or 34.6 dwellings units/acre.

December 2012 -11 -




City of Grants Pass Code Assistance
Task 6.2 Final Recommended Code Amendments

DRAFT CODE AMENDMENTS - ARTICLE 14: CERTAIN USES
The recommended amendments in this section are intended to implement the following measures:

5. Co-housing (group quarters): Apply standards and limitations to group quarters (which are
permitted in more zones per the amendments to Article 12 in this memo).

8. Simplified home occupation standards and procedures: Encourage home occupations by
providing more exemptions and allowing more flexibility for minor home occupations.

Article 14: Certain Uses
214.200 Home Occupation

14.211 Exemptions. The following occupational uses are not required to apply for home occupation
permits. The uses are required to comply with the standards for minor home occupations.

(1) Building contractors, home builders, building tradespeople, landscaping services, and
janitorial services, and-truck-drivers; where the work is conducted entirely off-site, and

(2) Other businesses where the office in the home serves only as a secondary office_and there
are no customers visiting the site and no outside employees working from the site.

(3) _Primary home offices that have no customers visiting the site and no outside employees
working from the site.

(4) Exempt home occupations are limited to one business-related vehicle parked on the site at
any given time.

14.220 Permit Required. A permit for a Minor Home Occupation and a Development Permit for a
Major Home Occupation shall be obtained from the Director of the Community Development
Department prior to any said use. Before any appropriate permit can be issued for a Home
Occupation, the appropriate criteria shall be met.

14.225 Home Occupations in Multifamily and Cottage Developments. The following types of home
occupations are allowed in multifamily and cottage developments:

(1) Multifamily development. Only exempt home occupations are allowed in multifamily
developments, and must be consistent with the applicable standards in this section.

(2) Cottage development. Only exempt and minor home occupations are allowed in cottage
developments, and must be consistent with the applicable standards in this section.

14.230 Criteria.

(1) General Criteria for all Home Occupations and occupational uses exempted from home
occupation permits. Home occupations and those exempted from permits shall comply with
the following requirements:

(c) Only v vy a v W a
site: For non-exempt home occupations, only members of the family residing in the
dwelling plus one outside employee (a person not residing in the home) shall be allowed
to work at the home occupation site.

(i) _One business sign no larger than four (4) square feet in area is permitted. The sign shall
be attached to the dwelling of the home occupation and shall not be internally illuminated.
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(2) Additional Criteria for Minor Home Occupations. Minor Home Occupations and occupational
uses exempted from home occupation permits shall comply with the following additional
requirements:

(a) Fhere-shall-be-no-clients-orcustomers-on-site:_Only one client or customer shall be on

site at any given point in time, and there shall be no more than eight (8) total client or

customer visits to the site per day. There shall be no client/customer visits between the
hours of 9:00 pm and 7:00 am.

(b) No-signs-advertising-the-occupationaluse-shall-be-permitted-

(c) Fhere-shallbe-noregular{weekly)-deliveries: There shall be no more than three (3)

business-related deliveries per day, and no deliveries between the hours of 9:00 pm and
7:00 am.

(d) _There shall be no outside storage related to the home occupation on the site.

14.240 Mitigation.

(1) The issuance of a home occupation permit may require the mitigation of potential land use
conflicts. Issues needing mitigation may include, but are not limited to: dust, odors, noise,
interference with TV/radio transmissions, electrical interference, vibrations, heat, smoke, visual
interference including glare and excess lighting, storage of flammable and hazardous materials,
traffic, parking and interference with residential character of a neighborhood.

(2) Methods of mitigation may include, but are not limited to: limiting the hours of operation, limiting
the hours of deliveries, buffering, controlling the number of clients on-site at any one given time
and the total number of customers per day, controlling the number of on-site parking spaces, and

restricting the type of equipment, supplies, chemicals which may be stored onsite and limiting the
type and amount of signage.

14.260 Prohibited Home Occupations. [NEW SECTION] The following types of home occupations
are prohibited:

(1) _Ambulance service

(2) Auto and other vehicle repair, including auto painting

(3) Repair, reconditioning or storage of motorized vehicles, boats, recreational vehicles,
airplanes or large equipment on site

14.700 Group Quarters [NEW SECTION]

14.710 Standards for group quarters in all zones. Group guarters in all zones must meet the
following development standards:

(1) _The review body may require landscaping or site obscuring fencing when necessary to
mitigate conflicts with adjacent properties.

[Note: The city may want to include additional standards here based on previous discussions.]
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DRAFT CODE AMENDMENTS - ARTICLE 18: PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT
(PUD)

The recommended amendments in this section are intended to implement the following measures:
6. Cottage Development: Apply design and development standards for cottage development.

11. Planned Unit Development (PUD) Standards: Provide a density bonus for PUDs
that provide open space, remove private street requirement for existing density bonus,
apply limitations to trade and service uses in residential PUDs (to correspond with
amendments to Article 12 allowing more commercial uses in residential PUDs).

Article 18: Planned Unit Development (PUD) & Alternative Development Options
18.090 PUD Development Standards
18.091 Density Determination.

(1) Potential Units. Unlike-conventional-development-which-mustuse-public-streetsfor
aceess; a A Planned Unit Development may use_public or private streets, and-thereby-not
have-to-deducttheseprivate but in either case, rights of way do not have to be deducted
from the total site area prior to determining maximum dwelling units. Increases in actual
density of 10% to 20% are often accomplished. The degree to which the applicant benefits
from this potential increase in actual density shall depend on the effectiveness of the PUD
design in meeting the purpose and approval criteria for the PUD as provided in Sections
18.012 and 18.043.

(2) Density bonus for open space. Within a residential PUD, applicants may earn a density
bonus of one dwelling unit per acre for each acre of open space that is provided in excess
of the minimum required. The open space shall be set aside and permanently protected
from future development through a deed restriction or other instrument acceptable to the

City.
& (3) Density Range. The applicant, therefore, has a range to work with in terms of maximum

dwelling unit yield. At the low end of the range, applicant deducts actual area utilized for
streets (public or private) and then determines potential units.

Example: 6 acres (total site area) minus 1.2 acres (streets) equals 4.8 acres (usable site
area used to calculate number of units). Multiply 4.8 x 5.5 (density factor for Low
Density Comp Plan) = 26.4 units = 26 units. If actual street area is unknown, deduct a
normal standard of 20%.

At the high end of the range, applicant_ does not deduct any area used for public or
private streets and takes advantage of the density bonus for open space in accordance

with (2) above. deducts-only-the-area-dedicated-forpublicright-ofway-

Example: 6 acres (total site area) minus-5-acres{public-streets} x 5.5 (density factor for
Low Density Comp Plan) equals 38-25 33 units_plus 2 additional units for setting aside

2 acres of open space = 35 units. =30-units-

The review body may require density at the low end of the range, or at any intermediate
point up to the high end of the range, depending on how well the applicant meets the
criteria and purpose of the PUD. Therefore, the applicant has an incentive to pull
together the best possible design to achieve his maximum potential units.

18.097 Limitations on Commercial Uses in Residential PUD [NEW SECTION]. The following
limitations apply in PUDs in a residential zone.
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(1) The total amount of land dedicated to trade or service uses (including required
parking) within the residential PUD shall not exceed 10 percent (10%) of the total
PUD site area.

(2) Individual buildings containing trade and service uses shall not have a footprint larger
than 20,000 square feet.

(3) _Trade or service uses may be located along an abutting arterial, within the interior of
the PUD, or in other locations that will not impact adjacent residential uses outside
the PUD.

(4) _The proposed street plan shall be designed to ensure safe and efficient access to the
proposed trade or service use(s).

(5) Mitigation. Trade or service uses within a residential PUD may require mitigation of
potential land use conflicts. Issues needing mitigation may include, but are not limited
to: dust, odors, noise, interference with TV/radio transmissions, electrical interference,
vibrations, heat, smoke, visual interference including glare and excess lighting,
storage of flammable and hazardous materials, traffic, parking and interference with
residential character of a neighborhood.

Methods of mitigation may include, but are not limited to: limiting the hours of
operation; limiting the hours of deliveries; buffering; controlling the number of clients
on-site at any given time and the total number of customers per day; controlling the
number of on-site parking spaces; restricting the type of equipment, supplies,
chemicals that may be stored onsite; and limiting the type and amount of signage.

18.300 Alternative Development Option: Cottage Developments [NEW SECTION]

18.310. Purpose and Guiding Principles

18.311. Purpose. This section establishes standards for cottage housing development as an
alternative housing choice in order to encourage creation of usable common open
space in residential communities; promote neighborhood interaction and safety through
design; ensure compatibility with surrounding neighborhoods; and provide opportunities
for creative infill development.

18.312. Concept.

1. The standards of this chapter provide a voluntary option to allow compatible infill development with

an automatic density bonus together with standards designed to limit the intensity of development
and provide for high-quality construction. Density standards address the number of dwellings per
acre. Intensity standards address how spacious a development feels. Intensity standards address
elements such as amount and arrangement of dwellings, lot coverage, and open space.

[~

By reviewing cottage development (and the associated land division together, if applicable) with a
set of cohesive standards, it is possible to ensure higher density development occurs in a way that
is compatible with the surrounding area.

18.313. Guiding Principles. The following elements are intended to guide cottage developments
to foster community and ensure a balance between privacy, security and neighborhood
interactions. The guiding elements are encouraged. The city may require proposed
cottage development to be consistent with the guiding elements.

Shared Open Space. The shared common space binds the cottage development together and
gives it vitality. Residents surrounding this space share in its management, care and oversight,

=
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thereby enhancing a sense of security and identity.

Active Commons. Development can be arranged to encourage community interaction in the
commons. This can be achieved by arrangement of mailboxes, parking areas and common
buildings, and by orienting front doors toward the commons. Rather than having homes turn their
backs to their neighbors, active interior rooms can be oriented so they look onto the active
commons.

Common Buildings. An advantage of living in a cottage development is being able to have shared
buildings. These can be simple and inexpensive shared amenities such a tool shed, outdoor
barbeque, or picnic shelter. A multipurpose room with a kitchenette, bathroom and storage room
can be used to host community events such as potlucks, meetings, exercise groups, and movie
nights.

Example X Common buildings

Project: Danielson Grove in Kirkland, WA. Architect: Ross Chapin Architects. Developer: The Cottage Company.

Adeqguate Parking that does not Dominate. Parking areas should be located so they are shielded
or screened from the surrounding neighborhood, adjoining public street, and the central commons.
Parking areas can also be located and arranged to encourage interaction of residents and guests.
Locating parking areas away from the homes can allow more flexible use of a site, limit the
dominance of garages and driveways, decrease the amount of hard surface, and allow more light
into homes.

Connection and Contribution to the Neighborhood. A cottage development should make the
neighborhood a better place. The site should be designed to connect and contribute to the fabric
of the surrounding houses and streetscape. The development should be designed to make
improvements that serve both personal needs and the larger community at the same time.
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Example X Connection and Contribution to Neighborhood

Project: Danielson Grove in Kirkland, WA. Architect: Ross Chapin Architects. Developer: The Cottage Company.

Eyes on the Commons. When the active spaces of the houses look onto the shared common

areas, safety for all residents is enhanced.

Layers of Personal Space. When living closer together, the design and relationship of public and

private space is important. It is desirable to help define and provide for transitions from public to
semi-private to private space. Creating multiple ‘layers of personal space’ will help achieve the
right balance between privacy and community.

This can be achieved between the cottage development and its surrounding neighborhood,
as well as between the commons and homes within the cottage development. At the

transition between the public street and the semi-public commons, this can be achieved by
creating a passage of some sort: a gateway, arbor, or narrowed enclosure of plantings, for

example.

Between the commons and the front door of the homes, this can be achieved by creating a
series of layers such as a private yard with a low fence and/or border of shrubs and flowers
at the edge of the sidewalk, a covered porch with a low railing and flowerboxes, and then the
front door. With this layering, residents will feel comfortable being on the porch with enough
enclosure to be private, with enough openness to acknowledge passershy.
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Example X Layers of Personal Space

Project: Greenwood Avenue Cottages in Shoreline, WA. Architect: Ross Chapin Architects. Developer: The Cottage
Company.

[

Private Space and a Place for Planting. Include private ground space for each dwelling, such as a
small yard or a planting bed. Locating at least some of the private garden in view of the shared
common area provides a personal touch that contributes to the character of the commons, as well
as a way of fostering connections with neighbors, and transitioning between public and private

space.
Front Porches. The front porch is a key element in fostering neighborly connections. lts placement,

size, relation to the interior and the public space, and height of railings are important to creating
strong community connections.

|©

10. Nested Houses. Residences should be designed with open and closed sides so that neighboring
homes ‘nest’ together. This means the open side has large windows facing its side yard, while the
closed side has high windows and skylights to bring in ample light while preserving privacy. The
result is that neighbors do not peer into one another’s living space.

11. Smaller, High-Quality, Well-Designed Dwellings. Slightly smaller, high-quality houses, together
with the common open area and cottage development elements, help ensure the intensity of
development is compatible with the surrounding neighborhood. Together, the common areas and
individual home elements, such as the porch, gardens and shared common buildings serve as
additional living area. There are opportunities for privacy while fostering connection among
neighbors with a spacious feeling and without a sense of overcrowding.
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Figure XX. Additional lllustrations of Key Guiding Principles and Cottage Development Elements

Shared open space

Project: Danielson Grove in Kirkland, WA.

Architect: Ross Chapin Architects.
Developer: The Cottage Company.

Common
building

Connection to the neighborhood
Photo provided by SERA Architects

Eyes on the common

Photo provided by SERA Architects

Porches

Project: Greenwood Avenue Cottages in Shoreline, WA.

Architect: Ross Chapin Architects.

Developer: The Cottage Company.
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Project: Conover Commons in Redmond, WA.

Architect: Ross Chapin Architects.
Developer: The Cottage Company.

18.320.

Applicability and Review.

1

Review Procedure. Cottage development is permitted in all residential zones and shall be
processed in accordance with the procedure specified in Schedule 12-2. (4 units, Type Il. 5-12

units, Type Ill).

If a cottage development includes creation of individual lots, subseguent development of those
individual lots shall be in accordance with the approved cottage development plan and the
provisions of this Chapter, rather than the standards of the applicable zoning district. Special use
and development standards apply to lots within a cottage development that don'’t apply to other

Cottage development is not considered “needed housing” per the definition in Oregon Revised
Statutes, and as such is not limited to clear and objective review standards. Cottage development
provides a voluntary alternative to standard land division and development methods to provide
creative housing solutions. However, the standards of this Section are intended to provide a
“template” that clearly identifies the necessary elements to successfully obtain approval of a

Whether or not lots are created as part of the cottage development, all provisions of the
Development Code pertaining to frontage improvements along any public street frontage shall
apply to the parent parcel. Improvements within the cottage development shall be as specified in

The applicant shall submit all items required for Major Site Plan review specified in Section 19.051
of the Development Code. The application shall include site plans and elevations for the

If the application includes creation of individual lots, the applicant shall also submit all items
required for a Preliminary Subdivision Plat specified in Section 17.411 of the Development Code.

If the application includes creation of individual lots, the applicant shall submit a final plat for

2.
lots. Those use and development provisions are specified in this Section.
3.
cottage development.
4.
this Section.
18.321. Definitions. See Atrticle 30.
18.322. Submittal Requirements and Review Procedures
1
structures.
2.
3.
approval upon completion of the XX.
18.325. Approval Criteria.
1

The application complies with all criteria for Major Site Plan review specified in Section 19.050.
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2. Ifthe application includes creation of individual lots, the application complies with all of the criteria
for tentative plan approval in Section 17.410. However, the base lot standards in Articles 12 and
17 may be modified as specified in this Section.

3. The application complies with all provisions for public street frontage improvements.

4. The application complies with the standards of this Section for all development and lots.

5. The application is consistent with the purpose and guiding principles of this Section.

18.330. Permitted Uses and Structures within a cottage development.

1. Cottage. Permitted in all zones where cottage development is permitted.

2. Community Building. Permitted on common area lots in all zones where cottage development is
permitted. Not for commercial use. May include guest quarters.

3. Shared Accessory Structures. Permitted in all zones where cottage development is permitted.
May include parking, storage buildings. Shall not be permitted within central common area and
must be screened from view from central common areas.

4. Individual Accessory Structures. Individual attached garages may be permitted for a cottage.
Garages shall not face a central common area.

5. Two Cottage Unit (Attached). Permitted as part of cottage development only in R-1-6, R-2, R-3,
and R-4 zones. Limited to XX % of units.

6. Carriage House (1 unit above a common parking structure). Permitted as part of cottage
development only in R-1-6, R-2, R-3, and R-4 zones. Limited to XX % of units.

18.332.  Limitations on Use and Accessory Uses

1. Accessory Dwelling Units are not permitted as part of cottage development.

2. Home Occupation Limits. Home occupations are limited to exempt home occupations that don't
have outside employees or on-site clients and which are only be conducted within the dwelling unit
or attached garage. If the home occupation is located within an attached garage, it shall not
preclude parking in the garage.

18.340. Density.

1. Anautomatic density bonus is allowed with cottage developments that meet the requirements in
this section. Cottage developments may reach a density of up to 125% of the maximum density
established by the base zone.

2. Inany zone that has a minimum density requirement, cottage development shall only be permitted
if it meets those requirements, independently, or together with other development included in the
overall proposal.

18.350. General site requirements.

1. Ownership options. Ownership may be a common lot, fee simple lots with a homeowner's
association holding common areas, or condominium ownership of the whole development. NOTE:
Any development meeting the definition of a “Planned Development” or “Condominium” per state
statute shall comply with all applicable provisions of state law. If condominium ownership,
common areas shall be designated as ‘general common elements’ and private yard spaces shall
be designated as ‘limited common elements’ for purposes of ORS Chapter 100 Condominium
Law.

2. Overall site requirements.

(a) The parent parcel shall be at least 8,000 square feet. The lot may be further subdivided to
facilitate individual lot ownership combined with shared ownership of common spaces.

(b) Cottage developments shall contain a minimum of four cottages, and no more than a total
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of 12 cottage units (single or attached).

Lot Coverage. Principal and accessory structures in the cottage development shall
account for no more than 35 percent of the gross lot area in the overall development.

If individual lots are created, the lots shall not be subject to the minimum lot size provisions
of the zone. They may be smaller subject to compliance with the density requirements for
the overall cottage development, and in accordance with the provisions of this Section,
including requirements for provision of common areas and private open space. There is
no minimum lot size for the individual cottage lots, provided they include the footprint and
private yards areas for the individual cottages.

3. Lot/cottage arrangement

(@

(e

Cottages shall be arranged around a common open space, and each cottage shall have
frontage on the common open space.

Units along the public right-of-way should have an inviting facade such as a primary or
secondary entrance facing the right-of-way.

All other units shall be arranged around the common open space and have their primary
entry and porch facing that common open space.

Lots fronting common area and public right-of-way should generally be arranged at a
corner to avoid a need for “two fronts” that would preclude full-height fencing, if desired, of
both the front and back sides of the unit.

A community building may be provided adjacent to or at the edge of the central common
area as part of the cottage development, consistent with the standards in subsection (17)
below.

4, Setbacks.
(a) Front yards (vards facing a public right-of-way) shall meet the front yard setback of the

zoning district.

Exterior side and rear yards (facing public right-of-way) shall be a minimum of 10 feet.

Interior units on a common lot or separate lots shall be spaced at least 10 feet apart.

If individual lots are created, the applicant may create a zero lot line configuration between

units to maximize usable private area and provide privacy. [May need language requiring

an easement

(e) Setbacks from central common area — private area between sidewalk and unit. Minimum of

5 feet to porch.
5. Private and common open space.

(a) Central Common Open Space.

() Common open space is a defining characteristic of a cottage housing
development. A minimum of 400 square feet of central common open space per
unit shall be provided.

(i) Up to 50 percent of the central common open space requirement may be provided

in an area constrained from development such as a wetlands, steep slope, or
forested area.

(iii) Cottages shall be present on at least two sides of common open space to provide
a sense of enclosure.

(iv) Common space should be in one contiguous area, or no more than three
separate areas. Each contiguous common area shall have a minimum of four
cottages arranged around at least 2 sides of the common area.

(v) Each common open space area should have minimum width and depth
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dimensions of 20 feet.

(vi) The central common shall include a sidewalk (width) around the open space,
connecting to each cottage front entrance facing the common area.

(vii) No vehicular areas shall be located between dwellings and central common
areas. Vehicular areas shall be screened as specified in Subsection [City will
provide correct reference here].

(b) Private Open Space.
() A minimum of 250 square feet of usable private open space shall be provided
adjacent to each unit.

(i) Required exterior side yards shall not apply to the calculation of required private
open space.

6. Frontage, access, parking, and vehicular circulation.

(a) Frontage. The parent parcel shall have frontage on a public street.

(b) If individual lots are created within the cottage development, each lot shall abut a common
area, but is not required to have public street frontage.

() Access. Access, parking and circulation will be provided through a shared private lane. A
lane is similar to a private driveway and parking area serving multiple units. There shall be
pedestrian connectivity to the common area, but a lane is not a public street and is not
subiject to street standards. A lane will not fulfill block length and connectivity standards and
is not intended for through-connectivity to other properties, although shared access may be
required or desirable in some cases. If a public street connection is required to meet
connectivity requirements or other street connectivity standards or plans, a public street
connection shall be required where applicable.

Parking. A minimum of one parking space per unit shall be provided, plus one additional
parking space for every four cottages to provide for visitors and extra vehicles.

B

Parking and/or garage structures shall be located behind or to the side of the residential
area and open space. They shall be accessed from the back of the cottages.

[©

Parking areas, shared parking structures, and garages shall be screened from common
space and public streets by landscaping or architectural screening, not chain link.

Shared covered or uncovered parking is permitted. Parking should be limited to groups not
to exceed 4 spaces, with each group separated by at least 20 feet.

E B B

If the property has frontage on a public alley, access and parking may be provided from the
alley.

If individual lots are created, parking and access shall be provided in a common area with
access easement.

e

Fire Access. [City is awaiting a response from the fire department regarding fire access]

BB

On-Street parking may be counted toward meeting the guest parking requirements for the
development.
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Figure X: Cottage Development Layout
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7. Landscaping and vegetation.

(a) Where feasible, cottage developments should be designed to retain existing mature trees
(at least 6 inches in diameter) that do not pose a safety hazard.

(b) Landscaping located in common open spaces shall be designed to allow for easy access
and use of the space by all residents, and to facilitate maintenance needs.

8. Fences.

(@) No fence taller than 36 inches in height shall be located between the front wall of a cottage
or community building and the common open space.

(b) Eences around dwelling units or on the street frontage shall not exceed 36 inches in height.

(c) If private yards between buildings are fenced, they shall not exceed 6 feet in height.

9. Utilities.
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@

(b)

(e

®

Cottage development is subject to any applicable code provisions regarding public street
frontages.

Water. Water meters shall be installed within the public right-of-way. If the property is
retained as a single lot, a master meter or individual meters may be used. If individual lots
are created, each lot shall have a separate meter and service. Service lines may cross
common areas to the individual lots, but shall not cross individual lots. If on-site fire
hydrants are required, they shall be served by a public fire line located in a drivable
easement within the parking and circulation areas.

Sewer. Service laterals may be extended from a sewer main in the public right-of-way.
Sewer mains may be extended in the driving and circulation areas in a public utility
easement, with service laterals to individual units. Private sewer laterals may be extended
across common areas, but shall not cross individual building lots.

Gas/Electric/Phone/Cable/Utility Pedestals. These utility services may be extended from
the public right-of-way across common areas to individual lots, or they may be extended in
circulation areas in a public utility easement, and extended across common areas to
individual lots. [City is considering language to limit the location and number of utility

pedestals]

Trash Storage. Any areas where communal trash and recycling are stored shall be
screened by a sight-obscuring fence and/or vegetation.

Mailboxes. Mailboxes may be individual or grouped and are encouraged to be placed
within or near a common area. Mailboxes are subiject to all post office requirements.

10. Addressing. Cottages should be addressed from a public street, not a private lane.

18.360. Building Requirements

1. Cottages.

(@

(b)

(d)

(e)
®

@

Building footprint. Cottages shall have a maximum building footprint of 1,000 square feet.
The footprint of an attached one-car garage is not included in this maximum, but shall not
exceed 200 square feet per unit.

Cottages may have a second patrtial or full story, provided that the floor area of the second
story is no more than 0.6 of the square footage of the main floor (e.q., a cottage with an 800-
square-foot building footprint (main floor) could have a second floor of 480 square feet, for a
total floor area of 1,280 square feet).

The maximum total floor area of cottages shall be 1,600 square feet (e.g., a cottage with a
1,000-square-foot building footprint (main floor) could have a second floor of 600 square
feet, for a total floor area of 1,600 square feet).. An additional 200 square feet is permitted
for an attached garage.

A below-grade partial story may be allowed, but habitable space on that story shall count
toward the total floor area of the cottage.

Building Height. The maximum building height shall be 24 feet.

Porches. Attached, covered porches are required and shall have minimum width and depth
dimensions of seven feet. (for cottages, two-unit cottages). Carriage units are not required
to have porches, but are encouraged to have an outdoor patio or deck).

Other design requirements. Cottages shall contain a variety of designs that include
articulation of facades; changes in materials, texture, color, and window treatments; and
other architectural features so all units do not appear identical. (Some repetition is

acceptable.)
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2. Two-Unit Structures.

(@) Where permitted, two-unit attached cottages shall not exceed a building footprint of 2,000
square feet for one-story units (average 1000 square feet footprint per unit) or 1,800 square
feet for either one-and-a-half or two-story units (average 900 square feet footprint per unit).

(b) The number of attached units in a cottage development may not exceed one-third of the
total number of units.

(c) Attached two-unit structures are allowed and must be similar in appearance to detached
cottages.

(d) Attached two-unit structures shall have one primary shared entry facing the common open
space.

3. Carriage Units.
(a) [Placeholder - city is considering building standards for carriage units]

4. Community Buildings.

(@) Community buildings are intended as an amenity for the use of the cottage development
residents and to help promote the sense of community. They may include a multi-purpose
entertainment space, a small kitchen, library, or similar amenities. Guest quarters, storage
space, or a carriage unit could be included as part of a community building.

(b) A community building shall be of similar scale, design, and height as the cottages, with a
maximum footprint of 1,000 square feet and with the second floor not to exceed 0.6 square
footage of the first floor.

(c) Commercial uses are prohibited in the community building.

5. Accessory Structures.

(a) Accessory structures such as garages, carports, storage or tool sheds shall not exceed 200
square feet per unit, or 1,000 square feet per accessory structure that is shared by five or
more dwelling units. Storage space may be included in a garage structure, but vehicle
space may not be used for storage or uses other than parking.

(b) The design of garages, carports, and other accessory structures must be similar or
compatible with that of the cottages in the development.

6. Existing Dwellings on the Site. Existing dwellings may be incorporated into the development as a
residence or community building, and may be nonconforming to standards. Noncompliance may
not be increased.

7. Renovation and Expansion.

(a) Renovations shall be in keeping with the size and architectural character of the new
development.

(b) A covenant restricting any increases in unit size after initial construction beyond the
maximum allowed by this section shall be recorded against the property.

18.370. Transportation SDCs. Cottages shall be classified as [City will determine appropriate
classification here] for purposes of calculating transportation SDCs.
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Figure X: Cottage development design standards
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DRAFT CODE AMENDMENTS - ARTICLE 19: SITE PLAN REVIEW

The recommended amendments in this section are intended to help implement the following
measures:

4. Additional Measures to Increase Density: Remove compatibility criterion to provide more
flexibility for in-fill residential development.

Article 19: Site Plan Review
19.050 Major Site Plan Review

19.052 Criteria for Approval. The Review Body shall approve, conditionally approve, or deny the
request based upon the following criteria:
(8) The characteristics of existing adjacent development have been determined and considered in the
development of the site plan. At a minimum, special design consideration shall be given to:

(a) Areas of land use conflicts, such as more restrictive use adjacent or across street
from proposal. Mitigate by orienting business operations away from use, additional
setbacks, screening/buffering, landscaping, direct traffic away from use.

(b) Setbacks. Where existing buildings are setback deeper than required by Code, new
setbacks to be compatible.

(c) Transitions between existing development and new development. New
development should be consistent with the purpose statement of the base zone
but also recognize compatibility with existing, adjacent development.

(d) Signs. New signs shall not block primary view to existing signs, and shall be sized
consistent with Code or existing signs, whichever is less.

(e) Lighting. Exterior lighting shall not impact adjacent development or traveling
motorist.
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DRAFT CODE AMENDMENTS - ARTICLE 22: RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS

Theses amendments to Article 22 Residential Development Standards are recommended to implement
the following measures:

2. Single-family Attached Housing: Apply design and development standards for single
attached housing.

4. Additional Measures to Increase Density: Clarify and reduce the open space requirements
for small (one acre or less) multi-family development and multi-family in commercial zones.

10. Accessory dwelling unit (ADU) standards: Apply design and development standards for
ADU.

Article 22: Residential Development Standards
22.030 Applicability

A development permit shall not be issued for any parcel or lot where compliance with the provisions of
this Article has not been met.

The standards specifically apply to:
(5) Single detached, single attached, and duplex residences
(7) Accessory dwelling units

22.100 Multi-Dwellings
22.102 Open Space
(3) Minimum Requirements. All multi-dwelling projects shall provide open space as shown in
Schedule 22-1, unless the special open space requirements in subsection (4) below apply. Where
only a total is provided in Schedule 22-1, the open space may be recreational, pervious or any
combination of the two types.

Multi-Dwelling Open Space Requirements
Schedule 22-1
Minimum Percent of Lot Required to be
Zone Open Space

Recreational | Pervious Total
GC - - 10%
RTC-I - - 10%
RTC-lI - - 10%
RTC-III - - 10%
CBD - - 0%

(4) Special open space requirements for smaller lots. For lots that are one-half (0.5) acre or less in
size in the R-2, R-3 and R-4 zones, the following open space requirements apply. The
requirements in this section supersede those requirements in Schedule 22-1.

(@) A minimum of 20 percent of the lot must be dedicated to open space. The open space may
be recreational, pervious, or any combination of the two types.

(b) Open space areas not otherwise developed with recreational facilities shall be landscaped.
(5) Exceptions. In the GC, CBD and RTC zones, the open space requirement may be reduced to
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zero percent (0%) if the development is located within a one-quarter mile radius of an existing

public park or open space.

22.400 Architectural Features for Single and Duplex Residences.

22.402 Applicability. All single detached, single attached and duplex residences shall have
architectural features along any face of the building that is visible from a street.

22.700 Additional Standards for Single Attached Development [NEW SECTION]

22.701

Purpose. These additional developments standards for single attached are intended to

22.702

promote compatibility with single-family neighborhoods, attention to detail, human-scale

design and street visibility, while affording flexibility to use a variety of building styles.

Standards. All new single attached developments shall meet the following standards.

@

Number of consecutive units. Single attached developments with street-facing
driveways and/or garages are limited to six consecutive attached units. Single attached
developments that have no street-facing driveways or garages (rear access only) have
no limitation on number of attached units, but shall not exceed [city is considering either
300 or 600] feet in length.

All units shall include at least three of the following features on any building elevation that
faces the street (if on a corner lot, this standard applies on the street-facing elevation where
the dwellinq takes access).

Covered porch at least 5 feet deep
Entry area recessed at least 2 feet from the exterior wall to the door
Bay or bow window that projects at least 1 foot from exterior wall

Offset on the building face of at least 16 inch from one exterior wall surface to
the other

Dormer

Roof eaves with a minimum projection of 12 inches from the intersection of the
roof and the exterior walls

Roof line offsets of at least 16 inches from the top surface of one roof to the top
surface of the other

(_) Attached garage
Cupola
Q) Tile or wood shingle roofs

E Pk EBEEER
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(k) Horizontal lap siding

() Brick covering at least 40% of the building elevation that is visible from the
street

(3) The design of front building elevations may not be repeated on more than four
consecutive units.

(4) Driveway and garage standards. Single attached developments with street-facing garages
shall meet the following criteria:

(a) Where two abutting units have street-facing garages, they shall share one
driveway access that does not exceed 16 feet in width where it crosses the
sidewalk and intersects the street;

(b) All primary building entrances shall be connected to a driveway (and sidewalk)
via a pedestrian walkway that is not less than three (3) feet wide;

() The length of the garage wall facing the street may be up to 50 percent of the
length of the street-facing primary dwelling facade.

(d) Where the street-facing facade of a primary dwelling unit is less than 22 feet
long, an attached garage is not allowed as part of that facade.

(e) A garage wall that faces a street may be no closer to the street lot line than the
longest street-facing wall of the dwelling unit.

(5) Common areas. Any common areas shall be owned and maintained by a homeowners
association or other legal entity, unless a public dedication is approved by the City. A
copy of any applicable covenants, restrictions and conditions shall be recorded and
provided to the city prior to building permit approval.

22.703 Alternative design. As an alternative to Section 22.702, single attached dwellings of
three or more units may be designed to de-emphasize individual units and create the
impression of a larger, single-family dwelling. Elements that could be used to achieve
such an impression include shared porches and upper floor extensions, unified exterior
colors/treatments, continuous overhangs above the ground floor and continuous
rooflines extending across units. Architectural features similar to those required for
single family detached dwellings (Article 22.400) should also be used. Single attached
development using this alternative design approach shall be reviewed as a Major Site
Plan in the R-2, R-3 and R-4 zones and through a PUD in all other zones where single
attached is allowed per Schedule 12-2.
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Figure X: Single attached development site standards

T T T T r T T e 1 i
l ! ! i ! ! :
| i i i i i i
| Min30" Min 20" ! ; P Min30 |
: exterior $— interior —¢ | | t exterior ¥
| lot width i lot width i i i i lot width |
i : : | : : Noside |
: ! ! ! ! ! setback |
! i | i | i req. on !
i | | ! i i interior Iotsi
! \ : N\ : ! £\ ! depth
i \ I Y | | I i
| \'\ : i \ ! i Ty |
LY L\ i R |
| | | | | | |
| 1 1 1 H 1 i
| AN ENEEEE . i
| | | | A
npln bl i/nd
L] | | | / f | [
16 (max) ) [—
- shared -0 / // 201t
driveway Ty
Garage width must not f Garage may be / /
exceed 50% of total —/ [ fushwith /o f
home facade width building face or

set-back /

Min. 3" wide walkway /
connection to sidewalk —
and driveway

Figure X: Single attached development building standards

A A A A j:mer X

Garage width must not Covered Bay window / sttachad 20 ft
exceed 50% of total —  porch at least projecting garage
home facade width 5’ deep at least 17

December 2012 -32-




City of Grants Pass Code Assistance
Task 6.2 Final Recommended Code Amendments

Figure X: Single attached development examples

22.720 Accessory Dwelling Unit Standards [NEW SECTION]

22.721 Purpose. These standards are intended to support the provision of affordable and decent
housing while providing homeowners with alternative financial resources, thereby
encouraging maintenance of existing housing stock. It is the intent of this section that
development of accessory dwelling units not diminish the single-family character of a
neighborhood and that any single-family residence containing an accessory dwelling
maintain the appearance of a single-family dwelling as viewed from the street.

22.725 Creation of an accessory dwelling unit. An accessory dwelling unit may only be created on
a lot with one single-family detached dwelling through one of the following methods:
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(1) Conversion of existing space in one of two ways:

(a) Conversion of attached space (for example, attached garage, basement or attic)

(b) Conversion of detached space (for example, detached garage or storage shed).

(2) Addition of new space in one of two ways:

(c) Addition of a new unit attached to a single-family dwelling.

(d) Addition of a new, detached unit (this includes accessory dwelling units added to a
detached garage, either on the second story or same level).

22.727 Applicability. The standards in this section apply to all new accessory dwelling units.

22.730 Density exemption. Accessory dwelling units are exempt from the residential density
standards of this code.

22.732 Development and design standards.

(1) Standards for all accessory dwelling units:

(&) No more than one accessory dwelling unit per lot is permitted.

(b) No portion of an existing building that encroaches within a required yard setback may
be converted to or used as an accessory dwelling unit.

(c) Building design standards:

i. The size of the accessory dwelling unit shall not exceed 800 square feet.

ii. Exterior access to an attached accessory dwelling unit shall be located in
side or rear yards or by means of the existing main entrance or front-facing
basement entrance.

Exterior finish materials shall visually match in type, size and placement,
the exterior finish materials of the primary dwelling.

iv. The roof pitch shall be the same as the predominant roof pitch of the
primary dwelling.

v. If the street-facing facade of the accessory dwelling unit is visible from the
street, windows shall match, in proportion and orientation, the windows of
the primary dwelling.

vi. If the primary dwelling has eaves, the accessory dwelling must have eaves
that project the same distance from the building. If the primary dwelling
does not have eaves, no eaves are required on the accessory dwelling unit.

vii. Fire escapes or exterior stairs for access to an attached upper level
accessory dwelling unit shall not be located on the front of the primary

dwelling.
(2) Additional standards for detached accessory dwelling units. The following additional

standards apply only to conversion of an existing detached space or creation of a new
detached unit.

(a) The accessory dwelling unit shall be located at least six feet behind the primary
dwelling, unless the accessory dwelling unit is in an existing detached space that
does not meet this standard.

(b) The height of the accessory dwelling unit shall not exceed 1.5 stories or 18 feet,
whichever is less.

(c) The building footprint of the accessory dwelling unit shall not be larger than the
footprint of the primary dwelling.
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22.735 Approval criteria. Applications for accessory dwelling units must meet the following criteria.

(1) The applicant must demonstrate that the accessory dwelling unit complies with all
development and design standards in 22.732 above.

(2) The applicant must demonstrate the proposed modifications comply with applicable
building and fire safety codes.

(3) Ownership and Tenancy. Either the primary residence or the accessory dwelling unit
must be occupied by the property owner. Proof of owner-occupancy shall be made
annually in accordance with a procedure and submittal requirements established by the
Planning Director. Ownership of the accessory units shall not be subdivided or
otherwise separated from ownership of the primary residence.

(4) Business License Required. A business license is required for operation of rental
property, pursuant to [city will provide appropriate reference herel.

Figure X: Detached ADU site standards
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Figure X: Examples of detached and attached ADUs
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DRAFT CODE AMENDMENTS - ARTICLE 25: PARKING AND LOADING STANDARDS
Recommended amendments to Article 25 are intended to implement the following:

7. Parking reductions: Reduce the minimum parking requirements, facilitate shared parking and
allow on-street parking to count towards minimum requirements.

[Note: The recommended parking requirements were taken from the Model Code’]

Draft 3 Revisions: None

Article 25: Parking and Loading Standards
25.030 General Provisions
25.031 Applicability

(8) In the case of mixed uses, the total requirements for off-street parking space shall be the sum of the
requirements for the various uses, unless joint use of parking facilities can be established consistent
with Section 25.032(3).

{9) Parking-spaces-in-a

25.032 Location of Parking and Loading Facilities.

(1) Residential. All off-street parking facilities for residential uses shall be located on the same lot as the
use or an-abuttinget on a parcel or tract owned in common by all the owners of the properties that will
use the parking area. If parking is provided on a separate an-abutting lot, an easement or shared
parking agreement shall be recorded allowing use of the parking.

(2) Other Uses. For uses other than residences, parking spaces shall be located on the same parcel or
on another parcel not farther than 500 feet from the building or use they are intended to serve,
measured in a straight line from the building or use. Where parking is located on a parcel not owned by
the applicant, a lease or other evidence of agreement shall be submitted to the Director that the use of
the facilities are is exclusively for the applicant. On-street parking may be counted toward the minimum
parking requirements when it is on the block face abutting the subject use. On-street parking counted
toward the minimum requirement shall remain open and available to the public.

24:040 25.040 Off-Street Parking and Loading Requirements by Use
25.042 Parking facilities

Off-Street Parking
Land Use Requirements

(1) Residential Uses

2 St orcl ool . o vl T

by Two bed vl - = i -
T four bed AT . > oC i -
O F bed o, i -
o F - — h vl i )

2 Model Development Code & User's Guide for Small Cities, Draft #4 — 3rd Edition, Oregon
Transportation and Growth Management Program, April 2012 (unless an earlier version is specified).
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{hy Manulactured dwelling park Two-spaces-per-manufactured-home;
plus-one-space-forguestparking-for-each
five-manufactured-homes:

(a) Single Family Dwelling,
attached and detached,
including manufactured
homes on lots

1 space per dwelling

(b) Duplex

2 spaces per duplex (1 space

per dwelling unit)

(c)_Accessory Dwelling (second
dwelling on a single-family lot)

1 space (in addition to the
space required for the primary

dwelling)

(d) Multifamily

1 space per dwelling unit

(e) Group Living, such as nursing
or convalescent homes, rest
homes, assisted living,
congregate care, and similar
special needs housing.
Includes residential facilities.

0.5 space per 4 bedrooms

(f) Group quarters

1 space per 2 bedrooms

(2) Commercial Residential Uses

One-space-foreachroom 0.75

(a) Hotel spaces per room
One-space-foreachroom 0.75
(b) Motel spaces per room

(6) Commercial Uses

(a) Supermarkets; grocery stores, food
stores:

2 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. of gross floor
area, except bulk retail per (b).

(b) Services or repair shops, retail
stores and outlets selling furniture,
automobiles or other bulky merchandise
where the operator can show the bulky
merchandise occupies the major area of
the building.

One-space-per-600-sg-—ft—of gross-floor

afrea-

One space per 1,000 square feet

(c) Other retail stores except as
otherwise specified herein:
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2 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. of gross floor
area, except bulk retail per (b).

(d) Medical or dental:

One-space-per250-sg-ft-of gross-floor

afFea-

2 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. of gross floor
area

(e) Other office buildings, business and
professional offices:

One-space-for-every-400-sg—ft—of
gross-floorarea-

2 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. of gross floor
area

(f) Pharmacies:

One-spaceforeach-150-sg-ft-ofgress
floorarea-

2 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. of gross floor
area

(g) Establishments for the sale and
consumption on the premises of food
and beverages_(restaurants and bars):

Restaurantortavern | floorarea.
—Restaurant-with-separate—tavern | 5 spaces per 1,000 sq. ft. of gross floor

area
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DRAFT CODE AMENDMENTS - ARTICLE 30: DEFINITIONS

The recommended amendments in this section are intended to help implement the following
measures:

2. Single-family Attached Housing: Revise definition

6. Cottage Development: Add definition and delete the term “cluster” from the list of terms that
are not considered building types.

10. Accessory dwelling unit (ADU) standards: Add definition

13. Terminology: A discussion regarding terminology can be found at the end of this
section.

Article 30: Definitions
30.020 Definitions
Building Types: The description of buildings according to their placement and arrangement on a site or
sites as follows:
(2) Residential - That group of building types comprising the following:

(a) Single Detached-One: One dwelling unit, freestanding and structurally separated from any
other dwelling unit or buildings, located on a lot or development site. (See Concept Sketch 30-
Building Types.)

(b) Single Detached-Two: Two dwelling units located on the same lot that are not attached in any
manner. (See Concept Sketch 30-Building Types.)

(c) Duplex: Two dwelling units placed so that some structural parts are in common and are
located on a single lot or development site. (See Concept Sketch 30-Building Types.)

(d) Single Attached: Two or more dwelling units attached side-by-side with some structural parts
in common at a common property line. (See Concept Sketch 30-Building Types.)

(e) Multi-Dwelling: A structure or complex of structures containing at least three dwelling units in
any vertical or horizontal arrangement, located on a lot or development site. (See Concept
Sketch 30-Building Types.)

() Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU): A second dwelling unit created on a lot with a primary single-
family detached house. The second unit is created auxiliary to, and is always smaller than the
primary house. The ADU includes its own independent living facilities including provision for
sleeping, cooking, and sanitation, and is designed for residential occupancy by one or more
people, independent of the primary dwelling unit. The unit may have a separate exterior
entrance or an entrance to an internal common area accessible to the outside.

(g) Cottage Development: A grouping of four to twelve small, single family dwelling units clustered
around a common open space area and developed with a coherent plan for the entire site.
Cottage units may have other shared amenities. The shared common area and coordinated
design may allow densities that are somewhat higher than typical in single family
neighborhoods possible while minimizing impacts on adjacent residential areas.

Family: Any of the following:
(1) An individual or group of persons not to exceed fifteen in number, related by blood, marriage
or adoption;
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(2) An individual or group of disabled persons, not to exceed fifteen in number.

(3) An individual or a group of not more than five persons (excluding servants) who need not be
related by blood, marriage or adoption, living together in a dwelling unit. A group of six to fifteen
unrelated persons may qualify as a “family” under this definition if the group:

(a) Shares the entire house,

(b) Lives and cooks together as a single housekeeping unit,

(c) Shares expenses for food, rent or mortgage, utilities or other household expenses, and
(d) Is permanent and stable (e.g., all parties have long-term leases or ownership interest in

the property).

[Note: The definition of family should be reviewed with legal council]

Group Quarters: The residential occupancy of living units by groups ef-mere-than-five of persons who do
not meet the definition of “family” are-notallrelated-by-blood-marriage-or-adoption, and where the

communal kitchen and/or dining facilities are provided. Residential facilities are defined separately and
are not included as group quarters.

(3) The following commonly used terms are not considered building types for purposes of this
Code:
{a)-Cluster

(b) Condominium
(c) Townhouse
(d) Apartment

Terminology. Because the issue of terminology for residential building types was raised after the
Final Evaluation Report was drafted, a brief discussion is included here.

Per comments from the Planning Commission, terminology used in the code should be consistent
with common real-estate and financing terms to the extent practicable to avoid barriers to financing.
Some development types (condominiums and developments with shared common space, for
example) have real-estate disclosure requirements per the Oregon Revised Statutes.

Existing terminology is shown in the text box above. Terms that are not used in Grants Pass code
but are commonly used in other jurisdictions and are regulated by the Oregon Residential Specialty
Code (ORSC) include townhouse and rowhouse.

- Townhouse: Single-family dwelling unit in a group of three or more attached units. Each unit
extends from foundation to roof and has yard or public way on at least two sides. All units are
on the same lot. Per the Oregon Residential Specialty Code (ORSC), townhomes are considered
separate buildings and must have a fire wall

- Rowhouse: A rowhouse is a single family unit constructed in a row of attached units separated
by property lines. Rowhouses have a different set of building code standards per the ORSC.

It is unclear which development types were being referenced in the Planning Commission
discussion, and what conflicts have occurred in the past that may need to be addressed. It’s also
unclear if the city’s building code conflicts with the development code in terms of residential
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building type naming or definitions. Further clarification from the city will be needed in order to
draft recommended code amendments.
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Miscellaneous Information — No Action Needed

Item:
Miscellaneous Information — No Action Needed

Information Items:
e Demographic and Household Information
e Update on Land Use Extension Ordinance

Background:

e Demographic and Household Information. Attached are some graphics that show some recent
demographic and household information for Grants Pass, as well as some information about the
forecast age structure for Josephine County

e Update on Land Use Extension Ordinance. The City Council previously approved ordinances that
extended the deadline for certain land use decisions. In September, the City Council revised the
extension to grant additional time to construct improvements and file the final plat application for
subdivision applications that were included as part of the original extension. In part, this provided
additional time for applicants in areas within the current UGB being considered for upzoning to
evaluate whether they might want to revise their existing active approvals to incorporate housing
types and densities consistent with that policy.

This additional extension approval by the City Council, together with the upzoning policy
approach, has provided real benefits. At least one project is now in the process of developing and
evaluating alternative plans that would incorporate housing types and densities consistent with this
policy. This has potential benefits to the applicant to meet more than one type of housing need and
offer more than one housing product on the market at the same time.

Summary:

e Demographic and Household Information. The attached information provides some recent
demographic and household characteristics for Grants Pass and some forecast population
characteristics for Josephine County.

e Land Use Extension Ordinance. The recent land use extension ordinance is providing real benefits
to applicants and the community, addressing housing needs in a logical land use pattern, enabling
additional housing types and densities within the current UGB, consistent with policy direction
recently provided by City Council

Attachments:
e Graphical Representation of Excerpted Demographic and Household Information

Notes:
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Josephine County Population Change from 2010
OEA Final Forecast, March 28, 2013 (by 5-Year Age Group)
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2010 Josephine County Population by 5-Year Age Group
(Inside and Outside City of GP)
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2010 Josephine County Population by 5-Year Age Group
(Inside and Outside City of GP + Redwood CDP + Fruitdale CDP)
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Population and Households
Grants Pass, 2012 PSU & 2011 ACS
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Population & Households, 2011 acs
| HHSizz | %ofHH | #ofHH | %ofHHPop | #of HHPop _

1-Person 36% 5,129 15% 5,129
2-Person 35% 4,958 30% 9,916
3-Person 11% 1,591 14% 4,774
4-Person 18% 2,529 41% 13,516
Total 100% 14,207 100% 33,335

Of people in households (vs. assisted living, etc.):
e 1-Person HHs: 15% of pop. in 36% of dwelling units
e 2-Person HHs: 30% of pop. in 35% of dwellings units
e 3-Person HHs: 14% of pop. in 11% of dwellings units
e 4+ Person HHs: 41% of pop. in 18% of dwellings units

Housing Tenure: Year Householder Moved into Current Unit:

49.4% Owner-Occupied 56:/: moved in 2005 or later }77% since 2000 .

50.6% Renter-Occupied 21% moved in 2000-2004 92% since 1990
.070 P 15% moved in 1990-1999

5% moved in 1980-1989
2% moved in 1970-1979
2% moved in 1969 or earlier




Population and Households by Household Size
Grants Pass, 2011 ACS
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Population and Households by Household Size

City of Grants Pass

Population by HH Size, 2011 ACS, Occupied Housing Units
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City of Grants Pass
Households by Size, 2011 ACS
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Household Size by Age of Householder
Grants Pass, 2011 ACS
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65% of 1 Person HHs Over 55 Years of Age
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Tenure by Household Size by Age of Householder
(Renter/Owner Occupied)
Grants Pass, 2011 ACS, 5-Year Tables
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Josephine County (2011 Acs)
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Grants Pass (2011 Acs)

Grants Pass is a Regional Center
and Also a Satellite to the Larger Medford Regional Center
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