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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-1

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-25 FOR PROPERTY LOCATED
NORTH OF WEBSTER ROAD NEAR ITS INTERSECTION WITH LINCOLN ROAD.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Growth Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
classifications with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the property located north of Webster Road near
its intersection with Lincoln Road was rezoned from a County
SR-5 Suburban Residential zone to an Urban Growth Area R-S
Residential Suburban District:; and

WHEREAS, the property owners of this property have expressed
an interest to annex their property to the City of Grants Pass:
and

WHEREAS, the zoning potential affects the pending annexation
of this property:; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on August 26, 1981, and recommended a change in
zone for this property (copy of Findings of Consistency attached):
and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County ccnducted a public hearing on the recommendation of the
Urban Area Planning Commission on December 9, 1981.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The zoning of the following property is hereby
changed from R-5 to R-2 Residential -~ 2-Family:

36-6-24-1, tax lot 700

SECTION 2. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 18th day of December , 1981.



Second reading and adoption by the Board of County Commissioners
at least thirteen (13) days from the first reading this
6th day of January, 1982. This Ordinance shall take effect

ninety (90) days after its adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Wllllam . Ford Commrssioner
e

County Legal Counsel

it SN oo

Gail J. Gjybson
Recordi Secretary

Ordinance No. 82-1
Page 2



FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY
URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
IN REGARD TO SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP REQUEST NO. 7-79

TIIS MATTER came before the Commission on August 26, 1981,
for a public hearing upon the. application of. Patino, Church angd
Werschky with regard to property owned by the applicants located
north of Webster Road, approximately 120 feet west of its inter-
section with Lincoln Road. Such lot consists of 6.65 acres
and is shown as Tax Lot 700 on Josephine County Tax Assessor
Map No. 36-6-24-1. The property presently carries an RS,
"residential-suburban" zoning designation and the applicants
request a zone designation change to R-3, "low density multiple
family." A quorum being present, there being no challenges to
the jurisdiction of the Commission to hear this matter, and
there being no abstentions, the Commission proceeded to hear
testimony, review and adopt the staff report.

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report,
a copy of which is attached hereto, marked Exhibit *1"
and incorporated herein by this reference. The staff
report was reviewed by Bruce Bartow, County Planner,
who commented on each of the requirements of City/
County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G".

B. Applicant's Case: Testifying on behalf of the
application were:

Edward F. Gallagher, 1141 S.W. Erica Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon
Mrs. Hite, 315 West Evans Creek Road, Rogue River, Oregon
Ray Murphy, 151 Humberd Lane, Grants Pass, Oregon

In addition, the applicants presented their testimony
in written form, a copy of which is marked Exhibit

"2" attached héreto, and by this reference incorporated
herein; a letter, dated August 21, 1981 from Jeld Wen
Homes Group supporting the zone change request, a

copy of such letter is attached hereto, marked Exhibit
"3", and by this reference incorporated herein; and

a map showing the relative support of the surrounding
community, a copy of such map is attached hereto,
marked Exhibit "4", and by this reference incorporated
herein.

C. Opponent's Case: Testifying in opposition to the *
application were:

Phil Jackson, 2181 Lower River Road, Grants Pass, Oregon
C. B. Walters, 1114 Lincoln Road, Grants Pass, Oregon

In addition, the opponents submitted petitions in
opposition to the application, such petitions are
marked Exhibit "5" and Exhibit "6" and copies thereof
are attached hereto and incorporated herein by this
reference.

D. Discussion by Commission: There being no further
testimony, the Commission began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS:

Commissioner Atkins moved and Commissioner DeVogele
seconded that the Patino, Church and Werschky request
for Supplementary Zoning Map No. 7-79 to be consistent
with the City/County lLand Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G".
Said motion was approved unanimously, and the unanimous
vote was based upon the following findings which the
Commission dctermincd to be fact:

1. All facts presented by: the staff- report, -a-copy
of which is attached hercto as Exhibit "1".

2. All facts presented by applicants' written
testimony, a copy of which iz attached hercto
as Exhibit "2".

-1~



3. The neighborhood is irreversibly committed to
urban development.

4. The surrounding neighborhood generally supports
the application.

5. Mobile home housing sites are a scarce commodity
this close to the Grants Pass City Limits.

6. The proposed mobile home park is surrounded
by intense urban uses and proposed intense
urban uses.

7. The proposed site is level and large enough to
facilitate a mobile home park.

8. The proposed development is in that portion of
the flood plain which permits develop with
safeguards.

9. The development will include safeguards against
flooding.

10. The proposed mobile home park includes on-site
recreation facilities.

11. New city parks are planned for development in
this general vicinity.

. 12. The proposed development does not displace
existing or potential commercial or industrial
development. '

13. The developer proposes 54 mobile home units
which can be facilitated in an R-2 zone.

14. As conditioned by the preexisting annexation
agreement, existing residential units will be
safeguarded and their irrigation rights will be
safeguarded. )

15. The proposed development site is adjacent to the
northern terminus of the proposed fourth bridge.

III. . CONCLUSION:

‘Based on the foregoing findings, the Planning
Commission finds that the Patino, Church and Werschky
Supplementary Zoning Map Request No. 7-79 to be consistent
with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G"
with the provision that the zone be changed to R-2 rather
than the requested R~-3. Based upon the foregoing findings
and conclusions, and with the aforementioned condition,
the Planning Commission recommends to the Josephine County
Board of Commissioners the approval of the Supplementary
Zoning Map Request No. 7-79.

ADOPTED by the Urban Area Planning Commission this EZEZZ
September, 1981.

URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

ot & Lo

Chdirman




SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP #779

APPLICANT: Patino, Church and Werschky

LOCATION: North of Webster Road, approximately 120 feet west of
its intersection with Lincoln Road

LOT SIZE: 6.65 acres

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Assessor's Map No. 36-6-24-1, tax lot 700

CURRENT LAND USE

ZONE: RS, Residential-Suburban

PROPOSED LAND USE

ZONE: R-3, Low Density Multiple Family

I BACKGROUND

I

11

v

The request was originally heard by the County Planning Commission

July 14, 1980 and was recommended for disapproval.- The Board of County
Commissioners acted on November 3, 1980 to deny the request without
prejudice so that it might be heard by the Urban Area Planning Commission.

On August 20, 1980, the applicant entered into an annexation agreement
with the City of Grants Pass, agreeing to construction of improvements
to an R-3 zoning standard. The City agreed to provide water, sewer and
fire protection seryices. A condition of the agreement is that the
property will be developed as a mobile home park.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The property is designated as Urban High Density Residential on the Urban
Growth Boundary Comprehensive Plan. map, adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners. Urban High Density residential areas (6 to 30 units per
acre) are described by the Comprehensive Plan as "recommended in and

near the central part of Grants Pass where the need for community services,
public open space, commercial conveniences and ease of access are met".

The City's General Plan designates the area as Farm Residential (5 to
10 acres per dwelling unit}. The Urban Growth Plan designates this area
as Urban Medium Density Residential. .

The requested zoning is consistent with the County's Comprehensive Plan
for the Urban Growth Boundary.

ZONING REGULATIONS

The R-3 district is intended to provide for the development of low density
multiple-family residential structures where such buildings are reasonably
spaced on the lot to provide for light, air, privacy, safety and insulation
against transmission of sound in areas with community services.

Permitted uses include single-family dwellings, multiple family dwellings,
apartment houses and daycare facilities.

Mobile hcome parks are a conditional use.

EXISTING DEVELOPMENT

The prope}ty is vacant, used primarily as a hay field.

SURRQUNDING. USES -~ . ... .

Uses surrounding the property include mixed residential and farm uses.
Rogue Lea Estates Mobile Home Park is approximately 700 feet to the West.
The Grants Pass City Limits are approximately % mile to the east.
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VI TRAFFIC PLAN
Webster Road is designated as local collector street in the Traffic
Management Plan. Lincoln Road is shown as an arterial street since it

is designated as the northern approach to the fourth bridge.

VIT  PUBLIC FACILITIES

An eight inch sanitary sewer main exists in Webster Road, fronting the
property. The City annexation study indicates that another eight inch
line will be installed "at a later date".

A six inch water main was installed along Webster Road in 1968 to serve
Roguelea Estates. The CH2M Hill Study indicates that a 12 inch line
will be necessary to meet expanded needs.

VIIT COMPLIANCE WITH LAND USE HEARING RULES

Exhibit "G" of the Land Use Hearing Rules requires evidence and proof of
the following for an amendment to the Zoning Map.

A. Proof that the proposal is in conformance with the General or
Comprehensive Plan. (The Comprehensive Plan for the Urban
Growth Boundary designates the property as Urban High Density
Residential. The request complies.)

B. Proof that the proposed change is consistent with the purposes
of the Zoning Ordinance as set forth in Section 2 thereof, which
general purposes are as follows: To encourage the most appro-
priate use of lands; to conserve and preserve natural resources;
to conserve and stabilize the value of property; to provide
adequate open spaces for light and air and prevention of fires;
to prevent undue concentrations of population; to lessen congestion
of streets; to facilitate adequate provisions for community
utilities such as transportation, water, sewage, schools, parks
and other public requirements; and to promote the public health,
safety and general welfare.

C. Proof that the proposed change is in keeping with the character
of the area or neighborhood involved.

D. Proof that the proposed use and proposed rezone are compatible.
(Yes, mobile home parks are a conditional use within the R-3
zone. )

E. Proof that the proposal meets the requirements of the LCDC Goals.
1. Goals #1 and #2 are procedural in nature and have been met.

2. Goal #3 Agricultural Lands

(The property is under an annexation agreement with the
City of Grants Pass and is, therefore, committed to non-
agricultural uses.)

3. Goal #4 Forest Lands
{Not applicable for reason listed in "2" above.)

4. Goal #5 Open Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas and
Natural Resources

(The site is not identified as a natural resource area,
and does not contain any structures or features worthy
of historic preservation.)

5. 'Goal #6 Air, Water, and Land Resources Quality:

a. A City sewer line is located along Webster Road and
was designed to.serve.Rogue. lea Estates. . The annexation.
agreement between the applicant and the City of Grants
Pass states that sewer services will be supplied by
the City.
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b. Water supply is not guaranteed by the City. A 12
inch water line is to be installed as per the agreement
but, in case of a water shortage, preference will be
given to uses already supplied with City water,

c. The quality of the Grants Pass Airshed is currently
being monitored. Information from this study will
be used to determine the necessity of establishing an
"air quality maintenance area”.

6. Goal #7 Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards

The property is within the flood hazard boundary zone of
the Rogue River, as identified by the Water Resources
Division of USGS. Construction on the property would be
required to comply with standards developed to mitigate
flood damage potential.

7. Goal #8 Recreational Needs

The proposed use will have a minimal impact on existing
recreational areas. City standards for mobile home parks
include the provision of recreational or open space in
proportion to the size of the development.

8. Goal #9 Economy of the State
{Not applicable)

9. Goal #10 Housing *

The Goal encourages "the availability of adequate numbers
of housing units at price ranges and rent levels which ...
allow for flexibility of housing location, type, and
density".

Current estimates are that approximately 3700 dwelling units
will be required by 1985. " These units include single family
units and multiple housing units. Current trends indicate
that there could be an oversupply of single family residences
compared to muiti-family units.

The requested designation would allow between 6 and 30
units per acre. The proposed mobile home park would not
exceed 7.7 units per acre.

‘ 10. Goal #11 Public Facilities and Services

a. Sewer and water lines front the property at this time
but neither js considered adequate to meet the future
requirements of the area. The annexation agreement states
that sewer service will be provided, but that it is not
capable of guaranteeing city water. It is expected,
however, that city water will be available.

b. Fire protection and policy protection are currently at
a rural level including private fire-suppression firms
and County Sheriff protection. Included in the annexation
agreement as Exhibit "C" is an agreement to provide
municipal fire protection.

11. Goal #12 Transportation

The property has primary frontage on Webster Road. A condition
of the annexation agreement is that the applicant will dedicate
a 15 foot strip fronting Webster Road bringing it up to a 45
foot width. Lincoln Road also has substandard width but the
developer of property to the east has stated a willingness to
dedicate the necessary strip to widen the street to the proper
width.

.o
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12. Goal #13 Energy Conservation

The property, being with the Urban Growth Boundary, is near
the bulk of employment opportunities and support services
in the County.

13. Goal #14 Urbanization

The property is within the Grants Pass Urban Growth
Boundary and under annexation agreement for eventual
inclusion within the city limits.

F. Proof that the proposed use conforms to applicable ordinances and
policies of the City and County for the Urban Growth Boundary Area,
as such may apply.

IX CAC_RECOMMENDATION

When the request was heard by the County Planning Commission, the North
Valley CAC voted 5 to O to recommend disapproval of the request. Area
residents agreed by a vote of 18 to 0. It was felt that the development
would destroy privacy of surrounding homes, increase traffic and require
widening of Lincoln and Webster Roads. Concern was also expressed
regarding floodplain and drainage problems.

X STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The requested R-3 zoning is consistent with the recently adopted
Comprehensive Plan designation of Urban High Density Residential. The
applicant has expressed an intent to develop a mobile home park on the

site. This use could also be accommodated in the R-2 zone as a conditional
use, subject to compliance with the Mobile Home Park Development Guidelines.

Various concerns relating to flood hazard mitigation, water supply and
street improvements would be considered during a conditional use request
for a mobile home park. At this time, however, the zone change to a
higher density residential designation appears to be an appropriate way
to provide for the housing needs of residents of the urbanizing area.
Staff recommends an R-2 designation since this district would accommodate
the applicants' proposal while ensuring that the more intensive uses of
the R-3 district could not be developed.

XI URBAN AREA_ PLANNING COMMISSION ACTIONS

Positive Motion: The proposa] meets the requirement of the Land Use
Hearing Rules as set forth in Exhibit "G", and recommend that the Board
of County Commissioners grant the request.

Negative Motion: The praposal does not meet the requirements of the Land
Use Hearing Rules as set forth in Exhibit "G", and recommend that the
Board of County Commissioners deny the request.




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-2

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-25 FOR PROPERTIES IN THE
VICINITY OF HILLTOP DRIVE.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Growth Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
classifications with the City of Grants Pass as reguired by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, properties in the vicinity of Hilltop Drive and
Harbeck Road were rezoned from a County R-1 Urban Residential
zone to an Urban Growth Area R-1-8 Residential District; and

WHEREAS, property owners in this vicinity have expressed
an interest to annex their properties to the City of Grants
Pass; and

WHEREAS, the zoning potential affects the pending annexation
of these properties; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on October 14, 1981, and recommended a change in
zone for these properties (copy of Findings of Consistency
attached); and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on the recommendation of the
Urban Area Planning Commission on December 2, 1981.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The zoning of the following properties is hereby
changed from R-1-8 to R-1-12 Urban Residential:

36-5-19-44, tax lots 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, 501,
700, 800, 900, 1000, 1102, 1200; 36-5-20-32, tax
lots 9100, 9101, 9200, 93003 36-5-20-33, tax lots
300, 500, 600, 700, 800 and 900.

SECTION 2. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 18th day of December , 1981l.



Second reading and adoption by the Board of County Commissioners
at least thirteen (13) days from the first reading this 6th

day of January, 1982. This Ordinance shall take effect ninety
(90) days after its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Harold L. Haugen, ChRlirman

Mary E./Benedetti, Vice Chairman

é'\ /( (,éc{;k 2 ; "c(:// /

William F. Ford, /?‘EylsSLOner

ATTEST:

ster, County Clerk

APPRO AS TO FORM:

County Legal Counsel

Gail J. ;; son

Recording/Secretary

Ordinance No. 82-2
Page 2



FINDINGS OF CONGISTENCY
URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
IN REGARD TO ANNEXATION AGREEMENT REQUEST
AND SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP REQUEST NO. 16-81

THIS MATTER came before the Commission on October 14, 1981,
for a public hearing upon the application of property owners
in the affected area concerning property located at and east
of the Hilltop Drive ~-- Harbeck Road Intersection, and more
specifically shown by Josephine County Tax Assessor Map and
Tax Lot Numbers on Exhibit "1" of the staff report, a copy
of which is attached hereto, marked Exhibit "1", and by this
reference is incorporated herein. The property is presently
zoned R-1-8 and the applicant's request amending that designa-
tion to R-1-12. A guorum being present, and there being no
challenges to the jurisdiction of the Commission to hear the
matter, and there being no abstentions, the Commission proceeded
to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff report.

I. PFACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff re-
port, dated Cctober 6, 1981, a copy of which is attached
hereto as Exhibit "1". The staff report was reviewed

by Tim Bingham, City Planner, who commented on each of
the requirements of City/County Land Use Hearing Rules,
Exhibit "G" and Exhibit "J".

B. Appplicant's Case: Testifying on behalf of the
application was:

Milton Gordon, 330 Hilltop Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon.
Larry Brown, 420 Hilltop Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon.

In addition, a letter in support of the application
was received from Naoma Rutherford, Post Office: Box
304, Anza, California 92306, a copy of such letter

is attached hereto, marked Exhibit "2" and is by this
reference incorporated herein.

C. Opponent's Case: There was no testimony against
the application; however, a letter of opposition was
received from Carmen Lemmon, a copy of such letter

is attached hereto, marked Exhibit "3" and is by this
reference incorporated herein.

D. Discussion by Commission: There being no further
testimony, the Commission began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS:

Commissioner Atkins moved, and Commissioner Brown
seconded, and it was unanimously carried that Supplementary
Zoning Map Request No. 16-81 and Annexation Agreement request
(Hilltop) were consistent with the City/County Land Use Hear-
ing Rules, Exhibits "G" and "J" respectively contingent upon
the conditions "A"™ through "J" of Section 7 of the Annexation
Feasibility Study dated April 28, 1981, which is attached’
to and part of the staff report which is attached hereto as

Exhibit "1". The unanimous vote of consistency was based
upon the following findings which the Commission determined
to be fact:

1. All facts presented by the staff report, a copy of which
is attached hereto as Exhibit."1l".
-

2. The area in question is in necd of City water.

3. Domestic well water in the arca suffers from salt intru-
sion and low watcr tables. .

4. IExisting municipal water is supplied by the Fruitdale
Water Utility Systcm.

5. The Fruitdale Water Utility System does not have adequate
pressure in the arca in question.



ITI. CONCLUSION:

Bascd on the foregoing findings, the Planning Commission
finds Supplementary Zoning Map Request No. 16-81 to be consis-
tent with the City/County Land Use Illearing Rules, LExhibit
"G" and recommends such zone change to the Josephine County
Board of County Commissioners. Based on the foregoing
findings, the Planning Commission finds the Annexation
Agreement request (Hilltop) to be consistent with the City/
County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J", contingent on
conditions "A" through "J" of Section 7 of the Annexation
Feasibility Study which is part of that staff report
attached hereto as Exhibit "1". The Planning Commission
recommends to the City Council that the Annexation Agreement
Request be granted.

ADOPTED by the Urban Area Plannlng Commission this é?f

day of (DcTofE2 1981.

URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

Yt &1

Chai¥rm&n




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COQUNTY

STATE OF OREGON g
.;3/

,zéi\ s
ORDINANCE NO. 82-3 R

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-25 FOR PROPERTY LOCATED
ON N.E. SHERMAN LANE NEAR ITS INTERSECTION WITH BEACON DRIVE.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Growth Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
classifications with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the property located on N.E. Sherman Lane near its
intersection with Beacon Drive was rezoned from a County SR-1
Suburban Residential District to an Urban Growth Area R-S Resi-
dential Suburban District; and

WHEREAS, the property owner of this property has expressed
an interest to annex his property to the City of Grants Pass;
and

WHEREAS, the application for zoning is consistent with the
Urban Services Policy adopted by the Board of County Commissioners
and the Grants Pass City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on July 29, 1981, and recommended a change in zone
for this property (copy of Findings of Consistency attached);
and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on the recommendation of the
Urban Area Planning Commission on December 23, 1981.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The zoning of the following property is hereby
changed from R-S to R-1-8, Single Family Resi-
dential:

36-5-16~22, tax lot 1100

SECTION 2. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 30th day of December , 1981.



ATTEST:

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 13th day of January , 1982,

This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days

after its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

William F. Eord, /C

\&‘N\& \( i\\[\\\ XN

Harold L. Haugen, Vi\e Chairman

Commissioner

Mary etti,

Maxine Foster, County Clerk

8y, &;3i;ééé”’;~4 kﬁzzz;?f;¢~ Deputy

AS TO FORM:

ane Wm.

Sahult®
County Legal Counsel

L) e

Gene Stone

Recording Secretary

Ordinance No. 82-3

Page 2



FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY
URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
IN REGARD TO SZM NO. 13-81

THIS MATTER came before the Commission on July 29, 1981,
for a public hearing upon the application of R. Dean Byrd with
regard to property located at 1438 N.E. Sherman Lane, such
property being shown on Josephine County Assessor Map No.
36-5-16-22 as Tax Lot 1100. The application site is located in
the unincorporated portion of Josephine County; however, is pre-
sently being processed for annexation agreements with the City of
Grants Pass. The applicant is requesting the zone change from
the SR-1, Suburban Residential, to R-1-8, Single Family Residential.
A gquorum being present, there being no objections to the juris-
diction of the Commission to hear the matter in question, and there
being no abstentions, the Commission proceeded to hear testimony,
review and adopt the staff report.

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report
dated July 20, 1981, a copy of which is attached hereto,
marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated herein by this '
reference. The staff report was reviewed by Tim Bingham,
City Planner.

B. Applicant's Case: Testifying on behalf of the appli-
cation was:

R. Dean Byrd, 1438 N.E. Sherman Lane, Grants Pass, Oregon.

C. Opponent's Case: There was no opposition to the -
proposal; however, a Mr. Gene Wholig, of 1410 N.E.

Sherman Lane did appear to ask a guestion concerning the
cost of the necessary improvements. Mr. Wholig stated
that he did not oppose the applicant's request.

D. Discussion by Commission: There being no further
testimony, the Commission began deliberations.

IX. FINDINGS:

Commissioner Clark moved and Commissioner Rollins seconded
that Supplemeniary 2Zoning Map Request No. 13-81 was consistent
with the requireirents of the City-County Land Use Hearing Rules,
Exhibit "G" and recommends such zone change to the City and
County subject to the conditions of annexation as shown in
the staff report, attached hereto as Exhibit "1". Said motion
was passed unanimously and the vote of consistency was based
upon the following findings which the Commission determines to
be fact:

1. All those facts presented by the staff report, attached
hereto as Exhibit "1".

III. CONCLUSION:

Based upon the foregoing findings, the Planning Commi-
ssion finds the Byrd Request for SZM No. 13-8l to be consistent
with the Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G" subject to the
conditions of annexation as shown in the staff report, a copy
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "1". In addition, the
Commission recommends that the City/County approve the appli-
cation accordingly.

ADOPTED by the Urban Area Planning Commission this 12th day of
August, 1981.

URBAN ARER PLANNING COMMIS

ChaYrman




FINDINGS OF CONGILTENCY N
GRANTS PAGH CITY COUNCIL
IN RECARD TO AHNEXATION ACREEMENT REQUEST NO. 1-80

THIS MATTER came before the Council on August 19, 1981
for a public hearing upon the application of R. Dcan Byrd with
regard to property located at 1438 N.E. Sherman Lane and shown
on Josephine County Tax Assessor Map No. 36-5-16-22 as Tax Lot
1100. The applicant requests an Anncxation Agrcement with the
City of Grants Pass. The applicant also requests a rezoning of
the property from $R-1, Suburban Residential to R-1~8, Single-
Family Residential; however, since the property is located
outside the city limits such zone change shall be considered
and acted upon by the Josephine County Board of Commissioners.
The Urban Areca Planning Commission has recommended such zone
change. A quorum being present, there being no challenges to
the jurisdiction of the Council to hear the matter, and there
being no abstentions, the Council proceeded to hear testimony,
review and adopt the staff report.

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report

dated July 20, 1981, a copy of which is attached hereto,
marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated herein by this
reference. The staff report was reviewed by Alex

Forrester, Senior Planner, who discussed both the relevant
criteria for annexation agreement as well as the zone

change criteria to be addressed by the Board of County Comm-
issioners. The Council was asked to make recommendation

to the Board of County CommlsSLOners concerning such pro-
posed zone change.

B. Applicant's Case. Testifying on behalf of the
application was: - :

R. Dean Byrd, 1438 N.E. Sherman Lane, Grants Pass, Oregon.
Jack Woodhead, 1430 N.E. Sherman Lane, Grants Pass, Oregon.
Gene Bogan, 1410 N.E. Sherman Lane, Grants Pass, Oregon.

C. Opponent's Case: There was no opposition.

D. Discussion by Council: There being no further testi- .
mony, the Council began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS:

Councilman Kellenbeck moved and Councilman Colson
seconded that the applicant was consistent with the City/
County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J" conditiocned
upon those conditions shown in the annexation agreement,
Exhibit "B" thereto, a copy of which is part of the staff
report attached hereto as Exhibit "1". Said motion was
passed five votecs yes, one vote no, with Councilman Crom-
well casting the negative vote. Said favorable majority
volte of consistency was based upon the following findings
which the Council determines to be fact:

1. All those facts presented by the staff report,
attached hereto as Exhibit "1".

2. The land in question is a poor well-water area.

3. The land in question is not sulLablc for septic
tank scwage systoms.

4. Now City Water Reservoir Number 5 will be con-

structed adjacent to the development.

5. Neocossary strect dwprovements are required as a
condition of annexaltion.

6. Elght inch sewer wain is in place.



7. Swoto Jding nedighbors support ;) annexation request,

III. CONCLUSGTON:

Based aupon the foregoing findings, the Council finds
the DByrd roequest for Annexation Agroecment No. 1-80 to be
consistent with the City/County Land Usc [lcaring Rules,
Exhibit "J" subjcct to the conditions found in the proposcd
Annexation Agrcement, Exhibit "B" which is attached herecto
as part of the staff rcport which is marked as Exhibit "1%,
In addition, staff is instructed to notify the Joscphine
County Board of Commissioncrs that the City of Grants Pass
recommends applicant's request for zone change from
SR~-1 to R-1-8. -

PASSED by the Council of the City of Grants Pass, Oregon,

this 16th day of September, 1981,
SUBMITTED to and 42%%;5Vﬁ24f4422 by the Mayor of the
City of Grants Pass, Oregdd, this 42 day of September, 1981.
L7
ATTEST::

Finance Directoy
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Staff Rep..t: July 20, 1981
UAPC Hearing Date: July 29, 1981
Council Hearing Date: August 19, 1981

ANNEXATION AGREEMENT #1-80
AND
SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP #13-81

APPLICANT: R. Dean Byrd

LOCATION: 1438 N.E. Sherman lLane

DESCRIPTION: Assessor's Map No. 36-5-16-22, Tax Lot 1100

REQUEST: Zone Change (Annexation Agreement) from SR-1, Suburban Residential

II.

1I1.

Iv.

to R-1-8, Single Family Residential

BACKGROUND

On December 13, 1979, applicant applied for annexation to the City

of Grants Pass. On March 27, 1981, the City completed the Annexation
Feasibility Study No. 1-80 (attached). On May 19, 1981, applicant
requested the annexation process to continue. As part of the annexation
process, approproate City General Plan and zoning commitments must be
secured prior to receiving commitments for annexation {City Policy
Statement $19-77). Thus, applicant is requesting R-1-8, Single Family
Residential zoning, and annexation agreement with the City of Grants Pass.

PARCEL DESCRIPTION

Size - .90 acres; existing use - one single family residence; maximum
potential use at R-1-8 zoning is four (4% dwelling units.

SUMMARY OF ANNEXATION STUDY

A. Existing General Plan designation, Urban Medium Density Residential
is appropriate and consistent with R-1-8 zoning.

B. Proposed R-1-8 zoning is compatible and consistent with existing
surrounding land use.

C. Proposed R-1-8 zoning is consistent with Urban Growth Plan.

D. Most required public facilities are either substandard or non-
existent and will require substantial capital expenditure to
install new and/or upgrade existing facilities.

E. Applicant to bear heavy financial burden to upgrade requived public
facilities.

CITY SERVICES

(Refer to annexation study for detailed description.)

A. Mater

A two (2*) inch main exists in Sherman Lane. It is substandard to
serve additional new development and should be replaced with an
eight (8") inch main.

B. Sewer

An eight (8") inch main is available and adequate to service
subject property.

C. Streets

Sherman Lane is an unimproved substandard dirt road. Complete
upgrade to current City standards is required for its entire Tength.
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NAREXATION AGRLEMENT #1-80

R. DEAN BYRD SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP 413-81 Page 2

VI.

Existing Sherman Lane is approximately 480.75 feet in length
and serves four single family residences which are within the
City Limits. The City annexed these properties many years
ago without requiring street improvements.

Storm Drain

A 12" storm drain is to be installed from subject property to
Beacon Drive. :

URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY

The property is within the adopted UGB for Grants Pass

COMPLIANCE WITH LAND USE HEARINGS RULES

Exhibit "G" of the LUHR requires evidence and proof of the following:

A.

The proposal is in conformance with the Generzl or Comprehensive
Plan.

(Yes, existing General Plan designation is Urban Medium Density
Residential, with a density range from 3 to 6 d.u./acre. Requested
are R-1-8 zoning will provide single family residential housing

at a gross density of 5.5 d.u./acre}.

Prove the proposed change is consistent with the purposes of the
Zoning Ordinance as set forth in Section 2 thereof, which general
purposes are as follows: To encourage the most appropriate use
of lands; to conserve and preserve natural resources; to conserve
and stabilize the value of property; to provide adequate open
spaces for light and air and prevention of fires; to prevent
undue concentrations of population; to lessen congestion of X
streets; to facilitate adequate provisions fior community utilities
such as transportation, water, sewage, schools, parks and other
public requirements; and to promote the public health, safety and
general welfare.

(Yes, proposed use will develop at densities consistent with
existing surrounding residential use; will not deplete any known
natural resource; will develop within the UGB, develop according
to the standard and requirements of the Zoning Ordinance and
Uniform Building Code; provide for the required extension of
public facilities; develop and connect to sanitary water and sewer
service).

The proposed change is in keeping with the character of the area
or neighborhood involved.

(Yes, proposed change will extend existing adjacent zoning which
is consistent with the Urban Growth Plan, and will not introduce
a new use type or density into the area).

The proposed use and the proposed rezone are compatible.

(Yes, proposed use is single family residential on Tots having a
minimum lot size of 8,000 square feet. The requirements of the
zoning ordinance and proposed use, therefore, are consistent).

The proposal does meet the requirements of the LCDC Goals.

1. Goal 1 - Citizen Involvement - In accordance with City Policy
Statement #10-80, property owners within 300 feet of subject
parcel have been notified of the request and were invited to
the public meeting to be heard.

2. Goal 2 - Land Use Planning - The City has an official planning

process which includes a General Plan (being revised in accordance
with State law), Zoning Ordinance, Subdivision Ordinance, Policics

and Land Use flearing Rutes, which constitute ‘the framework for
reviewing and processing land use applications.



R. DEAN BYRD

10.

11.

12.

13.

ANNEXATION AGRECMENT #1-80
SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP #13-u, Page 3

Goal 3 - Agricultural Lands - Site is not considered suitable
and applicable to this goal. Parcel size is only .90 acres

with one existing dwelling unit. Site is within the "Urban
Growth Boundary and is within an area of existing urban residen-
tial development.

Goal 4 - Forrest Lands - Not applicable far same reasons listed
in paragraph "3". \

Goal 5 - Open Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas and Natural
Resources - The existing General Plan and the proposed Compre-
hensive Plan do not identify this site to be a resource area
applicable to Goal 5.

Goal 6 - Air, Water and Land Resources Quality - Development
of the site will occur only with municipal sanitary sewer
and storm drain facilities. This provision will minimize
potential impact to water and land resource quality. Site
has the potential of four dwelling units, each contributing
to the further deterioration of the air quality. These units
will not individually create severe impact, however, the
cumulative of effect of all single family dwellings, existing
and future, within the UGB have a direct and indirect effect
on the air quality.

Goal 7 - Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards -
There are no known seismic hazards within the area. Site is
not within a flood hazard area.

Goal 8 - Recreation Needs - Site will generate additional
demand on existing recreation facilities, but will not contribute
to the provision of these facilities.

Goal 9 - Economy - The proposed use will serve to benefit existing
service oriented employers, both in the short term and long term
period.

Goal 10 - Housing - Site has the potential of generating three
additional single family units. The type and density of the
proposal is consistent with the City's proposed Comprehensive
Plan.

Goal 11 - Public Facilities and Services - Further development

of this site requires the extension and provision of basic

urban services (i.e., water, sewer, roads, storm drain). Adequate
public facility capacities are available to service the site.

Goal 12 - Transportation - The City has approved a "Roadway
Traffic Safety and Management Plan, and a subdivision ordinance
which contains systems planning and minimum standards for
highway development. These standards will assist in assuring
safe noncongested, efficient movement of people, goods and
services. The applicant must meet these minimum standards at
the time of site development

Goal 13 - Energy Conservation - Location of request is near
existing employment centers and urban development and, therefore,
will minimize travel distances to jobs and services, thereby
conserving transportation related fuels. The orientation of

the street providing access (Sherman Lane) to the site and the
general southerly facing direction of the parcel lands itself

to some use of solar energy.

. Goal 14 - Urbanization - The City and County have jointly approved

a Management Agrecment which provides for the orderly transition
of the UGB from rural to urban use. The salient feature of that
agreement requires urban level of development to be provided
with urban level of services. The applicant, therefore, is
required to install urban level services relative to the urban
tevel of development.



ANNEXATION AGRELCMENT #1-80

R. DEAN BYRD SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP #13-81_ Page 4

F. The proposed use conforms to applicable ordinances and policies
of the City and County for the Urban Growth Boundary Area, as
such may apply.

(As of this date, the Urban Services Policy, and the Joint Urban
Area Services Management Agreement apply. In accordance with
these policies, the proposed use must be provided with acceptable
urban Tevel services. The applicant is being required to conform
with these policies via the requested annexation agreement.)

Exhibit "J" of the Land Use Hearing Rules and Exhibit "C" of the Joint
Urban Area Services Management Agreement requires evidence and proof of
the following regarding Annexation Agreements:

1. The proposed property to be annexed is located within the
Grants Pass Urban Growth Boundary area.

{Yes, refer to Exhibit 1.)

2. The proposed property is already developed as proposed to be

developed consistent with mutuaily adopted Development Standards.

(Yes. Further development of the property'must conform with
the interim development standards contained in the Management
Agreement and applicable City standards and policies.)

3. The proposal is consistent with LCDC Goals and Guidelines or
the City's Comprehensive Plan at such time as the state has
acknowledged that plan.

(Yes. Refer to Section VI, paragraph E of this staff report.)

4. The existing or proposed land uses are consistent with the
City Zoning Ordinance.

(Yes.)

5. The development or proposal has minimized any detrimental
environmental or neighborhood impacts.

(Yes. Development will require upgrading of existing dirt
road to City standards, improving access to the general
neighborhood. )

6. The proposal is consistent with the provisions of the Oregon
Revised Statutes.

{Yes.)
7. The proposal is consistent with the general welfare of the
City and its residents, as specified in the City Zoning

Ordinance standards.

(Yes. Refer to Section VI, paragraph B of this staff report.)

8. The City does or reasonably expects to have sufficient capacity
to provide the property with urban services as defined in the
urban service policies.

(Yes.)

9. The property owner agrees to pay out-of-city surcharges for
services received.

(Yes.)



ANNEXATION AGREEMENT #1-80

R. DLAN BYRD SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP #13-31 Page 5

VII.

10. The property owner acknowledges that entering into the annexa-
tion agreement is not a final conmitment on annexation and that
the proposal must meet the then current annexation requirements
at the time annexation is consummated.

(Yes.)

11. The annexation, if eventually approved, would not constitute
an illogical extension of City boundaries and would not
jeopardize the adequate quality and quantity of public services
nor undermine the financial integrity of the City.

(Yes.)
STAFF ANALYSIS

The annexation study prepared for this request raised certain issues
which the Council should consider and perhaps provide some direction in
order to process this and similar future requests.

CONDITION: Subject property is Tocated just east of the end of Sherman
Lane. Sherman Lane is within the City Limits and currently serves four
single family residences, also within the City Limits. On April 3,

1957, the City Council approved the annexation of the Sherman lLane area.
Improvements to the street and other public facilities were not required.
Subsequently, one additonal dwelling was constructed at the end of
Sherman Lane, but outside City Limits (subject property).

The only public facility of adequate capacity installed in Sherman Lane
js an eight (8") inch sewer main. A1l other public facilities are
substandard and need to be improved to current standards if additional
development of this area is to proceed.

There are approximately 10 acres east of Sherman Lane that are within

the Urban Growth Boundary and are expected to develop to urban densities.
The development of those acres will probably need Sherman Lane extended
to obtain necessary access. Cost to upgrade these facilities is not
economically feasible for Mr. Byrd, and may not be for other property
owners in the area. The annexation study estimates the cost to upgrade
existing facilities to current standards (from Beacon Drive to
applicant's easterly property line) to be $102,0C0.

Therefore, it is clear that improvements to existing facilities need to
gccur if the area is to further develop. To require the applicant to
bear the cost for improvements not associated with his frontage seems
unreasonable and not feasible. Possible solutions to the situation are:

A. Formation of a Local Improvement District (LID). This method would
provide for complete upgrading of all facilities with benefiting
properties assessed over a 10 year period, to repay these costs.
Either the City or the applicant would be responsible for its
formation. Existing residents will benefit from water main improve-
ments (i.e. insuring adequate fire flow capacity) and road improve-
ments (paved surface, drainage, etcetera); however, there may be a
rejuctance on some of the property owners part to participate
as benefits may not be as obvious. HNote: HUD money is available to
qualified property owners to assist in funding of these improvements.

B. Advance Financing. This method provides for the installation and
payment of facijities by either a private or public source.
Benefits to existing residents are considerable and it allows
intervening property to develop on a "payback" basis. Disadvantage
is that the applicant (Mr. Byrd) would pay for all costs with little
potential to recoup expenses from intervening property owners
(most are either developed or do not necessarily need Sherman Lane
for access). The City, like Mr. Byrd, simply doesn't have the
funds available to expend without guarantee of payback.




ANNEXATION AGRECEMENT #1-80
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C. Other Considerations. Costs associated with water improvements may
be paid by water bond money if water Reservoir #5 is located in the
area cast of Sherman Lane. Negotiations for the site are pending.
If the reservoir is located there, the 20 inch water main connecting
to the reservoir would be placed in Sherman Lane by the City,
obviating the need for participation of Mr. Byrd and other Sherman
Lane residents.

VIII. STAFF RECOMMENDATION

A. Annexation Agreement. Staff reconmends to proceed with the agreement
on condition that applicant or City initiate the formation of a Local
Improvement District and that no additional development is to occur
without the provision of full public improvemetns, as outlined in
the annexation study.

B. Zone Change. Recommend to County Board of Commissioners approval of
zone change from SR 2.5 to R-1-8.

1X. PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION

On July 29, 1981, the Urban Area Planning Commission took the following
action:

A. Criteria of Exhibit "G" of the Land Use Hearing Rules are satisfied
as stated in the staff report and proponent testimony.

B. Recommend approval of the zone change from SR 2.5 to R-1-8, to
the County Board of Commissioners subject to the conditions of
annexation as stated in the Annexation Study.

X. CITY COUNCIL ACTION - ANNEXATION AGREEMENT

Positive Motion

A. The request meets the requirements of Exhibit "J" of the Land Use
Hearing Rules and Exhibit "C" of the Joint Urban Area Services
Management Agreement, with the conditions recommended by
Annexation Study.

B. Adopt resolutiun authorizing the execution of a contract for an
Annexation Agreement subject to the conditions of the Annexation
Study with R. Dean Byrd and authorize the City Manager to execute
a contract for same. i

C. Recommend to the County Board of Commissioners approval of the
zone change request from SR 2.5 to R-1-8.

Negative Mation

The request does not meet the requirements of Exhibit "J" of the Land
Use Hearing Rules and Exhibit "C" of the Joint Urban Area Services
Management Agreement. Request for an Annexation Agreement is denied.




FORE THE BCARD JF COUNTY CCMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

o
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STATE OF OREGON

2 )
T Jt% e ;
ORDINANCE NO. 82-4 -

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-11 AND ORDINANCE NO.
€1-13, PROVIDING A METHOD FCOR ADOPTING QUASI-JUDICIAL AMENDMENTS

AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY.

WHEREAS, on July 1, 1981, the Board of County Commissioners
adopted COrdinance No. 81-11, establishing a Comprehensive Plan
for Josephine County, and Crdinance No. 81-13, consisting of
implementing zoning; and

WHEREAS, the Implementation Chapter of the Comprehensive
Plan, page 12, provides that proposals to amend the plan can be
submitted by individuals on an ongoing basis; and

WHEREAS, Section 52.054 of the Josephine <County Zoning
Crcdinance provides that amendments to thz zoning maps may be
initiated by application of a property owner or his authorized

agent; and

WHEREAS, the Charter for Josephine County, adopted by the
voters of this County, provides procedures for the adoption of
ordinances, providing that emergency ordinances expire in one
hundrecé¢ and twenty (120) days and that thers do not become
effective until after ninety (90) days from the second reading;
and

WHEREAS, it is evident to the Board that the procedures
specified by the County Charter were 1intended to apply to
legisletive enactments, not to gquasi-judicial proceedings,
supported by findings of fact and conclusions of law, and
reviewable by appellate procedures crather than by referendum;

and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to amend the Ordinances, adopting
the Comprehensive Plan and the zoning, to provide a procedure
for culmination of adjudicative decisions.

NOW, THEREFCRE, the Board of County Commissionsrs of
Josepnine County, COregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1.

Crdinance No. 81-11 is amended to read: Amendments
to the Comprehensive Plan Map, Exhibit "D", the
Inventory of Committed Lands, Exhibit "E", and the
tatement on Exceptions to the Statewide Planning
Goals, Exhibit "F", may be ordered from time to
time, such order to be contained in the findings of
fact and conclusions of law adopted by the Board of



SECTION 2.

SECTION 3,

PASSED
SIGNED BY

County Commissioners in guasi-jud.cial proceedings.
Amencdments to any other component of the
Comprehensive Plan or legislative amendments to
these components shall be subject to referral to the
voters of Josephine County.

Section 52.05% of Ordinance No. 81-13 1is amended
with the addition: Amendments to the zoning maps,
considered in a quasi-judicial review, may be
crdered by the Board of County Commissioners, such
order to be contained in the findings of fact and
conclusion of law adopted by the Board. Amendment
to the text of the Ordinance or a legislative
revision of the =zoning maps shall be subject to
referral to the voters of Josephine County.

The immediate passage of this Ordinance being
necessary in the public interest to protect the
public health, safety and welfare, an emergency 1is
hereby declared to exist, and this COrdinance shall
take effect immediately upon its final enactment and
adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

BY THE JOSEPHINE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AND
US IN OPEN SESSION IN AUTHENTICATION COF ITS PASSAGE

THIS _ 29th DAY 2F January , 1982.
JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BCA%P OF COMMISSIONERS
Mary “7Z?§ .1,‘Vbce éhalrman
//7 ﬂ/v’/%;—\,,, //
\%hlllam F. Ford, Qomm1551oner
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;a 2 Foster, County Clerk
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2EFCRE THE BOARD COF COUNTY CCMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-5

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-11 AND ORDINANCE NO.
21-12, PROVIDING A METHOD FOR ADOPTING QUASTI-JUDICIAL

AMENDMENTS.

WHEREAS, on July 1, 1981, the Board of County Commissioners
adopted Ordinance No. 81-11, establishing a Comprehensive Plan
for Josephine County, and Ordinance No. 81-13, <consisting of
implementing zoning; and

WHEREAS, the Implementation Chapter of the Comprehensive
Plan, page 12, provides that proposals to amend the plan can be
submitted by individuals on an ongoing basis; and

WHEREAS, Section 52.054 of the Josephine County Zoning
Crédinance provides that amendments to the zoning maps may be
initiated by application of a property owner or his authorized
agent; and

WHEREAS, the Charter for Josephine County, adopted by the
voters of this County, provides procedures for the adoption of
ordinances, providing that emergency ordinances expire 1in one
hundred and twenty (120) days and that others do not become
effective until after ninety (90) days from the second reading;
and

WHEREAS, it 1is evident to the Board that the procedures
specified by the County Charter were intended to apply to
legislative enactments, not to Qquasi-judicial ©proceedings,
supported by findings of fact and conclusions of law, and
reviewable by appellate procedures rather than by referendum;
and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to amend the Ordinances, adopting
the Comprehensive Plan and the zoning, to provide a procedure
for culmination of adjudicative decisions.

NOW, THEREFORE, the BRoard of County Commissioners of
Josephine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1.
Ordinance No. £1-11 is amended to read: Amendments

to the Comprehensive Plan Map, Exhibit "D", the
Inventory of Committed Lands, Exhibit "E", and the
Statement on Exceptions to the Statewide Planning
Goals, Exhibit "F", may be ordered from time to
time, such order to be contained in the findings of
fact and conclusions of law adopted by the Board of
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SECTION 2.

SECTION 3.

N e

County mmissioners in quasi-jud. .al proceedings.
Amendments to any other component of the
Comprehensive Plan or legislative amendments to
these components shall be subject to referral to the
voters of Josephine County.

Section 52.056 of Ordinance No. 81-13 is amended
with the addition: Amendments to the zoning maps,
considered in a quasi-judicial review, may be
ordered by the Board of County Commissioners, such
order to be contained in the findings of fact and
conclusion of law adopted by the Board. Amendment
to the text of the Ordinance or a legislative
revision of the zoning maps shall be subject to
referral to the voters of Josephine County.

First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 29th day of January , 1982,

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 12th day of February , 1982,
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days
after its adoption Dby the Board of County
Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

Harold L. Haugen,
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-6

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-13 FOR PROPERTY LOCATED ON
THE WEST SIDE OF THE POWERLINE NEAR FRANKHAM ROAD AND BROOKE DRIVE.

WHEREAS, on July 1, 1981, the Board of County Commissioners
adopted Ordinance No. 81-13, establishing RR-5, Rural Residential
(five acre minimum lot size) zoning for property consisting of
tax lot 100, Township 36, Range 5 West, Section 33-13, and tax
lot 103 and that portion of tax lot 101 lying west of the powerline
in Township 36, Range 5 West, Section 33; and

WHEREAS, on September 16, 1981, the Board of County Commissioners

adopted Ordinance No. 81-24, providing standards for the rezoning
of land south of the Grants Pass Urban Growth Boundary, including
the above mentioned property; and

WHEREAS, on January 22, 1982, the Board of County Commissioners
conducted a public hearing on a request of Faszer Brothers & Sons
to rezone the property; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners, based on the
evidence in the record, voted unanimously to grant the request.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

-

SECTION 1. That Ordinance No. 81-13 is hereby amended, rezoning
the above mentioned property RR-1, Rural Residential
(one acre minimum lot size).

SECTION 2. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners is
this 29th day of January, 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 12th day of February, 1982. This
Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days after its
adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

Aol

XIQQ_EEE;er, County Clerk

County Legal Coung€l

ne Stone
Recording Secretary
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EEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

r11

STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-7 o
‘“5379
e~ 8

AN CRDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-21 AND ORDINANCE NO.
81-2%, PROVIDING A& METHQOD FOR ADOPTING QUASI-JUDICIAL AMENDHMENTS
AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY.

WHEREAS, on September, 9, 1981, the Board of County
Commissioners adopted Ordinance No. 81-21, establishing an
Urbanizing Area Comprehensive Plan for Josephine County, and
Orcdinance No. 81-25, consisting of implementing zoning; and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan, provides that proposals to
amend the plan can be submitted by individuals on an ongoing

basis; and

WHEREAS, Section 139.01 of the Josephine County Urban
Srowth Area Zoning Ordinance provides that amendments to the
zoning maps may be initiated by application of & property owner
or his authorized agent; and

WHEREAS, the Charter for Josephine County, adopted by the
voters of this County, provides procedures for the adoption of
ordinances, providing that emergency ordinances expire in one
hundred and twenty (12C) days and that others do not become
effective wuntil after ninety (90) days from the second reading;

[SRaumi

WHEREAS, it is evident to the Board that the procedures
sgecified by the County Charter were intended to apply to
legislative enactments, not to quasi-judicial proceedings,
supported by findings of fact and conclusions of law, and
reviewable by appellate procedures rather than by referendum;

and

WHEREAS, it is necessary to amend the Ordinances, adopting
the Urban Growth Area Conprehensive Plan and the zoning, to
provide a procedure for culmination of adjudicative decisions.

NOW, THEREFCRE, the Board of County Commissioners of
Josephine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTICN 1.

Ordinance No. 21-21 is amended to read: Amendments
to the Comgrehensive Plan Map, Exhibit "D", may be
ordered fron time to time, such order to be

contained in the findings of fact and conclusions of
law adopted by the Board of County Commissioners in
guasi-judicizl proceedings. Amendments to any other
component of the Comprehensive Plan or legislative



SECTION 3.

PASSED
SIGNED BY
THIS 10TH

amendments to these components shall be subject to
referral to the voters of Josephine County.

Section 139.01 of Ordinance No. 81-25 1is amended
with the addition: Amendments to the zoning maps,
considered in a quasi-judicial review, may be
ordered by the Board of County Commissioners, such
order to be contained in the findings of fact and
cenclusion of law adopted by the Board. Amendment
to the text of the Ordinance or a legislative
revision of the zoning maps shall be subject to
referral to the voters of Josephine County.

The immediate passage of this Ordinance being
necessary in the public interest to protect the
public health, safety and welfare, an emergency 1is
hereby declared to exist, and this Ordinance shall
take effect immediately upon its final enactment and
adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

BY THE JOSEPHINE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AND
US IN OPEN SESSION IN AUTHENTICATION OF ITS PASSAGE
DAY OF FEBRUARY , 1982.
JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF C 4 SIONERS
\ d&%& WaITAN Harold L.

Haugen, Chairman

Mary E.

Vice Chairman-.

\/&ez_ﬂ#ﬁ)m; William

w.lax F. Ford, Commlssagner

APPRO
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AS

uane Wm. Schultz

Coungy Legal Counsel ¢<ﬁﬁé§//
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-8 2,
42

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-25 FOR PROPERTY LOCATED ON
"N" STREET NEAR ITS INTERSECTION WITH "M" STREET AND DECLARING AN
EMERGENCY .

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Growth Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
classifications with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the property located on "N" Street near its inter-
section with "M" Street, described as Township 36 South, Range 5
West, Section 21-23, tax lots 600 and 900, was rezoned from a
County SR-1 Suburban Residential zone to an Urban Growth Area
R~S Suburban Residential District; and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan designates the property for
urban medium density residential use; and

WHEREAS, the property owner of this property has expressed
an interest to annex his property to the City of Grants Pass;
and

WHEREAS, the application is consistent with the Urban Services
Pclicy adopted by the Board of County Commissioners and the Grants
Pass City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on August 26, 1981, and recommended a change in
zone for this property (copy of Findings of Consistency attached);

and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on the recommendation of the
Urban Area Planning Commission on December 30, 1981.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The Comprehensive Plan Map is amended to designate
T the above referenced property "urban high density
residential", and the zoning of the property is
hereby changed from R-S to R-3 "urban multi-family
residential”.



SECTION 2. The immediate passage of this Ordinance being

T necessary in the public interest to protect the
public health, safety and welfare, an emergency
is hereby declared to exist, and this Ordinance
shall take effect immediately upon its final
enactment and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.

PASSED BY THE JOSEPHINE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AND
SIGNED BY US IN OPEN SESSION IN AUTHENTICATION OF ITS PASSAGE THIS
_EQ?H DAY OF FEBRUARY , 1982,

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOA OF CO§§TY COMMISSIONERS

U\

Harold L. Haugen, Cha\rman

T S

Mary E/’?éﬁéﬂettl, Vice Chajixrman

///ZLJ(//

Willlam F. Ford, Tommiséioner

/ .

'w} /6;(’]'/7/*/

County Legal Counsel

Recording Secretary

Ordinance No. 82-8
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DINGS OF CONSISTENCY
URBAW AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
IN REGARD 10 GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT REQUEST NO. $-80
AND SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP REQUEST NO. 8-80
AND ANNEXATION AGREEMENT REQUEST NO. 12-80

THIS MATTER came before the Commission on August 26, 1981,
for a pulbic hearing upon the application of Donald Lonas and
Duane Swenston with regard to property owned by the applicants
shown as Tax Lots 600 and 900 on Josephine County Tax Assessor
No. 36-5-21-23. The property presently carries a general plan
designation of "urban medium density residential", and the
applicants wish to change such designation to "urban high den-
sity residential." The property presently carries a zone
designation of R-S, "suburban residential", and the parties wish
to change such zoning designation to R-3, "low density multiple
family residential." 1In addition, the applicants request the
City of Grants Pass enter into an annexation agreement pertain-
ing to such property. A quorum being present, there being no
¢hallenges to the jurisdiction of the Commission to hear the.
matters, and there being no abstentions, the Commission pro-
ceeded to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff report.

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report
dated August 20, 1981, a copy of which is attached
hereto, marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated herein by
this reference. The staff report was reviewed by Tim
Bingham, City Planner, who commented on each of the
requirements of the requirements of the City/County
Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibits "G", "H", and "J".

B. Applicant's Case: Testifying on behalf of the
application were:

Duane Swenston, 1460 Meier Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon
Donald Lonas, 4080 Foothill Boulevard, Grants Pass, Oregon

C. Opponent's Case: Testifying in opposition to the
application were:

Harold Baker, 1137 S.E. Rogue Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon
Delford Dean, 1029 S.E. Rogue Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon

D. Discussion by Commission: There being no further
testimony, the Commission began deliberations.

IX. FINDINGS:

Commissioner DeVogele moved and Commissioner McMahon
seconded that the Lonas/Swenston request for General Plan
Amendment No. 9-80 and Supplementary Zone Map Request No.
8-80 were consistent with City/County Land Use Hearing
Rules, Exhibit "G" and "H" , and further that the Lonas/
Swenston regquest for Annexation Agreement No. 12-80 was
consistent with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules,
Exhibit "J" subject to those conditions and requirements
specified in paragraph VII of the Annexation Feasibility
Study, which is part of the staff report attached hereto
as Exhibit "1". Said motion was carried five votes in
favor and two votes contrary with Commissioners Brown
and Repine casting the negative votes. The majority
vote was based upon the following findings which the
Commission determined to be fact:

1. All facts presented by the staff report, a copy
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "1".

2. Riverside Elementary School is nercby.
—"

3. Riverside Elementary School enrollment is
dropping.

4. Grants Pass School District No. 7 was notificd
of the proposal and did not file objection.

-]1-



5. R-3 zoning is adjacent to the north. -
6. Industrial areas are located nereby to the north.

7. The proposed development will act as a buffer
between adjacent residential areas and industrial
areas to the north. ,

8. R-3 zoning designations are in short supply in
the City of Grants Pass.

9. Multiple family dwelling units are needed
within the City of Grants Pass.

10. Applicant agrees to pay out-of-city utility rates.

11. The applicant understands that the annexation
agreement is not a final commitment for annexation.

12. There is a city park nearby.

13. By controlling the traffic circulation, residen-
tial development to the south, east, and west
can be protected from inappropriate levels of
motor vehicle :traffic.

III. CONCLUSION:

Based on the foregoing findings, the Planning
Commission finds the Lonas/Swenston request for
General Plan Amendment No. 39-80 and Supplementary
Zoning Map Request No. 8-80 to be consistent with the
City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G" and
"H", and recommends to the Josephine County Board of
Commissioners the approval of such requests. In
addition, based upon the foregoing findings, the
Planning Commission finds the Lonas/Swenston request
for Annexation Agreement No. 12-80 to be -consistent
with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit
"J" and recommends to the Grants Pass City Council
the approval of such request with the conditions
specified in paragraph VII of the Annexation Feasi-
bility Study which is included as part of the staff
report attached hereto as Exhibit "1". ﬁf{:

ADOPTED by the Urban Area Planning Commission by this ‘519
day of September, 1981.

URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

A LS

1



) FINDINGS OF CONSISUIFNCY
GRANTS PASS CITY COUNCIL
REGARDING REQUEST FOR ANNEXATION AGREEMENT NO. 12-80

THIS MATYTER came before the Council on October 21, 1981, for
a public hearing upon the application of Donald Lonas and Duane
Swenston with regard to property owned by the Applicants, shown
as Tax Lots 600 and 900 on Josephine County Tax Assessor Map No.
36-5-21-23. The property is presently being considered for
general plan amendment and zone designation amendment by the
Josephine County Board of County Commissioners. .A quorum being
present, there being no challenges to the jurisdiction of the
Council to hear the matter, and there being no abstentions, the
Council proceeded to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff
report, ’

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report
dated August 20, 1981, a copy of which is attached
hereto, marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated herein by
this reference. The staff report was reviewed by Alex
Forrester, Senior Planner, who commented on the reguire-
ments of the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit
lIJII. -

B. Applicant's Case: Tesiifying on behalf of the
application were:

puane Swenston, 1460 Meier Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon.

C. Opponent's Case: There was no opposition to the
request.

D. Discussion by Council: There being.no further
testimony, the Council began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS:

Councilman Marchant moved and Councilman Ayers seconded
and it was unanimously carried that the Lonas/Swenston
Request for Annexation Agreement No. 12-80 was consistent
with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "Jg"
subject to the conditions specified on Exhibit "B" of the
proposed Annexation Agreement which is attached to and part
of the staff report which is attached hereto as Exhibit "1",
with the additional condition that the Josephine County
Board of County Commissioners must amend the General Plan to
designate the subject property Urban High Density
Residential and must change the zoning designation of the
subject property to R-3, Low Density Multiple Family
Residential.

Said motion was carried unanimously and such unanimous
vote was based upon the following evidence which the Council
determines to be fact:

1. All facts presented by the staff report, a copy of
which is attached herecto as Exhibit "1".

2.- There is a need for middle and lower income housing
in the City of Grants Pass.

3. The applicant intends to construct a series of
townhouses which will sell for about $40,000 each.

4. Traffic patterns have been adcquately provided for.
5. Applicant will provide complete perimeter fencing

and landscaping.

V~1—
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6. The applicant will provide on-site recreational
facilities.

III. CONCLUSION:

Based on the foregoing findings, the City Council
finds the Lonas/Swenston Request for Annexation Agreement
No. 12-80 to be consistent with the City/County Land Use
Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J" subject to the conditions spe-
cified above.

PASSED by the Council. of the Clty of Grants Pass, Oregon
18th day of November, 1981.

SUBMITTED to and ‘é%%?zggg%g:fgé by the Mayor of the City
of Grants Pass, Oregon,~ ay of November, 1981.

Mayor

ATTEST:

T W‘,?

Finance Director

-2
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON

e,

ORDINANCE NO. 82-9 R

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-21 and ORDINANCE NO. 81-25
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED ON 9TH STREET, BETWEEN MIDLAND AVENUE AND
HILLCREST DRIVE AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Growth Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
classifications with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the property located north of the City Limits was
rezoned from a County SR-2.5 Suburban Residential zone to an
Urban Growth Area R-S Suburban Residential District; and

WHEREAS, the property owners of this property have expressed
an interest to annex their property to the City of Grants Pass;
and

WHEREAS, the zoning potential affects the pending annexation
of this property: and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on August 25, 1981, and recommended a change in
zone for this property (copy of Findings of Consistency attached);
and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on the recommendation of the
Urban Area Planning Commission on December 30, 1981.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The Comprehensive Plan Map and the zoning of
S property described as Township 36 South, Range 5
West, Section 24, Tax lots 600 and 602 are hereby
changed as follows:

Comprehensive Plan

From: Urban Medium Density Residential
To: Limited Commercial

Zoning

From: RS-Suburban Residential

To: C-3 Limited Commercial



SECTION 2. The immediate passage of this Ordinance being

o necessary in the public interest to protect the
public health, safety and welfare, an emergency
is hereby declared to exist, and this Ordinance
shall take effect immediately upon its final
enactment and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.

PASSED BY THE JOSEPHINE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AND
SIGNED BY US IN OPEN SESSION IN AUTHENTICATION OF ITS PASSAGE THIS
10TH DAY OF FEBRUARY , 1982,

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

Harold L. Hauéen, Chay{rman

A Lt

Mary E. Bfkedetti, Vice Chairman
/ ) !

N ) 7
/

/;/,,{7/' ’gyé; . - ;
o // C‘é L ATPTE T / R (P
William F. Ford, C?mm%ﬁsioner

ATTEST: : » e

i

K;? P ///7,ﬂZL/

_"/ﬂ S /
Sl s i ) 1D )

Maxine Foster, County Clerk

County Legal Counsel

L

Recording Secretary

Ordinance No. 82-9
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¥ INDINGS OIF CONSISTENCY
URBAN ARCEA PLANNING COMMISSION
IN REGARD TO GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT REQUEST NO. 5-80
AND SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP REQUEST NO. 4-80
AND ANNEXATION AGREEMENT NO. 6-80

THIS MATTER came before the Commission on August 26, 1981,
for a public hearing upon the application of St. Luke's
Episcopal Church and Robert J. Trott concerning property owned
by the applicants and shown as Tax Lots 600 and 602 on Josephine
County Tax Assessor Map No. 36-5-8-24. The property is in an
area that is presently zoned SR-2.5, suburban residential, and
the applicants have requested the zone designation be changed
to C-3, limited commercial. The property is located in an
area that presently carries the general plan designation of
"urban medium density residential”, and the applicants would
like to change this designation to "limited commercial". 1In
addition, the applicants request the City of Grants Pass to
enter into an annexation agreement with the applicants con-
‘cerning the subject property. A quorum being present, and
there being no challanges to the jurisdiction of the Commission
to hear the matter, and there being no abstentians, the Commi-
sion proceeded to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff
report.

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff
report dated July 22, 1981, a copy of which is
attached hereto, marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated
herein by this reference. The staff report was
reviewed by Tim Bingham, City Planner, who amended
the staff report by offering two amended pages,
said amended pages are attached hereto, marked
Exhibits "2" and "3" and incorporated herein by
this reference. Staff recommended that each of
the three requests satisfies the respective Land
Use Hearing Rule Exhibit and that the Commission
should approve such requests.

B. Applicant's Case: Testifying on behalf of the
application was:

Richard Templin, 1004 N.W. Hawthorne, Grants Pass, Oregon
Eddy Arnold, 1305 Roseanna Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon

C. Opponent's Case: There was no testimony in oppo-
sition to the application; however, a letter in oppo-
sition was received from Lumir and Margie Makousky,
such letter being marked Exhibit "4", attached hereto,
and by this reference incorporated herein.

D. Discussion by Commission: There being no further
testimony, the Commission began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS:

Commissioner Atkins moved and Commissioner Brown
seconded that the St. Luke's Episcopal Church and Robert
J. Trott request for General Plan Amendment No. 5-80 and
Supplementary Zoning Map No. 4-80 were consistent with the
City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G" and "H".
Further, Commissioner Atkins moved and Commissioner Brown
seconded that the St. Luke's Episcopal Church and Robert
J. Trott request for Annexation Agreement No. 6-80 was
consistent with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules,
Exhibit "J" subject to the specific condition shown in
paragraph VII of the Annexation Feasibility Study, which
is part of the staff report attached hereto as Exhibit
“"1" with the additional following conditions:

"N. Prior to any devclopment of either Tax Lot 600
or 602, Tax Lot 600 shall be regquired to dedi-
cate the southerly 50 feet of said tax lot to
the City of Grants Pass for the purpose of



public right-of-way; it being understood that
said dedication is limited to 24 feet of even
width at that portion of Tax Lot 600 which is
only 24 feet wide.”

Said motions were unanimously carried. The
unanimous vote of consistency was based upon the follow-
ing findings which the Commission determined to be fact:

1. All those facts presented by the staff report,
as amended, copies of which are attached hereto
as Exhibits "lll’ "2" and "3".

2. The surrounding area has evolved from residential
to commercial uses.

3. Two independent appraisals conclude that the
highest and best use of said property is

commercial.

4. The property has commercial development and
commgrcial zoning on the north, west and south
sides.

5. The property has a cemetery on the east side.

6. Property owner agrees with all facts presented

by the staff report, attached hereto as Exhibits
"1" through "3".

7. Additional commercial property is needed in the
northern part of Grants Pass.

8. Tax Lot 600 is basically flat.

9. Tax Lot 602 is slightly sloping.

10. Flat or mildly sloping properties are ideal for
commerical development.

11. There is no significant opposition to the
proposal. ’

III. CONCLUSION:

Based on the foregoing findings, the Planning Commis-
sion finds the St. Luke's Episcopal Church, Robert J. Trott
request for General Plan Amendment No. 5~80 and Supplemen-—
tary Zoning Map No. 4-80 to be consistent with the City/
County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit “G" and "H". Based
upon the foregoing findings and conclusions, the Planning
Commission recommends to the Josephine County Board of
Commissioners the approval of General Plan Amendment
Request No. 5-80 and Supplementary Zoning Map Request No.
4-80. In addition, based upon the foregoing findings,
the Planning Commission finds the St. Luke's Episcopal
Church and Robert .J. Trott request for Annexation Agree-
ment No. 6~80 to be consistent with the City/County Land
Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J". Based upon the foregoing
findings and conclusions, the Planning Commission recom-
mends to the Grants Pass City Council the approval of
Annexation Agreement Request No. 6-80 with those conditions
shown in paragraph VII of the Annexation Feasibility Study,
a copy of which appears as part of the staff report,
attached hereto as Exhibit "1" with an added condition as
follows:

"N. Prior to any development of either Tax Lot 600
or 602, Tax Lot 600 shall be required to dedi-
cate the southerly 50 fecet of said tax lot to the
City of Grants Pass for the purpose of public
right-of-way; it being understood that said dedi-
cation is limited to 24 fcet of even width at
that portion of Tax Lot 600 which is only 24
feet wide.™



rass

ADOPTED by the Urban Area Planning Commission by this ,iﬁ
day of September, 1981.

URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

/A

Cysirman




CIUDINGS OF CONSISTENCY
GRANTS PASS CITY COUNCIL
IN REGARD TO ANWEXATION AGRELEMENT REQUEST NO. 6-80

TIHIS MATTER came before the Council on October 21, 1981, for
a public hecaring upon the application of -St, Luke's Episcopal
Church and Robert'J. Trott concerning property owned by the
Applicants and shown as Tax Lots 600 and 602 on Jogsephine County
Tax ASsessor Map No. 36-5-8-24. The property is presently being
considered for a general plan and zone designation change by the
Josephine County Board of County Commissioners. A quorum being
present, and there being no challenges to the jurisdiction of the
Council to hear the matter, and there beindg no abstentions, the
Council proceeded to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff
report. ‘ ' ‘

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report
dated July 22, 1981, and copy of which is attached
hereto, marked Exhibit "1", and incorporated herein by
this reference. The staff report was reviewed by Alex
Forrester, Senior Planner, who discussed the criteria as
shown in Exhibit "J" to the City/County Land Use Hearing

~ Rules. sStaff recommended that the application met the
requirement of said Exhibit "J" and further recommended
that the Council authorize and approve the reguest.

B. Applicant's Case: Testifying on behalf of the
application was:

Eddie Arnold, 1305 Roseanna Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon.
Richard Templin, 1004 N.W. Hawthorne, Grants Pass, Or.

C. Opponent's Case: There was no opposition to the
application. : .

D. Discussion by Council: There being no further
testimony, the Council began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS:

Councilman Colson moved and Councilman Marchant
seconded and it was unanimously carried that the St. Luke's
Episcopal Church and Robert J. Trott Regquest for Annexation
Agreement No. 6-380 was consistent with the City/County Land
Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J", subject to the specific con-
ditions specified in Exhibit "B" to the proposed Annexation
Agreement which is part of the staff report attached hereto
"as Exhibit "1", and also conditioned upon the Josephine
County Board of County Commissioners changing the general
plan designation from Urban Medium Density Residential to
Limited Commercial, and also changing the zone designation
from SR-2.5, Suburban Residential to C-3, Limited

Commercial.

Said motion was unanimously carried based upon the
following evidence which the Council determines to be fact:

1. All those Facts presented by the staff report, a
copy of which is attached lhereto as Exhibit "1".

2. The surrounding areas has evolved from residential
to commercial uses.

3. Two independent appraisals include that the highest
and best use of said property is commercial.

~ .. 4. The property-has commercial development and commer-—
cial zoning on the north, west and south sides.
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5. The property has a cemetery on the ecast side.

6. The property owners agrece with all the facts pre-
sented by the staff report, which is attached hereto

as Exhibit "1".

7. Additional commercial property is needed in the
northern part of Grants Pass.

8. Tax Lot 600 is basically flat.;
9. Tax Lot 602 is slightly sloplng.

10. Flat or mildly sloping propertles are ideal for com-
mercial development.

1l1. There was no opposition to the proposal.

III. CONCLUSION:

Based on the foregoing findings, the City Council
finds the St. Luke's Episcopal Church, Robert J. Trott
Request for Annexation Agreement No. 6-80 to be consistent
with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J"
subject to the conditions specified above.

PASSED by the Council of the City of Grants Pass, Oregon,
this 18th day of.November, 1981.

SUBMITTED to and 427727 by the Mayor of the
City of Grants Pass, OregGCH, thls day of November, 1981.

ATTEST:

?%“~4A/?/-i: ;étév?f7

Finance Director
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BEEFORE THE BCARD OF CCUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON

CRDINANCE NO. 8Z-14

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-21 AND ORDINANCE NO.
31-2%, PROVIDING A METHOD FOR ADOPTING QUASI-JUDICIAL
AMENDMENTS,

WHEREAS, on September 9, 1981, the Board of County
Commissioners adopted Ordinance No. 81-21, establishing an
Urbanizing Area Comprehensive Plan for Josephine County, and
Crdinance No. 81-25, consisting of implementing zoning; and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan, provides that proposals to
amend the plan can be submitted by 1individuals on an ongoing

basig; and

WHEREAS, Section 139.01 of the Josephine County Urban
Crowth Area Zoning Ordinance provides that amendments to the
zoning maps may be initiated by application of a property owner
or his authorized agent; and

WHEREAS, the Charter for Josephine County, adopted by the
voters of this County, provides procedures for the adoption of
ordinances, providing that emergency ordinances expire in one
hundred and twenty (120) days and that others do not become
effective until after ninety (90) days from the second reading;

and

WHEREAS, it 1is evident to the Board that the procedures
specified by the County Charter were 1intended to apply to
legislative enactments, not to gquasi-judicial ©proceedings,
supported by findings of fact and conclusions of law, and
reviewable by appellate procedures rather than by referendum;

and

WHEREAS, it is nescessary to amend the Ordinances, adopting
the Urban Growth Area Comprehensive Plan end the zoning, to
provicde a procedure for culmination of adjudicative decisions.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of
J>sephine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1.

Ordinance No. 81-21 is amended to read: Amendments
to the Comprehensive Plan Map, Exhibit "D", may be
ordered from time to time, such order to be

contained in the findings of fact and conclusions of
law a2dopted by the Board of County Commissioners in
quasi-judicial proceedings. Amendments to any other
component of the Comprehensive Plan or legislative



amendments to these components shall be subject to
referral to the voters of Josephine County.

SECTION 2,

Section 139.01 of Ordinance No. 81-25 is amended
with the addition: Amendments to the zoning maps,
considered in a quasi-judicial review, may be
ordered by the Board of County Commissioners, such
order to be contained in the findings of fact and
conclusion of law adopted by the Board. Amendment
to the text of the Ordinance or a legislative
revision of the zoning maps shall be subject to
referral to the voters of Josephine County.
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First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 10th day of February , 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 24th day of February , 1982,
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days
after 1its adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY

BOARD OF ISSIONERS
M &n\\c(m\{\ Harold L.

Haugen, Chairman

Y N

William
]\lFE(*er: //’ é
u// e 20 o)

hrx1na~£gster, County Clerk

APPROYELR AS TO FORM:

Schultz
Legal Counsel

COUﬂtZi

Recording Secretary
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-16

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-25 FOR PROPERTY LOCATED ON
"N" STREET NEAR ITS INTERSECTION WITH "M" STREET.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Growth Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
classifications with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the property located on "N" Street near its inter-
section with "M" Street, described as Township 36 South, Range 5
West, Section 21-23, tax lots 600 and 900, was rezoned from a
County SR-1 Suburban Residential zone to an Urban Growth Area
R-S Suburban Residential District; and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan designates the property for
urban medium density residential use; and

WHEREAS, the property owner of this property has expressed
an interest to annex his property to the City of Grants Pass;
and

WHEREAS, the application is consistent with the Urban Services
Policy adopted by the Board of County Commissioners and the Grants
Pass City Council; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on August 26, 1981, and recommended a change in
zone for this property (copy of Findings of Consistency attached);

and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on the recommendation of the
Urban Area Planning Commission on December 30, 1981l.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The Comprehensive Plan Map is amended to designate
the above referenced property "urban high density
residential", and the zoning of the property is
hereby changed from R-S to R-3 "urban multi-family
residential".



SECTION 2. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 10th day of February , 1982,

Second reading and adoption by the Board cof County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 24th day of February '
1982. This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90)
days after its adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY

BOARD OF COEITY COMMISSIONERS
§§ gg&k N\GAN,

Haro L. Haugen, Chalrman

& 0 Kl 0
Mary‘Efﬂ@enedettl, Vice Chairman

William F. Ford, Commlssioner

ATTEST:

4ﬁ§§&ne—?oster, County Clerk

TOC FORM:

APPROVE

County Legal Counsel

ecording Sg&cretary

Ordinance No. 82-16
Page 2



NDINGS OF CONSISTENCY
URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
IN REGARD TO GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT REQUEST NO. 9-80
AND SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP REQUEST NO. 8-80
AND ANNEXATION AGREEMENT REQUEST NO. 12-80

THIS MATTER came before the Commission on August 26, 1981,
for a pulbic hearing upon the application of Donald Lonas and
Duane Swenston with regard to property owned by the applicants
shown as Tax Lots 600 and 900 on Josephine County Tax Assessor
No. 36-5-21-23. The property presently carries a general plan
designation of "urban medium density residential", and the
applicants wish to change such designation to "urban high den-
sity residential." The property presently carries a zone
designation of R-S, "suburban residential", and the parties wish
to change such zoning designation to R-3, "low density multiple
family residential." 1In addition, the applicants request the
City of Grants Pass enter into an annexation agreement pertain-
ing to such property. A quorum being present, there being no
¢hallenges to the jurisdiction of. the Commission to hear the
matters, and there being no absténtions, the Commission pro-
ceeded to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff report.

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report
dated August 20, 1981, a copy of which is attached
hereto, marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated herein by
this reference. The staff report was reviewed by Tim
Bingham, City Planner, who commented on each of the
requirements of the requirements of the City/County
Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibits "G", "H", and "J".

B. Applicant's Case: Testifying on behalf of the
application were:

Duane Swenston, 1460 Meier Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon
Donald Lonas, 4080 Foothill Boulevard, Grants Pass, Oregon

C. Opponent's Case: Testifying in opposition to the
application were:

Harold Baker, 1137 S.E. Rogue Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon
Delford Dean, 1029 S.E. Rogue Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon

D. Discussion by Commission: There being no further
testimony, the Commission began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS:

Commissioner DeVogele moved and Commissioner McMahon
seconded that the Lonas/Swenston request for General Plan
Amendment No. 9-80 and Supplementary Zone Map Request No.
8-80 were consistent with City/County Land Use Hearing
Rules, Exhibit "G" and "H" , and further that the Lonas/
Swenston request for Annexation Agreement No. 12-80 was
consistent with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules,
Exhibit "J" subject to those conditions and requirements
specified in paragraph VII of the Annexation Feasibility
Study, which is part of the staff report attached hereto
as Exhibit "1". Said motion was carried five votes in
favor and two votes contrary with Commissioners Brown
and Repine casting the negative votes. The majority
vote was based upon the following findings which the
Commission determined to be fact:

1. All facts presented by the staff report, a copy
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "1".

2. Riverside Elementary School is nereby.

3. Riverside Elementary School enrollment is
dropping.
4. Grants Pass School District No. 7 was notified

of the proposal and did not file objection.

-1=



5. R-3 zoning is adjacent to the north. -
6. Industrial areas are located nereby to the north.

7. The proposed development will act as a buffer
between adjacent residential areas and industrial
areas to the north. . :

8. R-3 zoning designations are in short supply in
the City of Grants Pass. '

9. Multiple family dwelling units are needed
within the City of Grants Pass.

10. Applicant agrees to pay out-of-city utility rates.

11. The applicant understands that the annexation
agreement is not a, final commitment for annexation.

12. There is a city park nearby.

13. By controlling the traffic circulation, residen-
tial development to the south, east, and west
can be protected from inappropriate levels of
motor vehicle :traffic.

ITT. CONCLUSION: . \

Based on the foregoing findings, the Planning
Commission finds the Lonas/Swenston request for
General Plan Amendment No. 9-80 and Supplementary
Zoning Map Reguest No. 8-80 to be consistent with the
City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G" and
"H", and recommends to the Josephine County Board of
Commissioners the approval of such requests. In
addition, based upon the foregoing findings, the
Planning Commission finds the Lonas/Swenston request
for Annexation Agreement No. 12-80 to be consistent
with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit
"J" and recommends to the Grants Pass City Council
the approval of such request with the conditions
specified in paragraph VII of the Annexation Feasi-
bility Study which is included as part of the staff

report attached hereto as Exhibit "1". ﬁfi:
JO

ADOPTED by the Urban Area Planning Commission by this
day of September, 1981.

URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

Cf{ZZK%L é;?; /ﬂZ4L§:

Cnéirman
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FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY
GRANT'S PASS CITY COUNCIL
REGARDING REQUEST FOR ANNEXATION AGREEMENT NO. 12-80

THIS MATTER came before the Council on October 21, 1981, for
a public hearing upon the application of Donald Lonas and Duane
Swenston with regard to property owned by the Applicants, shown
as Tax Lots 600 and %00 on Josephine County Tax Assessor Map No.
36-5-21-23. The property is presently being considered for
general plan amendment and zone designation amendment by the
Josephine County Board of County Commissioners. .A quorum being
present, there being no challenges to the jurisdiction of the
Council to hear the matter, and there being no abstentions, the
Council proceeded to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff
report. ’

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report
dated August 20, 1981, a copy of which is attached
hereto, marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated herein by
this reference. The staff report was reviewed by Alex
Forrester, Senior Planner, who commented on the require-
ments of the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit
IIJII. -

B. Applicant's Case: Tesfifying on behalf of the
application were:

Duane Swenston, 1460 Meier Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon.

C. Opponent's Case: There was no opposition to the
request.

D. Discussion by Council: There being no further |
testimony, the Council began deliberations. '

IXI. FINDINGS:

Councilman Marchant moved and Councilman Ayers seconded
and it was unanimously carried that the Lonas/Swenston
Request for Annexation Agreement No. 12-80 was consistent
with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J"
subject to the conditions specified on Exhibit "B" of the
proposed Annexation Agreement which is attached to and part
of the staff report which is attached hereto as Exhibit "1",
with the additional condition that the Josephine County
Board of County Commissioners must amend the General Plan to
designate the subject property Urban High Density
Residential and must change the zoning designation of the
subject property to R-3, Low Density Multiple Family
Residential.

Said motion was carrled unanimously and such unanimous
vote was based upon the following evidence which the Council

determines to be fact:

1. All facts presented by the staff report, a copy of
which is attached hereto as Exhibit "1",

2. There is a need for middle and lower income housing
in the City of Grants Pass.

3. The applicant intends to construct a series of
townhouses which will sell for about $40,000 each.

4. Traffic patterns have been adequately provided for.

5. Applicant will provide complete perimeter fencing
and landscaping.



this

of Grants Pass, Oregon,-t

6. The applicant wlll provide on-site recreational
facilities.

III. CONCLUSION:

Based on the foregoing findings, the City Council
finds the Lonas/Swenston Request for Annexation Agreement
No. 12-80 to be consistent with the City/County Land Use
Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J" subject to the conditions spe-

cified above.

PASSED by the Council. of the Clty of Grants Pass, Oregon
18th day of November, 1981.

by the Mayor of the City
ay of November, 1981l.

R I

SUBMITTED to and

ATTEST:

Foreq— T G2ty

Finance Director
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82- 17

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-21 and ORDINANCE NO. 81-25
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED ON 9TH STREET, BETWEEN MIDLAND AVENUE AND

HILLCREST DRIVE.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Growth Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
classifications with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the property located north of the City Limits was
rezoned from a County SR-2.5 Suburban Residential zone to an
Urban Growth Area R-S Suburban Residential District; and

WHEREAS, the property owners of this property have expressed
an interest to annex their property to the City of Grants Pass;
and

WHEREAS, the zoning potential affects the pending annexation
of this property; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on August 25, 1981, and recommended a change in
zone for this property (copy of Findings of Consistency attached);

and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on the recommendation of the
Urban Area Planning Commission on December 30, 1981.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The Comprehensive Plan Map and the zoning of
property described as Township 36 South, Range 5
West, Section 24, Tax lots 600 and 602 are hereby
changed as follows:

Comprehensive Plan

From: Urban Medium Density Residential
To: Limited Commercial
Zoning ol
. . - T HSeg
From: RS~Suburban Residential "

To: C-3 Limited Commercial



SECTION 2,

First readlnglby the Board of County Commissioners
is this day of February , 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 24th day of February

1982. This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90)
days after its adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Harold L. Haugen,

Mary _ i, Vice Chairman

C\‘ Atép,/

William F. Ford,j?omﬁfssioner

County Legal

Coun

o e

Recording Secretary

Ordinance No.

Page 2

82- 17



'INDINGS OF CONSISTENCY
URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
IN REGARD TO GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT REQUEST NO. 5-80
AND SUPPLEMENTARY ZONING MAP REQUEST NO. 4-80
AND ANNEXATION AGREEMENT NO. 6-80

THIS MATTER came before the Commission on August 26, 1981, -
for a public hearing upon the application of St. Luke's
Episcopal Church and Robert J. Trott concerning property owned
by the applicants and shown as Tax Lots 600 and 602 on Josephine
County Tax Assessor Map No. 36-5-8-24. The property is in an
area that is presently zoned SR-2.5, suburban residential, and
the applicants have requested the zone designation be changed
to C-3, limited commercial. The property is located in an
area that presently carries the general plan designation of
"urban medium density residential", and the applicants would
like to change this designation to "limited commercial”". 1In
addition, the applicants request-the City of Grants Pass to
enter into an annexation agreement with the applicants con-
cerning the subject property. A quorum being present, and
there being no challanges to the jurisdiction of the Commission
to hear the matter, and there being no abstentians, the Commi-
sion proceeded to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff
report.

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff
report dated July 22, 1981, a copy of which is
attached hereto, marked Exhibit "1" and incorporated
herein by this reference. The staff report was
reviewed by Tim Bingham, City Planner, who amended
the staff report by offering two amended pages,
said amended pages are attached hereto, marked
Exhibits "2" and "3" and incorporated herein by
this reference. Staff recommended that each of
the three requests satisfies the respective Land
Use Hearing Rule Exhibit and that the Commission
should approve such requests.

B. Applicant's Case: Testifying on behalf of the
application was: ‘

Richard Templin, 1004 N.W. Hawthorne, Grants Pass, Oregon
Eddy Arnold, 1305 Roseanna Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon

C. Opponent's Case: There was no testimony in oppo-
sition to the application; however, a letter in oppo-
sition was received from Lumir and Margie Makousky,
such letter being marked Exhibit "4", attached hereto,
and by this reference incorporated herein.

D. Discussion by Commission: There being no further
testimony, the Commission began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS :

Commissioner Atkins moved and Commissioner Brown
seconded that the St. Luke's Episcopal Church and Robert
J. Trott request for General Plan Amendment No. 5-80 and
Supplementary Zoning Map No. 4-80 were consistent with the
City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G" and "H".
Further, Commissioner Atkins moved and Commissioner Brown
seconded that the St. Luke's Episcopal Church and Robert
J. Trott request for Annexation Agreement No. 6-80 was
consistent with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules,
Exhibit "J" subject to the specific condition shown in
paragraph VII of the Annexation Feasibility Study, which
is part of the staff report attached hereto as Exhibit
"1" with the additional following conditions:

"N. Prior to any development of either Tax Lot 660
or 602, Tax Lot 600 shall be required to dedi-
cate the southerly 50 feet of said tax lot to
the City of Grants Pass for the purpose of



public right-of-way; it being understood that
said dedication is limited to 24 feet of even
width at that portion of Tax Lot 600 which is
only 24 fect wide."

Said motions were unanimously carried. The
unanimous vote of consistency was based upon the follow-
ing findings which the Commission determined to be fact:

1. All those facts presented by the staff report,
as amended, copies of which are attached hereto
as Exhibits "1", "2" and "3".

2. The surrounding area has evolved from residential
to commercial uses.

3. Two independent appraisals conclude that the
highest and best use of said property is
commercial.

4. The property has commercial development and
commgrcial zoning on the north, west and south
sides.

5. The property has a cemetery on the east side.

6. Property owner agrees with all facts presented
by the staff report, attached hereto as Exhibits

"1" through "3".

7. Additional commercial property is needed in the
northern part of Grants Pass.

8. Tax Lot 600 is basically flat.
9. Tax Lot 602 is slightly sloping.

10. Flat or mildly sloping properties are ideal for
commerical development.

11. There is no significant opposition to the
proposal.

III. CONCLUSION:

Based on the foregoing findings, the Planning Commis-
sion finds the St. Luke's Episcopal Church, Robert J. Trott
request for General Plan Amendment No. 5-80 and Supplemen-
tary Zoning Map No. 4-80 to be consistent with the City/
County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "G" and "H". Based
upon the foregoing findings and conclusions, the Planning
Commission recommends to the Josephine County Board of
Commissioners the approval of General Plan Amendment
Request No. 5-80 and Supplementary Zoning Map Request No.
4-80. In addition, based upon the foregoing findings,
the Planning Commission finds the St. Luke's Episcopal
Church and Robert-.J. Trott request for Annexation Agree-
ment No. 6-80 to be consistent with the City/County Land
Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J". Based upon the foregoing
findings and conclusions, the Planning Commission recom-
mends to the Grants Pass City Council the approval of
Annexation Agreement Request No. 6-80 with those conditions
shown in paragraph VII of the Annexation Feasibility Study,
a copy of which appears as part of the staff report,
attached hereto as Exhibit "1" with an added condition as

follows:

"N. Prior to any development of either Tax Lot 600
or 602, Tax Lot 600 shall be required to dedi-
cate the southerly 50 feet of said tax lot to the
City of Grants Pass for the purpose of public
right-of-way; it being understood that said dedi-
cation is limited to 24 fcet of even width at
that portion of Tax Lot 600 which is only 24
feet wide."



4

ADOPTED by the Urban Area Planning Commission by this ng
day of September, 1981.

URBAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

Cyﬁirman




FIHDINGS OF CONSISTERCY
GRANYTS PASS CITY COUNCIL
IN REGARD TO ANWEXATION AGREEMENT REQUEST NO. 6-80

THIS MATTER came before the Council on October 21, 1981, for
a public hearing upon the application of -St. Luke's Episcopal
Church and Robert'J. Trott concerning property owned by the
Applicants and shown as Tax Lots 600 and 602 on Josephine County
Tax Assessor Map No. 36-5-8-24. The property is presently being
considered for a general plan and zone designation change by the
Josephine County Board of County Commissioners. A quorum being
present, and there being no challenges to the jurisdiction of the
Council to hear the matter, and there being no abstentions, the
Council proceeded to hear testimony, review and adopt the staff

report.

I. FACTS:

A. The basic facts were set forth in the staff report
dated July 22, 1981, and copy of which is attached
hereto, marked Exhibit "1", and incorporated herein by
this reference. The staff report was reviewed by Alex
Forrester, Senior Planner, who discussed the criteria as
shown in Exhibit "J" to the City/County Land Use Hearing
Rules. 5Staff recommended that the application met the
requirement of said Exhibit "J" and further recommended
that the Council authorize and approve the request.

B. Applicant's Case: Testifyfng on behalf of the
application was:

Eddie arnold, 1305 Roseanna Drive, Grants Pass, Oregon.
Richard Templin, 1004 N.W. Hawthorne, Grants Pass, Or.

C. Opponent's Case: There was no opposition to the
application. -

D. Discussion by Council: There being no further
testimony, the Council began deliberations.

II. FINDINGS:

Councilman Colson moved and Councilman Marchant
seconded and it was unanimously carried that the St. Luke's
Episcopal Church and Robert J. Trott Request for Annexation
Agreement No. 6-80 was consistent with the City/County Land
Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J", subject to the specific con-~
ditions specified in Exhibit "B" to the proposed Annexation
Agreement which is part of the staff report attached hereto
as Exhibit "1", and also conditioned upon the Josephine
County Board of County Commissioners changing the general
plan designation from Urban Medium Density Residential to
Limited Commercial, and also changing the zone designation
from SR—-2.5, Suburban Residential to C-3, Limited
Commercial.

Said motion was unanimously carried. based upon the
following evidence which the Council determines to be fact:

1. All those facts presented by the staff report, a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "1".

2., The surrounding areas has evolved from residential
to commercial uses.

3. Two independent appraisals include that the highest
and best use of said property is commercial,

~ . 4. The property-has-commercial development and commer-—
clal zoning on the north, west and south sides.
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5. The property has a cemctery on the cast side.

6. The property owners agree with all the facts pre-
sented by the staff report, which is attached hereto

as Exhibit "1".

7. Additional commercial property is needed in the
northern part of Grants Pass.

8. Tax Lot 600 is basically flat.-

9. Tax Lot 602 is slightly sloplng.

10. Flat or mildly sloping propertles are ideal for com-
mercial development.

11. There was no opposition to the proposal.

III. CONCLUSION:

Based on the foregoing findings, the City Council
finds the St. Luke's Episcopal Church, Robert J. Trott
Request for Annexation Agreement No. 6-80 to be consistent
with the City/County Land Use Hearing Rules, Exhibit "J"
subject to the conditions specified above.

PASSED by the Council of the City of Grants Pass, Oregon,
this 18th day of. November, 1981.

SUBMITTED to and 42;9274{97u’6wgz7 by the Mayor of the
city of Grants Pass, Oreg®r, this QEEZ‘day of November, 1981.

ATTEST:

?9‘v-<?/ i: ;2¢¢¢¢f7

Flnance Director
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ORDINANCE NO. 82-18

w10

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AMENDMENTS BY REFERENCE TO THE URBAN AREA
ZONING ORDINANCE NO. 81-25 (CITY ORDINANCE NO. 4415) AND DECLARING
AN EMERGENCY.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent 2zoning regulations,
and providing procedures for enforcement and penalties for the
violation thereof, with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a public
hearing on January 27, 1982, and recommended amendments to the Urban
Area Zoning Ordinance as set forth in Exhibit "A", attached hereto;
and

WHEREAS, on March 3, 1982, the Council of the City of Grants
Pass adopted City Ordinance No. 4438 amending their Urban Area
Zoning Ordinance No. 4415 as recommended by the Urban Area Planning
Commission; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on March 5, 1982, to consider
the amendments recommended by the Urban Area Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Comm1551oners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordalns as follows:

SECTION 1. The Urban Area Zoning Ordinance No. 81-25 (City
Ordinance No. 4415) is hereby amended as provided
in Exhibit "A" attached hereto.

SECTION 2. The immediate passage of this Ordinance being
necessary in the public interest to protect the
public health, safety and welfare, an emergency
is hereby declared to exist, and this Ordinance
shall take effect immediately upon its final
enactment and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.

PASSED BY THE JOSEPHINE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AND

SIGNED BY US IN OPEN SESSION IN AUTHENTICATION OF ITS PASSAGE THIS
17TH DAY OF MARCH, 1982.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY

BO OF c%r&commmsmums
N \\\

RD
L Haugen, -lrman
‘—-

ATTEST:

- . L L.
Maxine Foster William F.

County Clerk

BY, %/ W-» Deputy
et Il

Recording Secretary

Legal Counsel



EXHIBIT "A"

SECTION 100.04 - Definitions

26.1

26.2

45.

67.

69.

75.

78.

SECTION

SECTICN

Building Line shall mean the building setback lines as
defined by the required front, side and rear yards; or
a line on a plat or map indicating the limit behind
which buildings or structures may be erected.

Buildable Area shall mean the area contained within the
building lines upon which it is permissible for buildings
or structures to be erected.

Dwelling Group shall mean a group of three (3) or more
dwellings attached or detached located on a parcel of land

in one (1) ownership and having any yard or court in

cormmon, provided that the dwelling and the ground immediately
beneath the dwelling may be in separate ownerships.

Lot Depth shall mean the perpendicular distance between
the front and the rear lot lines.

Lot Line shall mean any property line bounding a lot.

Lot Width shall mean the perpendicular distance measured
between the midpoints of the side lot lines for an interior
lot of rectangular or nearly rectangular shape. For odd
shaped lots, lot width shall mean the perpendicular distance
measured between the midpoints of the two principal opposite
side lot lines. For corner lots, lot width shall mean the
perpendicular distance measured between the longest front
lot line and the opposite side lot line.

Manufactured Home shall mean a detached single family
dwelling constructed in accordance with the "National
Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety Standards
Act of 1974", or constructed prior to the Standards Act
of 1974; designed for long term occupancy rather than for
recreational purposes; and designed to be transported
after fabrication to its location of use on its own

chassis and wheels.

122.03 Conditional Uses

Automobile service stations and carwash facilities.

126.02 Permitted Usgi

Retail or combination retail/wholesale lumber and building
materials yard.

Manufacturing of precast concrete products and ceramics
products using only previously pulverized materials.



EXHIBIT "A"

SECTION 128.02 Site Plan Committee

There is hereby created a City Site Plan Committee consisting
of the City Community Development Director, the City Building
Official, the City Engineer, the City Fire Chief and the
City Police Chief, or their authorized deputies; and a County
Site Plan Committee consisting of the County Planning Director,
the Director of Public Works, the Director of Building Safety,
the Director of the Health Department, and the County Fire
Marshal or their authorized deputies. The City and County
Site Plan Committees shall carry out the duties for site plan
review as set forth in this section. These committees shall
have the authority to. approve, disapprove, or to approve with
conditions, the site plans for all proposed new buildings or
structures, expansion or alteration of use in those zoning
districts where Site Plan approval is required. 1In the review
of plans, the Site Plan Committee shall be governed by the
purposes and objectives of this section as set forth in
Sections 128.01 and 128.03(b).

SECTION 129.04 Number of Spaces Required

a. Residential

(2) Multi-family dwelling con- One and one-half
taining four or more spaces per dwelling
dwelling units: unit.

b. Commercial Residential

(2) Motel: One for each room;
where fractioned, next
highest full unit.

c. Institutions
(3) Hospitals: Two (2) spaces per bed.

F. Commercial

(4) Medical or dental offices: One space per 250 sqg. ft.
of gross floor area.

SECTION 129.10 Development and Maintenance Standards for Off-
Street Parking Areas

j. Up to 20% of the required parking spaces may be allocated
parking stalls of 8%' in width and 16' in length, provided
such spaces are marked as compact spaces on the pavement
and adeqguately signed elsewhere.



EXHIBIT "A"

SECTION 131.04 Minimum Size for Planned Unit Developments

No application shall be made for an area of less than seven
(7) acres in any "M" District, or for an area of less than
three (3) acres in any other zoning district.

SECTION 131.06 Plan Required

All applications shall be accompanied by a general develop-
ment plan drawn to scale showing the use or uses, dimensions
and locations of proposed structures and of areas to be
reserved for vehicular and pedestrian circulation, parking,
public uses (if any), landscaping and other open spaces, and
drawings and sketches demonstrating the design and character
of the proposed uses and the physical relationships of the uses.
Such other pertinent information shall be included as may be
considered necessary by the Planning Commission to make a
determination that the contemplated arrangement or use makes
it necessary and desirable to apply regulations and require-
ments differing from those ordinarily applicable under this
Ordinance and the Subdivision Ordinance. The Planning
Commission may request recommendations from the Site Review
Committee pertaining to any particular application, provided,
however, the Planning Commission shall not be bound by these
recommendations.

SECTION 132.09 Dwelling Groups

a. Purpose. This section is intended to make possible a
more desirable living environment than would be possible
through a strict application of the provisions of this
Ordinance and the Subdivision Ordinance. It is intended to
encourage reservation of a greater proportion of open space
for visual and recreational uses; to encourage efficient,
aesthetic, and desirable uses of land; and to encourage
greater diversity and variety in the physical development
pattern of the Urban Growth Area. A permit may not be

- issued for the erection of a Dwelling Group unless such
Dwelling Group conforms to all of the following conditions
and requirements:

(5) Except as modified in this section, such Dwelling
Group shall conform to all of the requirements of
this Ordinance for the district in which it is to
be located, and the Subdivision Ordinance, but only
to the extent specified by Planning Commission
approval, and meeting the criteria of Planned Unit
Development approval specified in Section 31.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-19

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AMENDMENTS BY REFERENCE TO THE URBAN AREA
ZONING ORDINANCE NO. 81-25 (CITY ORDINANCE NO. 4415).

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning regulations,
and providing procedures for enforcement and penalties for the
violation thereof, with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a public
hearing on January 27, 1982, and recommended amendments to the Urban
Area Zoning Ordinance as set forth in Exhibit "A"™, attached hereto;
and

WHEREAS, on March 3, 1982, the Council of the City of Grants
Pass adopted City Ordinance No. 4438 amending their Urban Area
Zoning Ordinance No. 4415 as recommended by the Urban Area Planning
Commission; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on March 5, 1982, to consider
the amendments recommended by the Urban Area Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The Urban Area Zoning Ordinance No. 81-25 (City
Ordinance No. 4415) is hereby amended as provided
in Exhibit "A" attached hereto.

SECTION 2. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 17th day of March, 1982,

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from

the first reading this 31lst day of March, 1982.
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days
after its adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY

SATTEST :i;z f
(;%Zf/iiiﬂ Vi ﬂlz/

MaxXinme FEgoster William F ‘Ford ZommA ssionexr
County Clerk

Récording Secretary

ApP

Dgyane Schultz
Legal Counsel



EXHIBIT "A"

SECTION 100.04 ~ Definitions

26.1

26.2

45.

67.

69.

75.

78.

puilding Line shall mean the building setback lines as
defined by the required front, side and rear yards; or
a line on a plat or map indicating the limit behind
which buildings or structures may be erected.

Bg;ldable Area shall mean the area contained within the
puilding lines upon which it is permissible for buildings
or structures to be erected.

Dwelling Group shall mean a group of three (3) or more
dwellings attached or detached located on a parcel of land

in one (1) ownership and having any yard or court in

common, provided that the dwelling and the ground immediately
beneath the dwelling may be in separate ownerships.

Lot Depth shall mean the perpendicular distance between
the front and the rear lot lines.

Lot Line shall mean any property line bounding a lot.

1.0t Width shall mean the perpendicular distance measured
between the midpoints of the side lot lines for an interior
lot of rectangular or nearly rectangular shape. For odd
shaped lots, lot width shall mean the perpendicular distance
measured between the midpoints of the two principal opposite
side lot lines. For corner lots, lot width shall mean the
perpendicular distance measured between the longest front
lot line and the opposite side lot line.

mManufactured Home shall mean a detached single family
dwelling constructed in accordance with the "National
Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety Standards
anct of 1974", or constructed prior to the Standards Act
of 1974; designed for long term occupancy rather than for
recreational purposes; and designed to be transported
after fabrication to its location of use on its own
chassis and wheels.

SECTION 122.03 Conditional Uses

i.

Aautomobile service stations and carwash facilities.

SECTION 126.02 Permitted Uses

m.

X.

Retail or combination retail/wholesale lumber and building
materials vard.

Manufacturing of precast concrete products and ceramics
products using only previously pulverized materials.



SECTION 128.02

Site Plan Committee

EXHIBIT "A"

There is hereby created a City Site Plan Committee consisting

of the City Community Development Director,
the City Engineer,
or their authorized deputies;

Official,

City Police Chief,

the City Building

the City Fire Chief and the

and a County

Site Plan Committee consisting of the County Planning Director,

the Director of Public Works,
the Director of the Health Department,
Marshal or their authorized deputies.

the Director of Building Safety,

and the County Fire
The City and County

Site Plan Committees shall carry out the duties for site plan
review as set forth in this section.

have the authority to approve,
conditions,
structures,
districts where Site Plan approval is required.
the Site Plan Committee shall be governed by the

of plans,

These committees shall
disapprove, or to approve with

the site plans for all proposed new buildings or
expansion or alteration of use in those zoning

In the review

purposes and objectives of this section as set forth in
Sections 128.01 and 128.03(b).

SECTION 129.04

Number of Spaces Reguired

a. Residential

(2) Multi-family dwelling con-
taining four or more
dwelling units:

b. Commercial Residential

(2) Motel:

C. Institutions

(3) Hospitals:
£. Commercial
{4) Medical or dental offices:

SECTION 129.10

One and one-half
spaces per dwelling
unit.

One for each room;
where fractioned,
highest full unit.

next

Two (2) spaces per bed.

One space per 250 sq. ft.
of gross floor area.

Development and Maintenance Standards for Off-

Street Parking Areas

j. Up to 20% of the required parking spaces may be allocated

parking stalls of 8%

in width and 16"

in length, provided

such spaces are marked as compact spaces on the pavement
and adequately signed elsewhere.



EXHIBIT "A"

SECTION 131.04 Minimum Size for Planned Unit Developments

No application shall be made for an area of less than seven
(7) acres in any "M" District, or for an area of less than
three (3) acres in any other zoning district.

SECTION 131.06 Plan Required

All applications shall be accompanied by a general develop-
ment plan drawn to scale showing the use or uses, dimensions
and locations of proposed structures and of areas to be
reserved for vehicular and pedestrian circulation, parking,
public uses (if any), landscaping and other open spaces, and
drawings and sketches demonstrating the design and character
of the proposed uses and the physical relationships of the uses.
Such other pertinent information shall be included as may be
considered necessary by the Planning Commission to make a
determination that the contemplated arrangement or use makes
it necessary and desirable to apply regulations and require-
ments differing from those ordinarily applicable under this
Ordinance and the Subdivision Ordinance. The Planning
Commission may request recommendations from the Site Review
Committee pertaining to any particular application, provided,
however, the Planning Commission shall not be bound by these
recommendations.

SECTION 132.09 Dwelling Groups

a. Purpose. This section is intended to make possible a
more desirable living environment than would be possible
through a strict application of the provisions of this
Oordinance and the Subdivision Ordinance. It is intended to
encourage reservation of a greater proportion of open space
for visual and recreational uses; to encourage efficient,
aesthetic, and desirable uses of land; and to encourage
greater diversity and variety in the physical development
pattern of the Urban Growth Area. A permit may not be

o issued for the erection of a Dwelling Group unless such
Dwelling Group conforms to all of the following conditions
and requirements:

(5) Except as modified in this section, such Dwelling
Group shall conform to all of the reguirements of
this Ordinance for the district in which it is to
be located, and the Subdivision Ordinance, but only
to the extent specified by Planning Commission
approval, and meeting the criteria of Planned Unit
Development approval specified in Section 31.
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ION 131.03 application

The owner, or any interested person, may file an application
for Planned Unit Development Approval with the appropriate
Planning Office. The application shall be accompanied by a
fee in an amount to be established by resolution of the
governing bodies. ©No part of the fee shall be refundable.

In the event that a granting of the proposed Planned Unit
Development necessarily involves the granting of a conditional
use, the amount of the filing fee prescribed in the afore-
said resolution shall be deemed to include the fee for such

conditional use proceedings. -

SEcTiON 131.04 Minimum Size for Planned Unit Developments

" No application shall be made for an area of less than ten

(10) acres in any "M" District, or for an area of less than

“four (4) acres in any other zoning district:

SECTION 131.05 Limitation on Application

No aDp1ication shall be accepted for use which will reguire
a change in zoning district, unless accompanied by an
application for a zoning amendment as set forth in Section 139.

SECTION 131.06 Plan Reguired

All applications shall be accompanied by a general develop-
ment plan drawn to scale showing the use or uses, dimensions
and locations of proposed structures and of areas to be
reserved for vehicular and pedestrian circulation, parking,

public uses (if any), landscaping and other open spaces,

and drawings and sketches demonstrating the design and
character of the proposed uses and the physical relatlonshlps
of the uses. Such other pertinent information shall be in-—-
cluded as may be considered necessary by the Planning Com-
mission to make a determination that the contemplated
arrangement or use makes it necessary and desirable to apply
regulations and requirements differing from those ordinarily

applicable under this Ordinance. The Planning Commission
should consider recommendations from the Site Plan Review

Committee pertaining to any oartlcular application.

SECTION 131.07 Public Hearing Optional with Governing Body

No public hearing in addition to the hearing conducted by
t+he Urban Area Planning Commission need be held by the
appropriate governing body on a Planned Unit Development

if no zoning amendment 1s required; Drovided, however, that

a hearing may be held by the appropriate governl 1g body
when it deems such hearing to be necessary in the public
interest. Such hearing, 1if reguired, shall be held as set

T
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RECOMMLNDID AMLNDMENTS TO CI™ COUNTY ZOWING ORDINANCE

ITEM A: DWLLLING GROUPS

Allows individual ownership of ground directly beneath units in a
"Dwelling Group” (a mini-PUD), and tics Dwelling Groups to Subdivision
Ordinance. The following language was recomucnded by the UAPC on
July 29, 1981, and adopted by the City Council on August 5, 1981.

Only the underlined portions have been added. No language has been removed,

Section 131.06 Plan Required (PUD)

—

’/Ejan Required. Al1 applications shall be accompanied by a general

development plan drawn to scale showing the use or uses, dimensions

and locations of proposed structures and of areas to be reserved for
vehicular and pedestrian circulation, parking, public uses (if any),
landscaping and other open spaces, and drawings and sketches demon-
strating the design and character of the proposed uses and the physical
relationships of the uses. Such other pertinent information shall be
included as may be considered necessary by the Planning Commission to
make a determination that the contemplated arrangement or use makes

it necessary and desirable to apply regulations and regquirements
differing from those ordinarily applicable under-this Ordinance and
the Subdivision Ordinance. The Planning Commission may request recom-
mendations from the Site Approval Committee pertaining to any particular
application, provided, however, the Planning Commission shall not be

"~ _bound by these recommendations.

Section 132.09 Dwelling Groups

a. Purpose. This section is intended to make possible a more desirable
1iving environment than would be possible through a strict application of
the provisions of this Ordinance and the Subdivision Ordinance. It is
intended to encourage reservation of a greater proportion of open space

for visual and recreational uses; to encourage efficient, aesthetic, and
desirable uses of land; and to encourage greater diversity and variety

in the physical development pattern of the Urban Growth Area. A permit
may not be issued for the erection of a Dwelling Group unless such Dwelling
Group conforms to all of the following conditions and requirements:

(5) Except as modified in this section, such Dwelling Group shall conform
to all of the requirements of this Ordinance for the district in which
it is to be located, and the Subdivision Ordinance, but only to the
extent specified by Planning Commission approval, and meeting the
criteria of Planned Unit Development approval specified in Section 31.

Section 100.04 Definitions

Dwelling Group shall mean a group of three (3) or more dwellings attached
or detached located on a parcel of Tland in one ownership and having any
yard or court in common, provided that the dwelling and the ground
immediately beneath the dwelling may be in separate ownerships.

CITEM B:  CARWASH IN C-4 ZONE

Allows carwash facilities in C-4 zone, subject to a Conditional Use Permit.
The following language was recomnended by the UAPC on July 29, 1981, and
adopted by Council on September 16, 1981.

Section 122.03 Tourist Commercial, C-4, Conditional Uses

m. Carwash facilities.
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JRDINANCE NO. 42?43

“ ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 4415 (THE ZONING ORDINANCE) .

THE CITY OF GRANTS PASS HEREBY ORDAINS:

v
Section 1: Section 131.06 Plan Required (PUD) is hereby

amended to add "....and the Subdivision Ordinance.", to the

second sentence and such amendment to read as follows:

Section 131.06 Plan Required (PUD)

Plan Required. All applications shall be accompanied by a
gencral development plan drawn to scale showing the use or
uses, dimensions and locations of proposed structures and of
arcas to be reserved for vehicular and pedestrian cir-
culation, parking, public uses (if any), landscaping and
\ other open spaces, and drawings and sketches demonstrating
.‘\XX\ Q//the design and character of the proposed uses and the physi-
> cal relationships of the uses. Such other pertinent infor-

\

4 ,ﬁ\' mation shall be included as may be considered necessary by
: Q@ the Planning Commission to make a determination that the
ft} contemplated arrangement or use makes it necessary and

‘\& desirable to apply regulations and requirements differing

U from those ordinarily applicable under this Ordinance and

the Subdivision Ordinance. The Planning Commission may
request recommendations from the Site Review Committee
pertaining to any particular application, provided, however,
the Planning Commission shall not be bound by these recom-

mendations.

Section 2: Section 132.09 (a) Dwelling Groups is hereby
amended to add "....and the Subdivision Ordinance.", to the first
sentence, and Section 132.09 (a) is to read as follows: - -

Section 132.09 Dwelling Groups

a. Purpose. This section is intended to make possible a
more desirable living environment than would be possible
through a strict application of the provisions of this
Ordinance and the Subdivision Ordinance. It is intended to
éncourage reservation of a greater proportion of open space
for visual and recreational uses; to encourage efficient,
aesthetic, and desirable uses of land; and to encourage
greater diversity and variety in the physical development
pattern of the Urban Growth Area. A permit may not be
issued for the erection of a Dwelling Group unless such
Dwelling Group conforms to all of the following conditions

and requirements:

Section 3: Section 132.09 (5) is hereby amended to add
"...., and the Subdivision Ordinance, but only to the extent spe-
cified by Planning Commission approval, and meeting the criteria
of Planned Unit Development approval specified in Section 31.",

to the first sentence and such amendment to read as follows:

(5) Except as modified in this section, such Dwelling Group
shall conform to all of the requirements of this Ordinance
for the district in which it is to be located, and the
Subdivision Ordinance, but only to the extent specified by
Planninag Commission approval, and meeting the criteria of



BEFCRE THE BCARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINAMNCE NO. 82-21

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81-11, AND
JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81-13 AND INCORPORATING CERTAIN
COMPONENTS BY REFERENCE.

The Board of County Commissioners of Josephine County, Oregon, ordains
as follows:

SECTION 1. PREAMBLE

The Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon has
declared that in order to assure the highest possible
level of livability in Oregon it is necessary to
provide for properly prepared and coordinated com-
prehensive plans for cities, counties, regional areas
and the State as a whole; and

WHEREAS, the Statewide Planning Goals and Guidelines
adopted by the Oregon Land Conservation and Develop-
ment Commission on December 27, 1974 include goals
pertaining to the identification of public services
and the identification of urbanizable and rural lands;
and

WHEREAS, the Statewide Planning Goals set forth criteria
for the establishment of urbanizable lands and for

the identification and coordination of public facilities,
the Board finds that it is necessary to enact revisions
to the Comprehensive Plan and the Zoning Ordinance to
provide for extension of public services in the North
Valley Industrial and Commercial Area.

SECTION 2. AMENDMENT OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The Comprehensive Plan for Josephine County shall be
amended to include public service policies for the

North Valley Area and service policies for the rural
lands for Josephine County located outside of designated
urban growth or service containment boundaries.

SECTION 3. COMPONENTS

The Comprehensive Plan for Josephine County shall be
amended to include the following components:

1. Urban Service Policies for the North Valley
Industrial and Commercial Area. (Exhibit "a"™)

2. An Urban Services Containment Boundary, including
lands in the vicinity of the Josephine County



SECTION 4.

SECTION 5.

Airport, the North Valley Industrial Park
and the North Valley Rural Convenience Center.
(Exhibit "B")

3. Public Service Policies for the rural lands
of Josephine County located outside of urban
growth boundaries or urban containment boundaries.

AMENDMENT OF THE ZONING ORDINANCE

The Josephine County Zoning Ordinance shall be amended
to represent on a specific parcel basis the North
Valley Service Containment Boundary Area. The
Boundary shall be consistent with the zoning of the
area and shall reflect property ownerships.

EFFECTIVE DATE

First reading by the Board of County Commissioners is
this 19th day of May, 1982,

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 9th day of June , 1982,
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days

after its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF CO

ATTEST: _ /
)
4 /)4_1 J’ ’ j

Maxfre Foster, County Clerk

) s

Recording Se

Ordinance No.

Page 2

cretary

8221



I.

II.

EXHIBIT "A"

URBAN SERVICE POLICIES
FOR LANDS WITHIN THE
NORTH VALLEY SERVICE CONTAINMENT BOUNDARY

CRITERIA

The Statewide Planning Goals provide that:

A. An urban growth boundary shall be established to identify
and separate urbanizable land from rural land. The State-
wide Planning Goals provide that establishment of an urban
growth boundary shall be based upon consideration of the
following factors:

1. Demonstrated need to accommodate long-range urban
population growth requirements consistent with
LCDC goals.

2. Need for housing, employment opportunities, and
livability.

3. Orderly and economic provision of public facilities
and services.

4. Maximum efficiency of land uses within and on the
fringe of the existing urban area.

5. Environmental, energy, economic and social consequences.

6. Retention of agricultural land as defined with Class I
being the highest priority for retention and Class VI
having lowest priority.

7. Compatibility of the proposed urban uses with nearby
agricultural activities.

B. Urban and rural development shall be guided and supported by
levels of service deemed appropriate for the type of land
use. The Statewide Planning Goals require that comprehensive
plans shall identify key public facilities and shall contain
provisions which guide the development and extension of such
facilities.

PURPOSES

The North Valley Service Containment Boundary and Urban Service
Policies shall serve the following purposes:

A.

To contain the extension of urban level facilities within
the geographical limits of the boundary. Lands outside of
the Service Containment Boundary shall be maintained for



I1I.

Iv.

rural uses, agriculture and forest uses, open spaces and
other uses compatible with the Josephine County Comprehensive
Plan and the Statewide Planning Goals.

B. To guide and direct the County and such special districts
that may be formed in the area to provide services and
facilities that are needed to permit the industrial and
commercial development required by the Josephine County
Comprehensive Plan.

DEFINITIONS

A. Rural Level Development is defined for purposes of these
standards as residential development on lots equal to or
greater than one acre ( > 1 acre), and commercial uses in
a Rural Commercial Zoning District that do not require
public services. Rural Level Development shall be supported
by individual wells and subsurface sewage disposal systems.

B. Urban Level Development is defined for purposes of these
standards as residential development, partitioning, sub-
dividing, or construction which creates parcels or lots
less than one acre ( < 1 acre), any commercial development,
and any industrial development. Urban Level Development
is also defined as the alteration, expansion or enlargement
of a commercial or industrial development, which exists
as of the date of this Ordinance.

C. Rural Level Services are defined as County roads and
streets, constructed to rural standards as defined in
Section 2.07 of the Josephine County Subdivision Ordinance,
minimum structural fire protection of Class 8, and minimum
police protection of one officer per a population equivalent
of 1,000 persons.

D. Urban Level Services are defined as County roads and
streets, constructed to urban standards as defined in
Section 2.07 of the Josephine County Subdivision Ordinance,
sanitary sewer, storm sewer, public water systems with
fire flow capacity, minimum structural fire protection
with a water system of Class 7, and minimum police
protection of one officer per a population equivalent
of 800 persons.

NORTH VALLEY SERVICE POLICIES

A. Sanitary Sewer

Sanitary sewer shall be provided to lands in the North
Valley Service Containment Boundary of sufficient design
capacity to handle waste discharge from residential,
commercial and industrial uses located within the area.
Urban levels of development may develop on interim sub-
surface or on-site sewage disposal systems until such
time as sanitary sewer systems are constructed and
available in the area. At such time as sanitary sewer

-2=



systems are available, the Governing Body of the District
may require that all urban level development shall con-
nect to a sanitary sewer system. Sewer service shall not
be extended outside of the North Valley Service Containment
Boundary except for one of the following purposes:

1. To alleviate a health hazard created by failure of
on-site sewage disposal systems. Extensions for
this purpose shall be solely for the purpose of
eliminating the health problem and lines shall be
designed to limited capacity. Such extensions shall
serve only existing rural uses and such additional
rural uses as defined in Section III(A).

2. To provide additional hydraulic capacity or more
efficient treatment to the existing sewage treat-
ment facility at the North Valley High School, Fleming
Middle School, and Manzanita Elementary School.

3. To provide an alternative for treatment of sewage
wastes generated by the Merlin Rest Area on Interstate
Highway 5.

Water Service

As required in Section 2.21 of the Josephine County Sub-
division Ordinance, a public water system shall be provided
to lands within the North Valley Service Containment
Boundary. The public water system shall provide water at
fire flow capacities determined to be necessary to provide
protection to uses within the area. Urban level develop~
ment may develop using an interim groundwater source until
such time as a public water system is available. At such
time as a public water system is available, the Governing
Body of the District may require that all urban level uses
shall connect to the water system. Water shall not be
extended outside of the North Valley Service Containment
Boundary except to provide for relief of an emergency
situation. Such extensions shall serve only existing

uses or rural level development as defined in Section III(A).

Storm Drainage

Storm drainage systems shall be developed in the North
Valley Industrial Area and the North Valley Rural Convenience
Center either on-site or on an area basis to control

drainage resulting from impervious surfaces and construction.
Storm drainage systems shall be installed as part of

planned road improvements of the area, when appropriate.

Transportation

Transportation services within the North Valley Service
Containment Boundary include both air and motor vehicle.



Clear zones shall be maintained in the vicinity of the
Josephine County Airport consistent with standards
established by the Federal Aviation Administration to
ensure protection of airport operations.

Existing roads, when appropriate, within the Service Contain-
ment Boundary shall be reconstructed, when increased

traffic volumes warrant, to urban street standards.

Urban level development may utilize existing roads for
access prior to reconstruction and improvement.
Reconstruction of existing roads shall be based on a
schedule and financing plan agreed to mutually by the
Governing Body of the North Valley Service District

and the Board of County Commissioners. New roads and
streets within the North Valley Service Containment

Boundary shall be constructed to urban standards appro-
priate for heavy commercial and industrial uses. Additional
off-site improvements may be required as part of the
development permit issued by the County. Modification of
urban street standards may be permitted as authorized

by Section 9.06 of the Josephine County Subdivision
Ordinance.

Police Protection

Urban level development shall require urban levels of

police protection. As the North Valley urbanizable area
approaches full urban development, the level of police
protection shall be equivalent to the level of one officer
per a population eqguivalent of 800 persons with the
necessary facilities, equipment and supplies required for
efficient and effective operation. This level of protection
can be achieved through services of public police agencies
such as the Josephine County Sheriff's Department or the
Oregon State Police or can be obtained through the provision
of private security forces.

Fire Protection

Fire protection shall be available within the North Valley
Service Containment Boundary on a subscription basis with
private fire companies. The minimum service level that
must be maintained in the urbanizable area shall be a
protection Class 8 as determined by the Insurance Services
Office of Oregon. At the time of extension or development
of a public water system with fire flow capacity the
minimum protection level shall be a Class 7.

Solid Waste

Solid waste disposal shall be accomplished consistent with
the Solid Waste Management Plan for Josephine County.



V.

AREAS OF MUTUAL CONCERN

Because of the proximity of the lands located within the North
Valley Service Containment Boundary to the Grants Pass Urban
Area, the North Valley lands are designated as an "area of
mutual concern," consistent with the Urban Service Policies
jointly adopted by the Josephine County Board of Commissioners
and the Grants Pass City Council in County Resolution #79-41.



RURAL SERVICE POLICIES

Because of the documented effect of inducing urban development when
urban services are extended into rural areas, the Board of County
Commissioners shall protect rural lands from undesirable conversion
while ensuring that adequate services are available to support rural
development. For this purpose the following policies are adopted:

1.

Urban level services such as urban streets, storm sewers,
water systems with fire flow capacities, and sanitary sewers
shall be limited to lands within adopted urban growth
boundaries or urban service containment boundaries. Ex-
tension of urban services outside of urbanizing areas shall
be limited to the following circumstances:

a. The service extension is required to alleviate a
health hazard and the facility is designed to support
only existing or rural uses as defined in the applicable
urban service policy adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners.

b. The urban service was constructed and in use prior
to the adoption of the Comprehensive Plan on July 1,
1981, Such service includes the Redwood Sanitary
Sewer, outside the Grants Pass Urban Boundary, where
lands are designated for Rural Residential use.

c. The urban service will provide improved or more
efficient service in conjunction with a system already
existing in a rural area, but will not result in the
potential for urban development.

Public facilities in rural areas will normally be limited to
rural roads, police and fire protection, and irrigation systems.

Public water systems serving 15 or more residences, will

normally not be provided in rural areas except when groundwater
resources would otherwise be endangered or the water system

will facilitate the clustering of housing units at rural
densities. The Comprehensive Plan anticipates the construction
of a public water system in the Summit Loop - Cloverlawn Drive
area to allow rural residential development at one acre densities
due to salt water contamination of individual groundwater
supplies.

Sanitary sewer or public water systems provided in conjunction
with Rural Convenience Centers shall be limited to the geo-
graphic area included in service containment boundaries. Such
boundaries shall be established prior to the formation of
special service districts.

The minimum level of fire protection is encouraged to be a
Class 8 for structures, except in remote areas where distances

make such a rating infeasible.



private losses due to fiocd conditiens 1in specific areas by
provisions designed:

1.

(o))

To protect human 1life and heaith; and to qualify
properties for ficod insurance;

To minimize the need for rescue and relief efforts
associated with flocd control projects, and to minimize
the 1liability of Jesephine County, if any, during
periods of ficod hazards;

To minimize the need for rescue and relief efforts
associated with flooding and genesrally undertaken at
the expense of the public;

To minimize prolonged economic disruption;

To minimize damage to pubiic facilities and wutilities
such as water, gas, electric, and sewer 1ines, streets
and bridges located in areas of speciai flicod hazard,
and to minimize potential isclation of residents from
emergency services;

To help maintain 2 stable tax base by providing for the
appropriate use and development of areas of special
ficed hazard so as te minimize future flood blight

areas;

To make available to the public, information on the
location of areas of special flcod hazards;

To insure that those who occupy the areas of special
flcod hazard assume responsibility for their actions;

To impilement the public policies adopted by the Board
of County Commissioners 1iIn the Josephine County
Comprehensive Plan.

SECTION 75.04 Methods of Reducing Flcod Losses

In crder to accomplish its purpeses, this Crdinance includes
methods and previsiens for:

1.

Restricting or prohibiting uses which are dangercus to
heaith, safety, and preoperty due to water or erosion
hazards, or which result 1in damaging increases in
erosion or in flcod heights or velccities;

Reguiring that uses wvulnerable to ficods, 1including
faciiities which serve such uses, be protected against
fiocod demage at the time of initial construction;

Contreolling the alteration of natural ficed plains,
stream channesls, and natural prctective barriers, which

2



help accommodate or channel flcod waters;

4. Contreiling filling, grading, <dredging, and other
deveivpment which may increase flccd damage; and,

5. Preventing or regquliating the construction of ficod

barriers which wilil unnaturally divert flood waters or
which may increase flood hazards in other areas.

SECTION 75.05 Interpretation

The provisions of this Ordinance shall be liberaliy interpreted
te accomplish the purposes set forth abeove. These provisions
are deciared tco be the minimum requirements. Where <conditions
herein imposed by this Ordinance are 1l1ess restrictive than
cemparative conditions imposed by any other 1leocal ordinance,
resclution or reguiations, or by the provision of State iaw or
State Administrative reguiaticn, then the more restrictive shali
govern.

SECTICN 75.01 Severability

The provisicns of this Crdinance are severable. If any section,
sentence, clause or phrase of this Crdinance is adjudged to be
invaii@d by a Court c¢f competent jurisdiction, that decisicn
shall nct affect the validity of the remaining pertions of this
Crdinance.

SECTION 75.02 Editorial Revisiocon

The County Legai Counsel cor District Attorney may at any time
direct such changes regarding currently maintained copies of
this Ordinance and Amendments as the Legislative Counsel is
authorized to perform regarding acts of the Legisiature,
pursuant tco ORS 173.150, provided that such editcorial revisions
be directed by written memcrandum filed with the County Clerk,
subiect to disapproval by the Pianning Commission at its next
reguiar meeting thereafter.

SECTION 75.03 Definiticns

As used in this Crdinance, the masculine gender includes the
feminine and neuter gender and the singular includes the plurail.
The foilowing words and phrases, unliess the context otherwise
requires, shail mean: o

1. Appeal shali mean a request for a review of ean
interpretation ¢f any provision of this Ordinance.

(9}



16.

Area of Shallow Flceoding shall mean a designated AO

or AH Zone on the Ficod Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). The
base flood depths range from one to three feet; a
ciearly defined channel does not exist; the path of
ficoding 1is wunpredicteble and indeterminate; and,
velocity flew may be evident.

Area of Special Flocd Hazard shalil mean the land in

the flood plain within a communlity subject to a one
percent c¢r greater <chance of flooding in any given
year.

Base Flocod shall mean a standard statistical

caicuiation used by engineers to represent the flood
magnitude having a one percent chance of being equalied
or exceeded in any given year, commonly known as a 100
year fiood.

Devejopment shall mean any man-made change to

improved or unimproved real estate, inciuding but not
limited to buiidings or other structures, mining,
dredging, €filiing, grading, paving, excavation or
driiiing operations located within the area of special
ficed hazard.

Existing Mobilie Home Develcopment shall mean a meobile

home park as cdetined 1In Section 74.03(15) of this
Ordinance, a subdivision or pianned development
consisting of platted mobile home lots, or two or mere
contigquous parceis under singie ownership developed for
the occupancy cf mcbile homes anéd intended for sale,
iease, or rental, created and developed prior to the
passage of this Ordinance.

Expansion tco an Existing Mobiie Home Deveicpment

shall mean the preparation of additional sites by the
construction of facilities for servicing the wunits on
which the mobile homes are to be affixed (inciuding the
installation of utilities, either final site grading cr
pouring of concrete or the construction ¢f streets).

Flcod or Fleeding shalil mean a gensral and temporary

condition of partial or complete inundation cof normaily
dry land areas from:

a. The overflow of waters and/or

b. The unusual and rapid accumuliatien of runoff of
surface waters from any scurce.

Fiocd Fringe shall mean the area of the ficod plain

iying cutside of the flcodway, but subject te periecdic
ficoding.

Ficcd Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) shhail mean the

Ccffliclial map on which the Federai Emergency Management

4



12.

13.

14,

15.

17.

12,

19.

Agency has delineated both the areas of special flood
hazards and the risk premium zones applicabie to the
community.

Flocod Insurance Study shall mean the official report

preovicded by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
that includes ficod profilies, the Flocod
Beundary-Flocodway Map, and the water surface elievation
of the base ficod as referenced in Section 75.05.

Ficod Plain shall mean the area adjacent to a stream

that is subject to periodic flilooding.

Floodwax shail mean the normal stream channel and the

adijacent 1lancd area of the flood piain that must be
reserved in crder to discharge the base flood without
cumulatively 1increasing the water surface elevation
mcre than one (1) foot.

Ficor shall mean any level usabie for living

purposes, which 1includes working, sleeping, eating,
cooking or recreaticn, or a combination thereof,
excluding areas useable only for storage purposes.

Mcobile Home shall mean a structure designed for

cccupancy by vne (1) famiiy and bearing an insignia cof
compliance as required by ORS Chapter 445.

Mcbile Hceme Park shall mean a place where four (4)

or more mcbile homes are located within five hundred
feet of one another on a liot, tract or parcel of land
under the same ownership, exciuding mcbile hemes in  a
piatted subdvision.

New Construction shall mean structures for which the

"start of construction™ commenced on o¢r after the
effective date of this Crdinance.

Significant Incresse shall mean any rise in the

elevation of the base flcod discharge, greater than
0.0% of one (1) feot.

Start of Constructicn shall mean the first placement

of permanent construction of a structure (other than a
mcbiie home) on a site, such as the peouring of siagbs cr
footings or any work beyond the stage of excavaticon.
Permanent censtruction dces not inciude land
preparation, such as clearing, grading, and filliing,
nor does it incliude the instaliaticn of streets and/cr
walkways; nor does it include excavation for a
basement, fcotings, pilers or foundaticns or the
erection of temporary feorms; ncer does it inciude the
instaliation con the preperty of accessery buildings,
such as garages or sheds not cccupied as dwelling units
¢r not as part ¢f the main structure. Fcr a structure
{cther than a mebile home) without a basement cor poured

s



21.

footings, the T"start o¢f construction" includes the
first permanent framing or assembly of the structure or
any part thereof on its piiing or foundation. For
mebiie homes not within a mebile home park or mobiie
home subdivisicn, "start of construction™ means the
affixing ¢f the mobile home to its permansnt site. For
mebile homes within meobile home parks or mebile home
subdivisions, "start of constructicn” is the date on
which the constructicn of facilities for servicing the
site on which the mobile home is to be affixed
{({inciuding, at a minimum, the construction of streets,
either final site grading or the pecuring of concrete
pads, and instaliation of utilities) is completed.

Structure shall mean a walled and rocfed building or

mcbile home that is principally above ground, cr a gas

cr liguid storage tank.

Substantial Improvement shalil mean any repair,

reconstructicn, or improvement of a structure, the cost
of which equals or exceeds 50 percent of market value
¢f the structure as shown on the current Assesscor's
rollis or as determined by M.,A.I. qualified appraiser
either:

a. Befcore the improvement or repair is started, or

b. If the structure has been damaged and 1is being
restored, before the damage occurred.

For the purposss of this definition "substantial
imprevement” is considered to occur when the first
alteration c¢f any walil, ceiling, ficor, or other
structurai part of the building commences, whéther or
not that aiteration affects the external dimensicns of
the structure.

The term does not, however, incliude either:

a. Any project for improvement of a structure to
comply with existing State or 1loczl health,
sanitary, or safety code specifications which are
sclely necessary to assure safe i1iving conditions,
or

b. 2Any aliteration o¢f a structure listed on the
Naticnal Register of Bistoric Places or a Sta
Inventory of Historic Places.

Variance shall mean a grant of relief from the
reguirements of this Crcdinance which permits

constructicon in a manner that would otherwise be
prohibited by this Crdinance.

(93



SECTION 75.05 Basis feor Establishing the Areas of Special
Ficed Hazard

The areas of special flooed hazard identified by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency in a scientific and engineering
repert entitied "The Flood Insurance Study for the County of
Josephine, State o¢of Ora2gon," dated December 1, 1931, with the
accempanying Flood Insurance Rate Maps and Flood
Beundary-Floodway Maps, and any revision thereto, is hereby
adopted by reference and decliared to be a part of this
Ordinance. The Flcod Insurance Study 1s on file 1in the
Josephine County Planning Department.

[€2]

ECTION 75.05 Land teo Which This Ordinance Applies

This Ordinance shall appiy to ail areas of special flood hazards
within the jurisdiction of Jcsephine County, identified 1in the
Ficced Insurance Study.

SECTICN 75.0% Warning and Disclaimer of Liability

Th=z degree of filcod ©protection required by this Ordinance is
censidered reasconable for regulatory purposes and is based on
scientific and engineering considerations. Larger flioods can
and will occur o¢n rare occasions. Ficod heights may be
increased by man-made or natural causes. This Ordinance does
net impiy that iand outside the aree of special flood hazards or
usas permitted within such areas wiil be free from fleooding or
ficed damages. This Ordinance shall not create iiability on the
part of Josephine County, any cfficer or empicyee thereof or the
Federal Emergency Management Agency for any flood damages that
resuit from reliiance on this Ordinance or any admiristrative
decision lawfully made thereunder.

SECTION 77.01 Construction Materials and Methods

1. All new ceonstruction and substantial improvements shall
be constructed with materials and utiiity equipment
resistant to flood damage.

2. All new construction and substantial improvements shali
be constructed wusing methods and practices that
minimize fiood damage.

2. All new construction and substantial improvements shall

be anchored to prevent fictaticn, colliapse, or lateral
movement of the structure.

Section 77.03 Residential Censtruction

New ccnstructicn and substantial imprevement of any residential
structure shalii have the the lowest filcor, incliuding habitablie

-
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basement, elevated to one (1) foct above base ficod eilevation.

SECTICON

77.04 Neonresidential Construction

New construction and substantial improvement of any cemmercial,
industrial or ocother nonresidential structure shall either have
the lowest floor, incliuding basement, elevated tec the 1level of
the base flcod elevation; or, tcecgether with attendant utility
and sanitary facilties, shall:

1.

SECTION

1.

Be ficvod-procfed s¢ that below the base floed ievel the
structure is watertight with walls substantially
impermeabie to the passage of water;

bie of resisting

Have structural compenents capa
ads and effects of

hydrestatic and hydrodynamic 1o
bucyancy; and

Be certified by a registered professional engineer or

architect that the standards of this subsection and
Section 77.01(3) are satisfied.

77.04 Mobile Homes

All mobile homes shall be anchored to resist flotation,
covllapse, or lateral movement by previding cover-the-top
and frame ties to ground anchors unliess the stand of
the meobiie home is elevated above the ficod 1level.
Speciai requirements inciude:

a. Over—-the-tcp ties shall be provided at each cf the
four corners cof any single wide mcbile home, nct

constructed to standards established by the
Department of Housing and Urban Develcpment with
twe additionai ties per side at intermediate
iocations, with singie wide mcbile hemes nct

bearing an Cregon State Insignia of Cempliance,
iess than 50 feet long reguiring one additionail tie
per side;

b. Frame ties shzlil be precvided at each corner of the
home with five additional ties per side at
intermediate points, with mobile homes less than 50
feat long requiring four additicnal ties per side;

c. All compoenents of the anchoring system shaii be
capable of carrying a fcrce of 4,800 pounds; and

d. Any additions to the mcbile home shall be simiiarly
anchored.

Fcr new mcbile heme parks 2nd mebile heme subdivisions,
and for mcbile homes net piaced in a mcbile heme gf "k
or mobiie heome subdivisien and for expensicns to

€+



existing mcbiie heme developments where the repair,
reconstruction or improvement of the streets, utiiities
and pads equals or exceeds 50 percent of vaiue of the
Streets, utilities and pads before the repair,
reconstruction or improvement has commenced:

a. Stands or lots shall be elevated on compacted filli
or c¢n pilings so that the lowest ficor of the
mobile heome or attachments therete wiii be one (1)
foct above the base flood level;

b. Adequate surface drainage and access for a hauler
shall be provided.

3. In the instance of elevation of mcbile homes on
pilings:

a. Lots shall be large encugh to permit steps;

b. Piiing feoundations shall be placed in stable so¢iil
ne mere than ten (10) feet apart; and

c. Reinforcement shall be provided for pilings more
than six (6) feet above the ground level.

SECTION 77.05 Utilities

1. All new and replacement water systems shall be designed
to minimize or eliminate infiltraticn of flood waters
into the system;

2. New and replacement sanitary sewage systems shali be
designed to minimize or eliminate infiitration of ficod
waters 1into the system and discharge from the systems
into ficod waters; and

3. On-site waste disposal systems shall be 1located to
aveid impairment to them or contamination from them
during fliooding.

4, Gas, electrical, and other utilities, 1in o¢r serving
buildings or structures in a flicved pilain, shall te
iocated and constructed to minimize flcod Jdamage or

interruption ¢f services.

SECTION 77.05 Subdivisicen and Partiticn of Land

If a iand divisien is precpesed in an area which is subject to
this Crcdinance, as specified in Section 745.05 ¢f this Crlinance,
the tentative pian for any subdivisicn or the tentative map feor
any partiticen shall show, censistent with ths standards of the
Joseghine County Subdivision Ordinance, the foitlowing
infermation:
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SECTION

Located

The locaticon cof the ficod piain, and the location, if
applicablie, of the floodway;

The elevation o«f the property and the base flioced
elevation;

Methcds for reducing the petential for damage from
ficeding, such as site filling or grading, elevation of
buiiding sites, or other site mcdificaticns;

Methods for draining the property so as to reduce
exposure tc fioed damage, both on-site and on adjacent
property;

Method of access for emergency vehicles during flcod
discharge;

Other design features, 1intended to mitigate ficod
hazards.

73.01 Floodwazs

within areas of speciai flood hazard are areas

designated as ficodways. Since the floodway is an extremely
hazardcus area due to the velocity of flced waters which carry

debris,

pctential prejectiles, and erosion petential, the

foilowing provisions apply:

1.

Encroachment, fill, new censtructicon, substantial
improvements or other Ccdevelopment shall not occur
within 2 floodway designated by any map of "The Flocd
Insurance Study for the County of Josephine, State cf

Cragen” referenced in Section 75.05 ¢f this Ordinaence,
uniess a techniczl evaluaticn dJdemcnstrates that
encreoachments (inciuding cumulative effects cf

comparable develupment on surrcunding preoperties) shail
nct resuit in any significant increase in ficod levels
during the cccurrence of a3 base flicod discharge;

Develicpment shali not occur on any ficed plain 1lands,
where 2 ficcdway has not been designated for that reach
of a stream c¢r river in "The Ficod Insurance Study for
the County ¢f Josephine, State of Oregon™ referenced in
Section 76.05 of this COrdinance uniess:

a. The Pianning Cirectcr has =evidence which in this
judgement would indicate the propesed develcpment
site is lccated in an area of shaliew flooding and
the preopcsaed construction will not divert the flocd
or cause a rise in the ievel of the discharge above
the base fivod elevation;

b. A technical study 1is cumpleted which establishes
the prebablie tcecation of thz flecdway as defined In
Cecticn 77.07(12) ¢f this Qrdinance;

1N
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c. If a technical study 1is <completed under the
requirements ¢f this Section, demonstrating that
the encreoachment wiil not increase the filvod
levers, any permitted construction or substantial
improvements shall cemply with all cther applicable
standards of this Ordinance;

d. A mcbile home shali net be pilaced in a floodway,
except in an existing mcbiie home develcopment.

SECTION 79.01 Designation of Administrator of the Flcod Hazard
Ordinance

The Planning Cirector is hereby appocinted to administer and
impiement this Ordinance by granting or denying Development
Permit applications, in accordance with its provisions.

SECTICN 79.02 Establishment of Development Permit

A Develcpment Permit shail be obtained before constructicn or
development begins within any area of special ficod hazard
establiished in Section 76.05.

Appiication for a Develiopment Permit shall be made on forms
furnished by the Planning Director and may inciude, but not be
iimited to; plans in duplicate drawn to scale showing the
azature, 1lccation, dimensions, and eievations of the area in
questicn; existing or propesed structures, fiil, storage of
materials, drainage facilities; and the 1location co¢f the
fcregeing.

Specificaiiy, the following information is reguired:

1. Elevation, in relation to mean sea level, of the lowest
fioor (including basement) of all structures;

2. Elevatiocn, in relation tc mean sea level, to which any
structure is to be ficcd-proofed;

2, Certification by a registered prcfessionali engineser cor
architect that thz flood-prouvfing methods for any
commerciai or industrial structure are acdequate to
withstand the ficod dJdepths, pressures, velcecities,
impacts and upiift fecrces and cther factcors associated
with the base flccd;

4. Description of the extent tc which any watercourse will

w
be aiterad or relocated as & vresuit of preposec
develupment.

A A:iyeiopment permit may be cenditioned by the Pilanning Directer
t¢ ensure compliiance with this Crdinance; and if the deveiorment
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wii: result in an alteration or relc¢cation of a watercourse, the
Directer shaili require that maintenance ¢f the altsratien shall
be provided s¢ that the flood <carrying capacity is not
diminished.

SECTION 72.03 Cccecrdinaticn

The Planning Director or his assistants shall review =ail
prcecposed develcopment permits to ensure that developments wiil
comply with ths standards of this Ordinance or cother County
Crdinances. The Planning Director shali advise other County
departments of acticens taken under the provisicns of this
Crdinance. The Pianning DPirecter shall advise appiicants that
they may need to secure permit approvals from other state or
federal agencies, having regulatory respensibiiities for
activities within flcvod hazard areas, prior to the issuance of
develcopment permits or may cenditien develicopment permits on
compliance with other state or federal laws or requirements.

SECTION 79.04 Revecation of & Develeopment Permit

Any permit granted pursuant to Section 77.01 shali be subject to
revocation by the Zoning Cummission if it is ascertained that
the application inciudes or inciuded any faise infermation, or
if the conditions ¢f approval have not been complied with or are
nct being maintained.

1. Aii development permits shall be conducted in fu
compliiance with any other County Crdinance
requirement o¢of State Law., Failiure to conform to other

rpiicabie laws shali be grounds for consideration by
the Zoning Commissicn of revocation of the permit,

D 0O ~
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2. In order to cunsider revccation of a permit the Zconing
Commission shall hold a public hearing in crder for the
permit helider to show causs why such permit shouild not

be revoked. N¢ hearing may be convened without o
minimum of 5 <cdays nctice. Such hearing shall be
convened mcre than 15 deys after pubiication of the
netice,

2. If the Zcning Cemmissicon finds that the conditicns of
permit appreval heve not been compiied with ¢r ars nct

being maintainsd, the Commission, at 1its discreticn,
may grant a reascnable time for rectificaticn, znd if
correcticns are not made within that time, revcceticn
of the permit shall becume =ffective immediatery after
the tims specified.

al decisivn ¢f the Zening Cemmissicen may ba
appealed to ths Board co¢f Ccunty Cemmissicnars,

istent with the procadures estzblished in  the
County Land Us=2 Hearing Rules
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CTION 72,05 2Buiiding Permit Review

=
oy

@ Building Safety Director shall review all Building Permits
te determine that 211 new construction and substantial
improvements shall satisfy the requirements ¢of this Ordinance
znd any conditicns of the development permit. The Bullding
Safety Director may require a study by a registered professional
engineer of the degree of hazards.

SECTICN 79.05 Alteraetion of Watercourses

If, as the result of any construction or substantial impreovement
authorized by a2 development permit, any watercourse is proposed
to be altered o¢r relocated, the Planning Directer or his
assistants shall require the develeoper teo notify the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers and to submit to the Tirector evidence that
such notification was made prior to the commencement of any work
within the watercourse. A copy of the evidence of notification
shall be provided tu the Federal Emergency Management Agency by
the Planning DPirector,

SECTION 79.07 Use of Cther Base Floced Data

When base floed elevation data has not been preovided in
accerdance with Section 75.05, of this Crdinance, the Planning
Directer shali c¢btain, review, and reascnably utilize any base
fiood eievation data availiable from a federal, state or cother
svurce, in order tc administer the provisions ¢f this QOrdinance.

SECTICN 79.03 Interpretaticn c¢f FIRM Beoundaries

Tha Piznning Director shalil be autherized te make
interpretations where needed, as to the exact 1lccation of the
beundaries o¢f the areas cof special flcoed hazards (for example,
where there appears tec be & conflict between a mapped boundary
and actual field conditions). The person contesting the
iccation of the boundsry shall be given a reasonable opportunity
tc appeal the interpretaticon as provided in Secticn 79.0°2.

SECTICN 79.0¢ Appeals

1. Th2 Zoning Commissiocon or Hearings Cfficer, a2s
established by the Beard ¢f County Commissicners, shail
hear and Jdecide appeals according toc the procedures

2stablished in the Ccunty Land Us2 Hearing Rules, whean

it is allege? there is an errer in any requirement,
dacisicn, or determination made by ° the Pianning
Cirzcter in the enforcement or aZministrzticn ¢f this

Crdinance.

ais e&nd Advisory PBear sha
s when it is alieged there i



SECTICN

1.

errcr in any requirement, decisicen, or determination
made by the Buiiding Safety Director in the enforcement
or administration ¢f this Crdinance, provided that such
reguest deces not alse require a variance cof the state
structural, mechanical, piumbing, or electrical codes.

Those aggrieved by the decision of the Building Ccdes
Appeals and Advisory Board may appeai such decisicn to
the appropriate state structurai, plumbing or
electrical bcard.

In passing upcon such applications, the Zcning
Commission, Hearings Cfficer, or Buiilding Codes Appeals
and Advisory Board shall consider all evaiuations
facturs, and standards specified in other sections of
this Crdinance.

Upon consideration ¢f the factors of this Section and
ths purposes of this Ordinance, the Zoning Commission,
Hearings Officer or Board of Building Code Appeals may
attach such conditions as it deems necessary to further
the purposes of this Ordinance;

The Pilanning Director or Buiiding Safety Cirector shail
maintain the records of alli appeal eacticns, as
appropriate, including technical information, and shail
repcrt any granted appeals to the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, upon request,

729,10 Variances

The Zoning Commission ¢r Hearings COfficer, as
established by thes Becard of County Commissioners, shaiil
hear and decide requests for variances from the

requirements of this OCréinance; consistent with the
procedures estabiished in the County Land Use Hearing
Rules.

These aggrieved by the decision of the Zconing
Commission or Hearings Officer may appeal such cecision
to the Board of County Commissiona2rs as preovided in the
County Land Use Hearing Rules.

ications, the Zening
1 technical eveiuations,
dards specified in c¢thear

In passing upon such appil
Commission shall consider a
alil reievant factcrs, and ta
sacticns of this Ordinance.

1
n

Generalily, vériances may be issuad for new constructicn
and substantial improvements te be =2rected c¢n i let of
one-halif acre or 1less in size contiguous te and
surrcunded by lots with existing structures cconstructad
beicw the base flood tevel. 2s the lct size inﬁreases
beyend ocna-half acre, the technical Jjustificzticn

1¢



raguired for issuing the variance increases;

8. Variances may be issued for the reconstruction,
rehabilitaticn or resteration of structures l1isted on
the Maticnal Register of Historic Places cor the 3tate
Inventcry of Historic Piaces, without regaré te¢ the
procedures set forth in the remainder ¢f this section;

6. Variances shall not be issued within any designated
fioccdway 1f any significant increase in flood levels
during the base flicod discharge would result;

7. Variances shail only be issued upon &2 determination
that the variance is the minimum necessary, considering
the fliood hazard, to afford relief;

8. Variances shali only be issued upon:
a. A showing of good and sufficient causes;

b. A determination that failure to grant the variance
would result in exceptional hardship to the
applicant;

c. A determinaticn that the granting of a variance
will not result in a significant increase in flocd
heights, additional threats to public safety, cor
confiict with existing l1ocal 1laws or crdinances;
and

d. 2 finding that the wvariance willi net result in
speciai privileges nct normally enjecyed by property
owna2rs in the vicinity.

9. Upen consideration of the factors of this Section and
the purpeses of this Ordinance, the Zoning Commissicn
may attach such cenditions as it deems nacessary to
further the purpeses of this Ordinance;

10. An applicant to whom & variance is granted shall be
given written nctice that the structure will be
permitted to be built with a lowest ficor elevation
below the base flcocoud elevation and that the cost of
ficed insurance wiil be commensurate with the Increased
risk resulting from the reduced lewest flccr elevation.

11. Th2 Pianning Pirector shali maintain the reccrds ¢f 211
variances, 1including technicai infeormaticon, and shall
report any variances to the Feceral Emergency
Mznaqement Agsency, upon request.

SECTICN 20.01 Penalities fcr Nencoempliance

No¢  structure c¢r land shail
extended, converted, or altered wi



terms of this OCrdinance and other applicable regqulations.
Viclation of the ©previsions of this Crdinance by faiiure to
compry with any of its requirements (including violations of
cenditions and safeguards established in <ccnnection with
conditions) shall <constitute a wviolation. Any person who
viclates this Ordinance or fails to comply with any of its
requirements shaii b punishable, upon cunvicticen, in & court of
iaw by a fine of not more than $500 for a ncn-continuing coffense
and a2 fine of not more than $1000 for a continuing offense.

SECTICN €80.02 Nctification of Viclations

Upen determination of a2 potential wviolation, the Planning
Directer or his assistant shalil notify the property owner by
certified mail,., 1Initial cerrespondence with the property owner
shail:

Cite the alleged wviclation, the section o¢f the
Ordinance which may be viclated, and the remedies which
are available to correct the problem;

1.

2. Be in written form and shalil be composed in such a
mann=r that ne accusations are made;

3. OCffer the assistance of the Planning Director cor his
assistants teo work with the property owner to ccrrect a
probiem. Such correspondencs shail state all c¢pticns
available to the land owner and which options are most
1ikely to meet with appreval. Correspondence shail
specify a pericd of time, either 1i5 or 20 days, to
abate the potential viclation. 2any extension of time
beyond this periocd shali, if deemed appropriate by the
Planning Cirecter, be granted in writing Dby the
Pianning Director or his assistants, with the signature
of the property owner.

SECTICN 895.¢0 ComEliance

1. An investigation, if necessary, shall be conducted o¢n
the preperty by the Planning Director cor his assistants
with the company o¢f the property owner. If the
Frogperty cwna2r refuses access to the rpreperty, the
Directer shall document the refusal and shall use other
iegal means of determining the existence of a pcoctential
viclation;

2. If an aiieged viclation is not abated within th=2 pericd
autherized by the original netificaticen, the Pianning
Director or his assistants shali eattempt to deocument
the wvicletion with pheotegraphs and appropriate fieid
netations. Cazartmental fiies shall centain 2
reccerding c¢f  the times, date and lecatien of any
photegraghs pertaining te the alieged viclaticon,
tegethsr with +the names vf any witnesses who in



acddition to the enforcement officer
viclation;

2 Prior to submission of the aiieged

remedy, th2 Planning Director or his

viewed the allieged

violation for legal
assistants shall

attempt to recentact the property own=r, explain the

standerds of the Crdinance, and
veoeluntary compliance with the lew.

seek to obtain
If an extensicon of

time is necessary, such extansion shali be agreed to in
writing and shall be limited to no more than 30 days,

cr a compliance scheduie with i
check-ups;

4, If a property ownar doces not respond

ntermediate program

to neotificaticns

of violation, the Planning Directer shali prepare

documentation of the alleged violati
for appropriate 1lege: remedy. Pri

on for submissicon
or to submission of

the viociation the director shali notify the property

ewner by <certified 1letter or per
notification shall contain the follio

spgnal service. The
wing:

a. Citation of previous compliance regquests,
extensions ¢f time, ¢r commitments;
b. Description of allieged viclations and necessary

cerrective acticns; nd

c. Indication ¢f a time 1imit of 10 to 1% days to

comply with the Ordinance and

a statement that 1f

the alleged vicletion is not corrected within the

time 1imit, formzi legal acticon

further notice.

8. The Planning Cirector or his assista

will begin without

nts shaii- continue

to offer to meet with the preperty owner te fdiscuss any
alleged wviciations and to secure possible sciutions
other than court proceedings. Formai correspendence
shall 1inciude a copy of the applicable secticns of ths

County ordinance and corples

of all previcus

orrespendence and agreements related tc the matter.

ECTION €0.C4 Legal Acticn

Upon determinaticon that veluntary compiience
ths Pianning Diractor shail submit
documentation ¢f the alleged wviclatien
Attcrney's Cffice for presescution or to
Commissicnars for civil remedy.

SECTIZN 27.05 OJOther Remedies

In 24cition tc penthles provided by ORS 203,
Ccunty Ccemmissicners mey utilize such remadi
this Crdinance as are authcrized by CRS 21t.1
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CCUNTY

CRCINANCE MNO. £82-22

AN  ORDINANCE PROVIDING FCR THE CLASSIFICATION OF LAND IN
JOSEPHINE COUNTY, SUBJECT TO FLOCOD HAZARDS AS IDENTIFIED BY THE
FLCCD INSURANCE RATE MAP; PROVIDING STANDARDS FCR CONSTRUCTIOCON
WITHIN FLOCD-PRCONE AREAS; PRZVIDING PROCEDURES FCR ENFORCEMENT
AND PENALTY THEREOF; REPEZALING CRDINANCE NO. 78-1.

THE BCARD OF CCUNTY CCMMISSIONERS OF JOSEPHINE CCUNTY, CREGON
CRDAINS AS FOLLCWS:

SECTICN 75.C1 Statutcry Authorizetien

The Leqgisiature of the State of Cregen has in the Cregon Revised
Statutes, Chapter 21i%, deiegated the respensibility to the
Ccunty Board of Commissioners tc adopt regulaticns designed to
crcmote the public hezith, safety, and generai welifare of its
citizenry. The Legisiature has further requirecd in the Cregon
Revised Statutes, Chapter 197, that the Board of County
Cemmissicnzrs  shal adert plens and corcdinances which implement
the Statewide Picnnlng Cuveais, inciuding Geal ¢7 regarcding areas
sub’ect to MNatural Disasters and Hazards.

SECTICN 75.02 Findings of Fact

1. The ficod hazard areas of Josaphine County are subject
tc pericdic inundation whizch resuits in 1loss of
preperty, healith and safety hazards, disruption of
commerce &nd  governmental services, extraorﬂin‘ry
public expencdizures for flicod protecticn zand relief,
and impeirment of the tax base, al:r ¢f which azdverseiy
affect ths public health, scfeby and genercl weifare.

2. Thess ficed iusses are caused by the cumulative effect
of c¢bstructions in arezs of spacial ficod hazards which
increasse ficced  heights 2nd vesocities, and when
inzdeguztely anchor=ed, dzmage usss in cther areas.
Usss that are inzdeguately flocd~proofed, elevated cr
ctherwise protacter from ficed damege alsc contribute
to the fleood less.

SECTION 75.02 ZStaterent c¢f Purpcse
I« is th2 purpese o«f this <2Zrdinance tc premete  the  pubiic
noalth safety, and general weifare, znd tc minimizz public ana

C
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-23

AN ORDINANCE EXTENDING THE TERM OF THE JOSEPHINE COUNTY
ZONING COMMISSION AND ITS MEMBERS TO AUGUST 1, 1982; AND DECLARING

AN EMERGENCY.
THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF JOSEPHINE COUNTY,

OREGON, ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. PREVIOUS ORDINANCES REAFFIRMED.

Previous Ordinance No. 78-3 of Josephine County
created the Zoning Commission, established its
membership, jurisdiction and operating rules.
Ordinance No. 79-1 extended the terms of its

members to July 1, 1981; Ordinance No. 81-19

extended the terms to July 1, 1982. Said

Ordinances are hereby re—-enacted, ratified in

every respect except as may be inconsistent herewith.

SECTION 2. EXTENSION OF COMMISSION AND ITS MEMBERS.

The term of the Josevhine County Zoning Commission

and its members shall be extended and continued

until August 1, 1982, at which time the Commission

and the term of its members shall terminate and

explre automatically unless the Board of County
Commissioners shall thereafter continue the Commission
by Ordinance.

SECTION 3. EMERGENCY ORDINANCE; EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Ordinance being necessary for the immediate passage
of the public health, safety and welfare, an emergency

is declared to exist, and this Ordinance shall take effect
immediately upon the passage by the Board of County
Commissioners.

This Ordinance signed in open session as authentication of
its passage this 7th day of July, 1982.

ATTEST: JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

\\/ /K// A / “/ /

Max1ﬁe~Eester Harold L. Haugen, Absent
County Clerk /
é@@g'/v /Ziij;4522§?4
Mar] E\/%ﬁﬁedet Vice Chafrman

Lounrv Legal

il an T ';drd—_Eom91551oner
sk L, hgoa o

ﬁecordlng/Secretary




BEFORE THE BCARD QOF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-24
AMENDING
ORDINANCE NO. 81-4

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81-4
REQUIRING AQUIFER AND WATER QUALITY TEST FOR CERTAIN LAND
DEVELOPMENTS TO BE SERVED BY INDIVIDUAL WATER SYSTEMS FROM
A GROUNDWATER SOURCE; ESTABLISHES STANDARDS AND PROVIDES
PENALTIES; AND DECLARING AN EMERGEICY.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted
Ordinance No. 81-4 on the 25th day of March, 1981, which
required aquifer and water quality tests for certain land
developments to be served by individual water systems from
a groundwater source; and

WHEREAS, the advisory committee to the Board entitled
the Josephine County Water Resources Advisory Committee has
recommended that certain changes be made in said Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, it the consensus of the Board of Commissioners
that said recommendations would be in the best interest of the

public.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissicners of
Josephine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 8. WATER QUALITY TEST., be amended to read:

A water gquality test shall be conducted concurrently with

any aquifer test required by Section 6 of this Ordinance.
Such tests shall be conducted by an accredited laboratory.
The quality of the water tested shall meet the minimum public
health drinking water standards as set forth in OAR 333-42-210
and the National Interim Public Drinking Water Regulations

as it presently exists or may hereafter be amended, or be
capable of treatment to attain said standard of quality. No
person shall divide or use land in a manner within the scope
of Section 4 above unless the water to be supplied by the
proposed water system meets the minimum standards set forth

herein.

SECTION 9. CRITERIA FOR A REQUEST FOR EXEMPTION. (D), be
amended to read:

If Secticn 4-D applies to the proposed project and the
documented water problem relates to quality and not quantity,
then the agquifer test may be exempted. However, a water
quality test to determine the extent of the suspected
contaminant must be conducted. If the water gquality is not
passed, then the well must be properly constructed in
accordance with OAR 61-056 or abandoned in accordance with
OAR 63-005 through OAR 63-045.



This Ordinance being necessary for the immediate passage
of the public health, safety and welfare, an emergency is
declared to exist, and this Ordinance shall take effect
immediately upon its passage by the Board of County Commissioners.

This Ordinance signed in open session as authentication
of its passage this 1l4th day of July, 1982.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

WILLIAM F. FORD, ABSENT
William F. Ford, Commissioner

ATTEST:
/ /15/1{2/} Q%
MaXtne Foster

County Clerk

County Legal Co

ecording Secretary

ORDINANCE NO. 82-24
AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-4
Page 2



BEFORE THE BOARD COF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-25

g4 AMENDING
e ORDINANCE NO. 81-4

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81-4
REQUIRING AQUIFER AND WATER QUALITY TEST FOR CERTAIN LAND
DEVELOPMENTS TO BE SERVED BY INDIVIDUAL WATER SYSTEMS FROM
A GROUNDWATER SQURCE; ESTABLISHES STANDARDS AND PROVIDES

PENALTIES. :

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted
Ordinance No. 81-4 on the 25th day of March, 1981, which
required aquifer and water quality tests for certain land
developments to be served by individual water systems from
a groundwater source; and

WHEREAS, the advisory committee to the Board entitled
the Josephine County Water Resources Advisory Committee has
recommended that certain changes be made in said Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, it is the consensus cf the Board of Commissioners
that said recommendations would be in the best interest of the

public.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of
Josephine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 8. WATER QUALITY TEST., be amended to read:

A water quality test shall be conducted concurrently with

any aquifer test required by Section 6 of this Ordinance.
Such tests shall be conducted by an accredited laboratory.
The quality of the water tested shall meet the minimum public
health drinking water standards as set forth in OAR 333-42-210
and the National Interim Public Drinking Water Regqulations

as it presently exists or may hereafter be amended, or be
capable of treatment to attain said standard of gquality. No
person shall divide or use land in a manner within the scope
of Section 4 above unless the water to be supplied by the
proposed water system meets the minimum standards set forth
herein.

SECTION 9. CRITERIA FOR A REQUEST FOR EXEMPTION. (D), be
amended to read:

If Section 4-D applies to the proposed project and the
documented water problem relates to quality and not quantity,
then the aquifer test may be exempted. However, a water
quality test to determine the extent of the suspected
contaminant must be conducted. If the water quality is not
passed, then the well must be properly constructed in
accordance with OAR 61-056 or abandoned in accordance with
OAR 63-005 through OAR 63-045.



First reading by the Board of County Commissioners is
this 1l4th day of July, 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the first
reading this 28th day of July, 1982. This Ordinance shall
take effect ninety (90) days after its adoption by the Board
of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

HAROLD L. HAUGEN (Opposed)

Harold L. Haugen, Chairman

yd P2 53’66;/

William F. Ford, Comg}ss%gher

ATTEST:

Maxine Foster
County Clerk - >

,gﬁ;fk45iaz%zé¢ﬂg Jéé{;4%5¢«~/

ecording Secretary

ORDINANCE NO. 82-25
AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 81-4
Page 2
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

2

STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-26

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE JOSEPHINE COUNTY
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, ORDINANCE NO. 81-11, AND AN AMENDMENT TO THE
JOSEPHINE COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE NO. 81-13.

WHEREAS, in the implementation of the Josephine County
Comprehensive Plan it has come to the attention of the Board of
County Commissioners that certain properties, not irrevocably
developed to uses inconsistent with the Statewide Planning Goal
on Agricultural Lands, are agricultural lands within the meaning

of the goal; and

WHEREAS, such properties were proposed for exception to the
goal or were considered to be non-resource properties; and

WHEREAS, the current owners intend to begin or continue farm
activities on the properties and desire farm zoning; and

WHEREAS, the Josephine County Zoning Commission has considered
permit requests for a portion of these properties, and conditioned
such permits on the application of farm zoning.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF
JOSEPHINE COUNTY, OREGON, ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. PLAN AMENDMENT

Ordinance No. 81-11 adopting the Comprehensive Plan is amended
to designate on the plan map the following properties as Exclusive

Farm:

T.37S, RS5W, W.M., Section 27, Tax Lot 502

T.37S, R5W, W.M., Section 28, Tax Lots 100, 102, 103, 104 and 105
T.39S3, RS5W, W.M., Section 14, Tax Lots 305, 310, 311 and 312
T.34S, R5W, W.M., Section 31, Tax Lots 702 and 900

T.37S, R5W, W.M., Section 19, Tax Lots 400, 500 and 600



k]

Section 2. ZONE CHANGE

Ordinance No. 81-13, establishing zoning districts, is amended to
zone the following properties Exclusive Farm:

=

L)J

7S, RS5W, W.M., Section 27, Tax Lot 502

S, R5W, W.M., Section 28, Tax Lots 100, 102, 103, 104 and 105
S, R5W, W.M., Section 14, Tax Lots 305, 310, 311 and 312
S,
S,

~J

H ’—3 H H
UJ LAJ
el

34 R5W, W.M., Section 31, Tax Lots 702 and 900
T.37 R5W, W.M., Section 14, Tax Lots 400, 500 and 600

=LA

Section 3. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners is
this 11lth day of August, 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 25th day of August, 1982. This
Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days after
its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

\&(\i\\)&&\&(\m\am

Harold L. Haugen, rman

s D i

Mary E. hedetti, Vice Chairman

&h—é4ﬁ/i:(i£;&494ﬂ?%>&%<;%£i;{i/

William F. Ford, Coymissioner

ATTEST:
T

f
/"'. /// /f/ L /} ”’L—‘ﬂ' 7 2
Maxine Foster, County Clerk

STO FOR%/7éfij2§%%§%§>‘\__“_

gz
//’Euaﬁé Wm. Schult#; L%

\\\QZ//A/&/

Recording Secretary

Ordinance No. 82-26
Page 2



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON
ORDINANCE NO. 82- 28

AN CRDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE CQUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81-11 TO
CORRECT PLAN/ZONE CONFLICTS.

WHEREAS, during the review of the Josephine County Comprehensive
Plan by the Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development
conflicts between the Plan and implementing zoning were identified;

and

WHEREAS, consistency must be maintained between the Plan and
implementing ordinances; and

WHEREAS, examination of this situation has revealed that the intent
of the Board of County Commissioners was expressed in the zoning
designation and that the Comprehensive Plan Map was intended to be

revised.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. Amendment

The following properties are to be designated on the Comprehensive
Plan Map as indicated:

a) Township 35 South, Range 6 West, Section 9
Tax Lots 105 and 109 - Woodlot

b) Township 35 South, Range 6 West, Section 11
Tax Lots 401, 900, 1000 - Commercial

c) Township 35 South, Range 6 West, Section 36
Tax Lots 300, 302, 400, 500 - Commercial

d) Township 35 South, Range 6 West, Section 36-13
Tax Lots 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, €01, 602, 603 .
604, 605 - Rural Residential

e} Township 35 South, Range 6 West, Section 36-42
Tax Lots 500, 1300, 1301, 1302, 1303 - Rural Residential

f) Township 37 South, Range 6 West, Section 8
Tax Lots 2000, 2100, 2200, 2800, 2801, 2802, 2805,
2808, 2812 - Exclusive Farm



Township 36 South, Range 5 West, Section 4
Tax Lots 400 and 1000 - Woodiot

\Q
—

h) Township 36 South, Range 8 West, Section 2
Tax Lots 1900, 1902, 1903, 1904, 2500, 2501,
2502, 2504 - Rural Residential

i) Township 38 South, Range 7 West, Section 17
Tax Lot 1700 - Forest Resource

j}  Township 38 South, Range 7 West, Section 20
Tax Lot 500 - Forest Resource

k) Township 36 South, Range 6 West, Section 34
Tax Lot 2400 and 2408 - Woodlot

1) Township 36 South, Range 6 West, Section 34-4
Tax Lot 1500 - Woodlot

SECTION 2. Effective Date

First reading by the Board of County Commissioners 1is this 1st
day of September, 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County Commissioners
at least thirteen (13) days from the first reading this 15th

day of September , 1982. This Ordinance shall take effect ninety
{90) days after its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Harold L. Haugen (Absent)
Harold L. Ha Chairman

. aw é/‘(z‘
FAE/Benedetti,

William E. Ford Co§$ﬁss;bner

,/;‘4’/, : / J? / 7 /

Maxine Foster, ounty Clerk

%&W

Recording Sécretary

AS TO FORM;

ébﬁaﬁé Wm. S¢hultz; Legd Counsel

Ordinance No. 82-28
Page 2
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Board of Comniissioners

MARY E. BENEDETTI

HAROLD L. HAUGEN
WILLIAM F. FORD

(503) 474-5221 Duane Schultz, Legal Counsel

COURTHOUSE GRANTS PASS, OREGON 97526
'”?3122“5\7 MEMORANDUM
I
TO: MAXINE FOSTER, COUNTY CLERK
FROM: DUANE WM. SCHULTZ, COUNTY LEGAL COUNSEL A4 - €7-
SUBJECT:  ORDER OF EDITORIAL REVISION TO JOSEPHINE
COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 82-28
DATE : OCTOBER 11, 1982

Pursuant to Section 14.040 of the Josephine County Zoning
Ordinance No. 81-11:

Whereas, it has come to our attention that Josephine County
Ordinance No. 82-28, Section 1l(h) contains a typographical
error.

Now, therefore, Josephine County Ordinance No. 82-28,
Section 1(h) is amended to read as follows:

h) Township 40 South, Range 8 West, Section 2

Tax Lots 1900, 1902, 1903, 1904, 2500, 2501,
2502, 2504 - Rural Residential

cc: Planning Commission



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-~29

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AMENDMENTS TO THE URBAN AREA ZONING ORDINANCE
NO. 81-25 (CITY ORDINANCE NO. 4415).

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning regulations,
and providing procedures for enforcement and penalties for the
violation thereof, with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, it has come to the attention of the Board of County
Commissioners that the wording of the Thoroughfare Commercial (C~5)
District, Section 123.02 Permitted Uses and Section 123.03 Condi-
tional Uses are confusing and need clarification.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The following sections are amended as follows:

Section 123.02 Permitted Uses is amended to add
"theaters", and such amendment to read as follows:

"i., Commercial recreation facilities such as bowling
alleys, skating rinks, dance halls, and theaters,
but not including golf-driving ranges or drive-in
theaters."”

Section 123.03 Conditional Uses is amended to delete
"k. Churches” from the list of Conditional Uses,
said use being presently listed as a permitted use
in this zone.

SECTION 2. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners is
this 1lst day of September , 1982,

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 15th day of September , 1982,
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days

after its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Harold L. Haugen (Absent)

Harold L. Haugen, Chairman

William F. Foxqd, Cqﬁg&ssioner
(JFTEST“>

/(44 7J 7/'/

Foster, County Clerk

w)%d

ReTording Secretary

Max'

Do
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
‘ STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-3p

AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR USER FEES AT COUNTY-OWNED AND OPERATED
SANITARY LANDFILL DISPOSAL SITES; ESTABLISHING PENALTIES AND PROVIDING
PROCEDURES FOR ENFORCEMENT.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY, OREGON, ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1 TITLE.

This Ordinance shall be known as- the 1982 Josephine County Sanitary
Landfill Site User Fee Ordinance.

SECTION 2 PURPOSE.

The purpose of this Ordinance is to establish user fees as County-owned
and operated Sanitary Landfill sites.

SECTION 3 DEFINITIONS.

(a) DEQ: The State Department of Environmental Quality.

(b) Solid Waste: All putrescible and nonputrescible wastes,
including but not limited to garbage, rubbish,

refuse, cold ashes, waste paper and cardboard; digested
sewage sludge, commercial, industrial demolition and
construction wastes; discarded or abandoned vehicles, or
parts thereof; discarded home and industrial applicances,
manure, vegetable or animal solid and semi-sold wastes and
dead animals. The term does not include: hazardous wastes
as defined in ORS 459.410; materials used for fertilizer or
for other productive purposes or which are salvageable as
such materials are used on land in agricultural operations
and the growing or harvesting of crops and the raising of
fowls or animals; non-digested sewage sludges, septic tank
pumpings, cils, chemicals, liquids, hospital wastes, explosives,
hot ashes or any other material which may be determined to be
hazardous by the Director or his duly authorized representative.

(c) Director: The Public Works Director or his duly authorized
representative.

(d) Disposal Site: Any location authorized by the DEQ and Josephine
County for the deposit of solid waste.

(e) Person: Any individual, firm, corporation or governmental agency.

SECTION 4 DUMPING AUTHQRITY.

The Director or his duly authorized representative shall accept waste at
County-owned and operated sanitary landfill sites from authorized users
between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on each and every day of the
week, except recognized holidays observed by Josephine County. All
authorized users of County-owned and operated disposal sites shall be subjec
to the restrictions contained in this Ordinance.

Ordinance No. 82- 30
Page One
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/////;ECTION 5 AUTHORIZED USERS.

All persons shall be deemed to be authorized users and shall be
permitted to dispose of waste, as defined herein, at any County-owned
and operated sanitary landfill site.

SECTION 6 PROHIBITED ACTIVITIES. "

The following activities are hereby prohibited by any authorized user
of a County-owned and operated sanitary landfill site:

{(a) The disposal or the attempted disposal of material other
than waste as defined herein unless specifically authorized
in writing by the Director or his duly authorized representative.

(b) The failure to pay any and all fees as determined by the
Director or his duly authorized representative prior to
disposing of waste, as defined herein.

(c} The failure to conform to and abide by the disposal procedures
and directions established by the Director or his duly
authorized representative in charge of the sanitary landfill
site.

(d) The salvaging and recycling of sanitary landfill waste or other .
material without written authorization of the Director or his
duly authorized representative.

SECTION 7 USER FEES.

(a) Any authorized user shall pay a fee in an amount which shall be
established and collected by the Director or his duly authorized
representative in accordance with the following schedule:

CARS $ 1.00

STATION WAGONS & PICKUPS 3.00

TRAILERS - SINGLE AXLE 4.00

TRAILERS - TANDEM AXLE 8.00

COMPACTED REFUSE 1.25 PER CUBIC YARD
LOOSE REFUSE 1.00 " " "
LARGE APPLICANCES 2.50 EACH

TIRES 1.00 EACH

{(b) The Director or his duly authorized representative shall
determine the amount, composition and type of solid waste
to be disposed of in determining the required fee.

(c) User fees are subject to an annual review, and may be adjusted

periodically by the Board of County Commissioners by amendment
to this Ordinance, when deemed necessary to meet annual operating
expenses.

Ordinance No. 82-30
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/SECTION 8 APPEAL.

Any action or ruling by the Director may be appealed to the Board of
County Commissioners within thirty (30) days after the Director has
rendered his decision by the person appealing filing written notice

with the Chairman of the Board of County Commissioners. If no appeal

is taken within the thirty (30) day period, the decision of the Director
shall be final. If an appeal is filed, it shall be accompanied by a
filing fee of Twenty Dollars ($20.00). Notice of hearing on appeal
shall be given by publication in a newspaper of general circulation in
the County at least ten (10) days prior to the date of the hearing.

SECTION 9 SEVERABILITY.

The provisions of this Ordinance are hereby declared to be severable.
If any section, sentence, or phrase of this Ordinance is adjudged by
a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, such decisions shall
have no effect on the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.

SECTION 10 PENALTY.

Any person, firm, corporation or other entity who violates any provisions
of this Ordinance shall be punished upon conviction by a fine of not

more than Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00) for a non-continuing offense

and fine of not more than One Thousand Dollars ($1,000) for a continuing
offense. This penalty shall be in addition to any other remedy provided
by law.

SECTION 11 EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Ordinance shall be in force and take effect ninety (90) days after
its final enactment by the Board of County Commissioners.

The first reading of this Ordinance DONE and DATED in open public
hearing this 13th day of September, 1982.

Second reading of this Ordinance, at least thirteen (13) days after
the first reading, and signed in open session as authentication of its

passage this 29th  gday of September , 1982,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
|

. L o P
Recording Secretary
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BEFORE +HE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMIS..(ONERS
FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-22

AMENDED BY ORDINANCE NO. 82-31 7

AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR THE CLASSIFICATION OF LAND 1IN
JOSEPHINE COUNTY, SUBJECT TO FLOOD HAZARDS AS IDENTIFIED BY THE
FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP; PROVIDING STANDARDS FOR CONSTRUCTION
WITHIN FLOOD-PRONE AREAS; PROVIDING PROCEDURES FOR ENFORCEMENT
AND PENALTY THEREOF; REPEALING ORDINANCE NO. 78-1.

THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF JOSEPHINE COUNTY, OREGON
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 75.01 Statutory Authorization

The Legislature of the State of Qregon has in the Oregon Revised
Statutes, Chapter 215, delegated the responsibility to the
County Board of Commissioners to adopt reguletions designed to
promote the public health, safety, and general welfare of its
citizenry. The Legislature has further required in the Oregon
Revised Statutes, Chapter 197, that the Board of County
Commissioners shall adopt plans and ordinances which implement
the Stetewide Planning Goals, including Goal #7 regarding areas
subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards.

SECTION 75.02 Repealed

SECTION 75.03 Repealed

SECTION 75.04 Repealed

SECTION 75.05 1Interpretation

The provisions of this Ordinance shall be liberally interpreted.
These provisions are declared to be the minimum requirements.
Where conditions herein imposed by this Ordinance are less
restrictive than comparative conditions imposed by any other
local ordinance, resolution or regulations, or by the provision
of State law or State Administrative regulation, then the more
restrictive shall govern.



SECTION 76.01 Seve.ability

The provisions of this Ordinance are severable, 1If any section,
sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is adjudged to be
invalid by a Court of competent jurisdiction, that decision
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this
Ordinance.

SECTION 76.02 Editorial Revision

The County Legal Counsel or District Attorney may at any time
direct such changes regarding currently maintained copies of
this Ordinance and Amendments as the Legislative Counsel is
authorized to perform regarding acts of the Legislature,
pursuant to ORS 173.160, provided that such editorial revisions
be directed by written memorandum filed with the County Clerk,
subject to disapproval by the Planning Commission at its next
regular meeting thereafter.

SECTION 76.03 Definitions

As used in this Ordinance, the masculine gender includes the
feminine and neuter gender and the singular includes the plural.
The following words and phrases, unless the context otherwise
requires, shall mean:

1. Appeal shall mean a request for a review of an
interpretation of any provision of this Ordinance.

2. Area of Shallow Flooding shall mean a designated AO
or AH Zone on the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM). The
base flood depths range from one to three feet; a
clearly defined channel does not exist; the path of
flooding 1is unpredictable and indeterminate; and,
velocity flow may be evident.

3. Area of Special Flood Hazard shall mean the land in
the flood plain within a community subject to a one
percent or greater <chance of flooding in any given
year.

4. Base Flood shall mean a standard statistical
calculation wused by engineers to represent the flood
magnitude having a one percent chance of being equalled
or exceeded 1n any given year, commonly known as a 100

year flood.

5. Development shall mean any man-made change to
improved or unimproved real estate, including but not
limited to buildings or other structures, mining,
dredging, filling, grading, paving, excavation or
drilling operations located within the area of special
flood hazard.




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Existing M 1ile Home Development sha. mean a mobile

home park as defined 1In Section 76.03(16) of this
Ordinance, a subdivision or planned development
consisting of platted mobile home lots, or two or more
contiguous parcels under single ownership developed for
the occupancy of mobile homes and intended for sale,
lease, or rental, created and developed prior to the
passage of this Ordinance.

Expansion to an Existing Mobile Home Development
shall mean the preparation of additional sites by the
construction of facilities for servicing the units on
which the mobile homes are to be affixed (including the
installation of utilities, either final site grading or
pouring of concrete or the construction of streets).

Flood or Flooding shall mean a general and temporary
condition of partial or complete inundation of normally
dry land areas from:

a. The overflow of waters and/or

b. The unusual and rapid accumulation of runoff of
surface waters from any source.

Flood Fringe shall mean the area of the flood plain
lying outside of the floodway, but subject to periodic
flooding.

Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) shall mean the
official map on which the Federal Emergency Management
Agency has delineated both the areas of special flood
hazards and the risk premium zones applicable to the
community.

Flood 1Insurance Study shall mean the official report
provided by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
that includes flood profiles, the Flood
Boundary-Floodway Map, and the water surface elevation
of the base flood as referenced in Section 76.05.

Flood Plain shall mean the area adjacent to a stream
that is subject to periodic flooding.

-

Floodway shall mean the normal stream channel and the
adjacent land area of the flood plain that must be
reserved in order to discharge the base flood without
cumulatively increasing the water surface elevation
more than one (1) foot.

Floor shall mean any level usable for living
purposes, which includes working, sleeping, eating,
cooking or recreation, or a combination thereof,

excluding areas useable only for storage purposes.




15.

160‘

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Mobile ..ome shall mean a struc_ure designed for
occupancy by one (1) family and bearing an insignia of
compliance as required by ORS Chapter 446.

Mobile Home Park shall mean a place where four (4)
or more mobile homes are located within five hundred
feet of one another on a lot, tract or parcel of land
under the same ownership, excluding mobile homes in a
platted subdvision.

New Construction shall mean structures for which the
"start of construction"™ commenced on or after the
effective date of this Ordinance.

Significant Increase shall mean any rise in the
elevation of the base flood discharge, greater than
0.09 of one (1) foot.

Start of Construction shall mean the first placement
of permanent construction of a structure (other than a
mobile home) on a site, such as the pouring of slabs or
footings or any work beyond the stage of excavation.
Permanent construction does not include land
preparation, such as clearing, grading, and filling,
nor does it include the installation of streets and/or
walkways; nor does it include excavation for a
basement, footings, piers or foundations or the
erection of temporary forms; nor does it include the
installation on the property of accessory buildings,
such as garages or sheds not occupied as dwelling units
or not as part of the main structure. For a structure
(other than a mobile home) without a basement or poured
footings, the ‘“"start of construction" includes the
first permanent framing or assembly of the structure or
any part thereof on its piling or foundation. For
mobile homes not within a mobile home park or mobile
home subdivision, "start of construction" means the
affixing of the mobile home to its permanent site. For
mobile homes within mobile home parks or mobile home
subdivisions, "start of construction™ is the date on
which the construction of facilities for servicing the
site on which the mobile home 1is to be affixed
(including, at a minimum, the construction of streets,
either final site grading or the pouring of concrete
pads, and installation of utilities) is completed.

Structure shall mean a walled and roofed building or
mobile home that is principally above ground, or a gas
or liquid storage tank.

Substantial Improvement shall mean any repair,
reconstruction, or improvement of a structure, the cost
of which equals or exceeds 50 percent of market value
of the structure as shown on the current Assessor's
rolls or as determined by M.A.I. qualified appraiser
either:




a. Before ae improvement or repair started, or

b. If the structure has been damaged and 1is being
restored, before the damage occurred.

For the purposes of this definition "“substantial
improvement" is considered to occur when the first
alteration of any wall, ceiling, floor, or other
structural part of the building commences, whether or
not that alteration affects the external dimensions of
the structure.

The term does not, however, include either:

a. Any project for improvement of a structure to
comply with existing State or 1local health,
sanitary, or safety code specifications which are
soclely necessary to assure safe living conditions,
or

b. Any alteration of a structure 1listed on the
National Register of Historic Flaces or a State
Inventory of Historic Places.

22. Variance shall mean a grant of relief from the
requlrements of this Ordinance which permits

construction in a manner that would otherwise be
prohibited by this Ordinance.

SECTION 76.04 Reserved for Future Use

SECTION 76.05 Basis for Establishing the Areas of Special
Flood Hazard '

The areas of special flood hazard identified by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency in a scientific and engineering
report entitled "The Flood Insurance Study for the County of
Josephine, State of Oregon," dated December 1, 1981, with the
accompanying Flood Insurance Rate Maps and Flood
Boundary-Floodway Maps, and any revision thereto, is hereby
adopted by reference and declared to "be a part of this
Ordinance. The Flood Insurance Study is on file 1in the
Josephine County Planning Department.

SECTION 76.06 Land to Which This Ordinance Applies

This Ordinance shall apply to all areas of special flood hazards
within the jurisdiction of Josephine County, identified in the
Flood Insurance Study.

SECTION 76,07 Reserved for Future Use
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SECTION 76.08 War...ng and Disclaimer of Liab_sity

The degree of flood protection required by this Ordinance is
considered reasonable for regulatory purposes and 1is based on
scientific and engineering considerations. Larger floods can
and will occur on rare occasions. Flood heights may be
increased by man-made or natural causes. This Ordinance does
not imply that land outside the area of special flood hazards or
uses permitted within such areas will be free from flooding or
flood damages. This Ordinance shall not create liability on the
part of Josephine County, any officer or employee thereof or the
Federal Emergency Management Agency for any flood damages that
result from reliance on this Ordinance or any administrative
decision lawfully made thereunder.

SECTION 77.01 Construction Materials and Methods

1. All new construction and substantial improvements shall
be constructed with materials and utility equipment
resistant to flood damage.

2. All new construction and substantial improvements shall
be constructed using methods and practices that
minimize flood damage.

3. All new construction and substantial improvements shall

be anchored to prevent flotation, collapse, or lateral
movement of the structure.

Section 77.02 Residential Construction

New construction and substantial improvement of any residential
structure shall have the 1lowest floor, including basement,
elevated to or above the flood elevation.

SECTION 77.03 Nonresidential Construction

New construction and substantial improvement of any commercial,
industrial or other nonresidential structure shall either have
the lowest floor, including basement, elevated to the 1level of
the base flood elevation; or, tcgether with attendant utility
and sanitary facilties, shall:

1. Be flood-proofed so that below the base flood level the
structure 1is watertight with walls substantially
impermeable to the passage of water;

2. Have structural components capable of resisting
hydrostatic and hydrodynamic loads and effects of
buoyancy; and

3. Be certified by a registered professional engineer or
architect that the standards of this subsection and
Section 77.01(3) are satisfied.

6



SECTION 77.04 Mobile Homes

1.

All mobile homes shall be anchored to resist flotation,
collapse, or lateral movement by providing over-the-top
and frame ties to ground anchors unless the stand of
the mobile home is elevated above the flood 1level.
Special reguirements include:

a. Over-the-top ties shall be provided at each of the
four corners of any single wide mobile home, not
constructed to standards established by the
Department of Housing and Urban Development with
two additional ties per side at 1intermediate
locations, with single wide mobile homes not
bearing an Oregon State 1Insignia of Compliance,
less than 50 feet long reguiring one additional tie
per side;

b. Frame ties shall be provided at each corner of the
home with five additional ties per side at
intermediate points, with mobile homes less than 50
feet long requiring four additional ties per side;

¢. All components of the anchoring system shall be
capable of carrying a force of 4,800 pounds; and

d. Any additions to the mobile home shall be similarly
anchored.

For new mobile home parks and mobjile home subdivisions,
and for mobile homes not placed in a mobile home park
or mobile home subdivision and for expansions to
existing mobile home developments where the repair,
reconstruction or improvement of the streets, utilities
and pads equals or exceeds 50 percent of value of the
streets, utilities and pads Dbefore the repair,
reconstruction or improvement has commenced:

a. Stands or lots shall be elevated on compacted fill
or on pilings so that the lowest floor of the
mobile home or attachments thereto will be one (1)
foot above the base flood level;

b, Adequate surface drainage and access for a hauler
shall be provided.

In the instance of elevation of mobile homes on
pilings:

a. Lots shall be large enough to permit steps;

b. Piling foundations shall be placed in stable soil
no more than ten {(10) feet apart; and




¢. Reint. _cement shall be provided .or pilings more
than six (6) feet above the ground level.

SECTION 77.05 Utilities

1. All new and replacement water systems shall be designed
to minimize or eliminate infiltration of flood waters

into the system;

2. New and replacement sanitary sewage systems shall be
designed to minimize or eliminate infiltration of flood
waters into the system and discharge from the systems
into flood waters; and

3. On-site waste disposal systems shall be 1located to
avoid impairment to them or contamination from them
during flooding.

4. Gas, electrical, and other utilities, 1in or serving
buildings or structures in a flood plain, shall be
located and constructed to minimize flood damage orx
interruption of services.

SECTION 77.06 Subdivision and Partition of Land

If a land division is proposed in an area which is subject to
this Ordinance, as specified in Section 76.06 of this Ordinance,
the tentative plan for any subdivision or the tentative map for
any partition shall show, consistent with the standards of the
Josephine County Subdivision Ordinance, the following
information:

1. The 1location of the flood plain, and the location, if
applicable, of the floodway;

2. The elevation of the property and the base flood
elevation;

3. Methods for reducing the potential for damage from
flooding, such as site filling or grading, elevation of
building sites, or other site modifications;

4., Methods for draining the property so as to reduce
exposure to flood damage, both on-site and on adjacent
property;

5. Method of access for emergency vehicles during flood
discharge;

6. Other design features, intended to mitigate flood
hazards.



SECTION 78.01 Flo. ays

Located within areas of special flood hazard are areas
designated as floodways. Since the floodway is an extremely
hazardous area due to the velocity of flood waters which carry
debr:s, potential projectiles, and erosion potential, the
following provisions apply:

1. Encroachment, fill, new construction, substantial
improvements or other development shall not occur
within a floodway designated by any map of "The Flood
Insurance Study for the County of Josephine, State of
Oregon" referenced in Section 76.05 of this Ordinance,
unless a technical evaluation demonstrates that
encroachments (including cumulative effects of
comparable development on surrounding properties) shall
not result in any significant increase in flood levels
during the occurrence of a base flood discharge;

2. Development shall not occur on any flood plain lands,
where a floodway has not been designated for that reach
of a stream or river in "The Flood Insurance Study for
the County of Josephine, State of Oregon" referenced in
Section 76.05 of this Ordinance unless:

a. The Planning Director has evidence which in his
judgement would indicate the proposed development
site is located in an area of shallow flooding and
the proposed construction will not divert the flood
Or cause a rise in the level of the discharge above
the base flood elevation;

b. A technical study 1is completed which establishes
the probable location of the floodway as defined in
Section 76.03(13) of this Ordinance;

c. If a technical study is completed under the
requirements of this Section, demonstrating that
the encroachment will not increase the flood
levels, any permitted construction or substantial
improvements shall comply with all other applicable
standards of this Ordinance.

3. A mobile home shall not be placed-in a floodway, except
in an existing mobile home development.

SECTICN 79.01 Designation of Administrator of the Flood Hazard
Ordinance

The Planning Director is hereby appointed to administer and
implement this Ordinance by granting or denying [evelopment
Permit applications, in accordance with its provisions.



SECTION 79.02 Est. Jlishment of Development : _:mit

A Development Permit shall be obtained before construction or
development begins within any area of special flood hazard
established in Section 76.05.

Application for a Development Permit shall be made on the same
forms as required by any appliable zoning ordinance and may
include, but not be 1limited to: plans in duplicate drawn to
scale showing the nature, location, dimensions, and elevations
of the area in question; existing or proposed structures, fill,
storage of materials, drainage facilities; and the 1location of
the foregoing.

Specifically, the following information is required:

1. Elevation, in relation to mean sea level, of the lowest
floor (including basement) of all structures;

2. Elevation, in relation to mean sea level, to which any
structure is to be flood-proofed;

3. Certification by a registered professional engineer or
architect that the flood-proofed methods for any
commercial or industrial structure are adequate to
withstand the flood depths, pressures, velocities,
impacts and uplift forces and other factors associated
with the base flood;

4. Description of the extent to which any watercourse will
be altered or relocated as a result of proposed
development.

A development permit may be conditioned by the Planning Director
to ensure compliance with this Ordinance; and if the development
will result in an alteration or relocation of a watercourse, the
Director shall require that maintenance of the alteration shall
be provided so that the flood carrying capacity 1is not
diminished.

SECTION 79.03 Coordination

-

The Planning Director or his assistants shall review all
proposed development permits to ensure that developments will
comply with the standards of this Ordinance or other County
Ordinances. The Planning Director shall advise other County
departments of actions taken under the ©provisions of this
Ordinance. The Planning Director shall advise applicants that
they may need to secure permit approvals from other state or
federal agencies, having requlatory responsibilities for
activities within flood hazard areas, prior to the issuance of
development permits or may condition development permits on
compliance with other state or federal laws or requirements.
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SECTION 79.04 Revc tion of a Development Pe  t

Any permit granted pursuant to Section 77.01 shall be subject to
revocation by the Board of County Commissioners if it |is
ascertained that the application includes or included any false
information, or if the conditions of approval have not been
complied with or are not being maintained.

1. All development permits shall be conducted in full
compliance with any other County Ordinance or
requirement of State Law. Failure to conform to other
applicable laws shall be grounds for consideration by
the Board of County Commissioners of revocation of the
permit.

2. 1In order to consider revocation of a permit the Board
of County Commissioners shall hold a public hearing in
order for the permit holder to show cause why such
permit should not be revoked. No hearing may be
convened without a minimum of S days notice. Such
hearing shall be convened not more than 15 days after
publication of the notice.

3. If the Board of County Commissioners find that the
conditions of permit approval have not been complied
with or are not being maintained, the Commission, at
its discretion, may grant a reasonable time for
rectification, and if corrections are not made within
that time, revocation of the permit shall become
effective immediately after the time specified.

SECTION 79.05 Building Permit Review

The Building Safety Director shall review all Building Permits
to determine that all new construction and substantial
improvements shall satisfy the requirements of this Ordinance,
the State structural, mechanical, plumbing, or electrial codes,
and any conditions of the development permit. The Building
Safety Director may require a study by a registered professional
engineer of the degree of hazards.

SECTION 79.06 Alteration of Watercourses -

If, as the result of any construction or substantial improvement
authorized by a development permit, any watercourse is proposed
to be altered or relocated, the Planning Tirector or his
assistants shall require the developer to notify the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers and to submit to the Director evidence that
such notification was made prior to the commencement of any work
within the watercourse. A copy of the evidence of notification
shall be provided to the Federal Emergency Management Agency by
the Planning Director,

LR



SECTION 79.07 Use Jf Other Base Flood Data

When base flood elevation data has not been provided in
accordance with Section 76.05, of this Ordinance, the Planning
Director shall obtain, review, and reasonably utilize any base
flood elevation data available from a federal, state or other
source, in order to administer the provisions of this Ordinance.

SECTION 79.08 Interpretation of FIRM Boundaries

If a property owner believes, contrary to information contained
in the Flood Insurance Study, that a property 1is not located
within an area subject to special flood hazard, he may request
the Planning Director to review the FIRM boundary. The Planning
Director shall be authorized to make interpretations, where
needed, as to the exact location of the boundaries of the areas
of special flood hazards. If the Planning Director finds that
due to topography or other conditions not reflected in the Flood
Insurance Study, the contested property is reasonably free of
flood hazards, the Director shall be authorized to issue a
Development Permit without compliance with the special
requirements of this Ordinance.

SECTION 79.09 Appeals

1. The Board of County Commissioners shall hear and decide
appeals, according to the procedures established in the
County Land Use BHearing Rules, when it is alleged there
is an error 1in any requirement, decision, or
determination made by the Planning Director in the
enforcement or administration of this Ordinance.

2. The Building Codes Appeals and Advisory Board shall
hear and decide appeals when it is alleged there is an
error in any requirement, decision, or determination
made by the Building Safety Director in the enforcement
or administration of this Ordinance, provided that such
request does not also require a variance of the State
structural, mechanical, plumbing, or electrical codes.

3. Those aggrieved by the decision of the Building Codes
Appeals and Advisory Board may appeal such decision to
the appropriate State structural, plumbing or

electrical board.

4. In passing upon such applications, the Board of County
Commissioners or Building Codes Appeals and Advisory
Board shall consider all evaluations, factors, and
standards specified 1in other sections of this
Ordinance. ‘

5. Upon consideration of the factors of this Section and
the purposes of this Ordinance, the Board of County
Commissioners or Board of Building Code Appeals may
attach such conditions as it deems necessary to further
the purposes of this Ordinance;

12



SECTION

1.

The Planni.y Director or Building Sai..y Director shall
maintain the records of all appeal actions, as
appropriate, including technical information, and shall
report any granted appeals to the Federal Emergency
Management  Agency, upon reguest.

79.10 Variances

The County Planning Commission or Hearings Officer, as
established by the Board of County Commissioners, shall
hear and decide requests for variances from the
requirements of this Ordinance; consistent with the
procedures established in the applicable Land Use
Hearing Rules.

Those aggrieved by the decision of the Planning
Commission or Hearings Officer may appeal such decision
to the Board of County Commissioners as provided in the
applicable Land Use Hearing Rules.

In passing upon such applications, the Planning
Commission or Hearings Officer shall consider all
technical evaluations, all relevant factors, and
standards specified in other sections of this

Ordinance.

Generally, variances may be issued for new construction
and substantial improvements to be erected on a lot of
one-half acre or less in size contiguous to and
surroundad by lots with existing structures constructed
below the base flood level. As the lot size increases
beyond one-half acre, the technical justification
required for issuing the variance increases.

variances may be issued for the reconstruction,
rehabilitation or restoration of structures listed on
the National Register of Historic Places or the State
Inventory of Historic Places, without regard to the
procedures set forth in the remainder of this section.

Variances shall not be issued within any designated
floodway if any significant increase 1in flood 1levels
during the base flood discharge would result.

Variances shall only be issued upon a determination

that the variance is the minimum necessary, considering
the flood hazard, to afford relief.

Variances shall only be issued upon:
a. A showing of good and sufficient causes;

b. A determination that failure to grant the wvariance
would result in exceptional hardship to the
applicant;

13



c. A determination that the granting of a variance
will not result in a significant increase in flood
heights, additional threats to public safety, or
conflict with existing local laws or ordinances;
and

d. A finding that the wvariance will not result in
special privileges not normally enjoyed by property
owners in the vicinity.

9. Upon consideration of the factors of this Section and
the purposes of this Ordinance, the Planning Commission
or Hearings Officer may attach such conditions as it
deems necessary to further the purposes of this
Ordinance. .

10. An applicant to whom a variance is granted shall be
given written notice that the structure will be
permitted to be built with a 1lowest floor elevation
below the base flood elevation and that the cost of
flood insurance will be commensurate with the increased
risk resulting from the reduced lowest floor elevation.

11. The Planning Director shall maintain the records of all
variances, including technical information, and shall
report any variances to the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, upon request.

SECTION 80.01 Penalties for Noncompliance

No structure or land shall hereafter be constructed, 1located,
extended, converted, or altered without full compliance with the
terms of this Ordinance and other applicable regulations.
Viclation of the provisions of this Ordinance by failure to
comply with any of 1its reguirements (including violations of
conditions and safeguards established in connection with
conditions) shall «constitute a violation. Any person who
violates this Ordinance or fails to comply with any of its
requirements shall be punishable, upon conviction, in a court of
law by a fine of not more than $500 for a non-continuing offense
and a fine of not more than $1000 for a continuing offense.

SECTION 80.02 Notification of Vviolations

Upon determination of a potential wviolation, the Planning
Director or his assistant shall notify the property owner by
certified mail. 1Initial correspondence with the property owner
shall:

1. Cite the alleged violation, the section of the
Ordinance which may be violated, and the remedies which
are available to correct the problem;

14



Be in wy .ten form and shall be _mposed in such a
manner that no accusations are made;

Offer the assistance of the Planning Director or his
assistants to work with the property owner to correct a
problem. Such correspondence shall state all options
available to the land owner and which options are most
likely to meet with approval. Correspondence shall
specify a period of time, either 15 or 30 days, to
abate the potential violation. Any extension of time
beyond this period shall, if deemed appropriate by the
Planning Director, be granted in writing by the
Planning Director or his assistants, with the signature
of the property owner.

SECTION 80.03 Compliance

1.

An investigation, if necessary, shall be conducted on
the property by the Planning Director or his assistants
with the company of the property owner. If the
property owner refuses access to the property, the
Director shall document the refusal and shall use other
legal means of determining the existence of a potential
violation;

If an alleged violation is not abated within the period
authorized by the original notification, the Planning
Director or his assistants shall attempt to document
the violation with photographs and appropriate field
notations. Departmental files shall contain a
recording of the time, date and 1location of any
photographs pertaining to the alleged violation,
together with the names of any witnesses who in
addition to the enforcement officer viewed the alleged
violation; '

Prior to submission of the alleged violation for legal
remedy, the Planning Director or his assistants shall
attempt to recontact the property owner, explain the
standards of the Ordinance, and seek to obtain
voluntary compliance with the law. If an extension of
time is necessary, such extension shall be agreed to in
writing and shall be limited to no more than 30 days,
or a compliance schedule with intermediate program
check-u ps;

If a property owner does not respond to notifications
of wviolaticn, the Planning Director shall prepare
documentation of the alleged violation for submission
for appropriate legal remedy. Prior to submission of
the wviolation the director shall notify the property
owner by certified letter or personal service. The
notification shall contain the following:

15



a. Citat .n of previous con._ .iance requests,

IS

extensions cof time, or commitments;

b. Description of alleged violations and necessary
corrective actions; and

c. Indication of a time 1limit of 10 to 15 days to
comply with the Ordinance and a statement that if
the alleged violation is not corrected within the
time limit, formal legal action will begin without
further notice,

5. The Planning Director or his assistants shall continus
to offer to meet with the property owner to discuss any
alleged violations and to secure possible solutions
other than court proceedings. Formal correspondence
shall include a copy of the applicable sections of the
County ordinance and copies of all previous
correspondence and agreements related to the matter.

SECTION 80.04 Legal Action

Upon determination that voluntary compliance cannot be obtained,
the Planning Firector shall submit all evidence and
documentation of the alleged wviolation to the District
Attorney's Office for prosecution or to the Board of County
Commissioners for civil remedy.

SECTION B80.05 Other Remedies

In addition to penalties provided by ORS 203.065, the Board of
County Commissioners may utilize such remedies for violation of
this Ordinance as are authorized by ORS 215.185.

SECTION 80.06 Reserved for Future Use

16



SECTION 30,C7 Eff. ive Date -

First reacing by the Board of County Commissioners 1is this 26th
cay of May , los2,

n by the Board of County Comnissioners
2ys from the first reading this 9th

. This ©QOrdinance shall take effect
ter its adoption by the Eoerd of County

(
ey of June P
ninety (90) cays @&
Commissioners.

JOCEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF CCUNTY CCMMISSIONERS

NAA

HAROLD L. [DAUGEN, CHARRMAN
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AEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON )

ORDINANCE NO. 8232

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 80-2.

WHEREAS, on November 17, 1980, the Board of County Commissioners
adopted an ordinance establishing a joint Land Use Plan, Urban
Growth Boundary and Management Agreement with the City of Cave
Junction; and

WHEREAS, the review of the City of Cave Junction Comprehensive
Plan by the Land Conservation and Development Commission discovered
that the City's Comprehensive Plan had not taken into consideration
County zoning in the urbanizing area; and

WHEREAS, County zoning reflects actual use of properties and
it is in the public interest to maintain conforming zoning.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan

The Comprehensive Plan for the Cave Junction urbanizing
area shall be amended for the following properties
to reflect the applied zoning:

o T395, R8W, Section 22-31, tax lots 700 and 800 -
Commercial

T39S, R8W, Section 22-4, tax lot 900 -
Commercial

T39S, R8W, Section 22-4, tax lots 603 and 800 -
Industrial /\

T39s5, R8W, Section 22-4, tax lot 604 -
Commercial

T39S, R8W, Section 27, tax lots 100 and 101 -
Commercial

SECTION 2. Effective Date

The first reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 8th day of September , 1982,

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 22nd day of September , 1982,

This ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days

after its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Harold L. Haugen, Chai

2

Mary éfﬁé ettl,

ATTEST:
Maxine Foster, County Clerk

4’
Byk§322§7 e Z?zf;x~ﬂeputy William F. For///ﬁ :3ﬂ1551oner

§s

Foster, County Clerk

%1@//
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-34

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE URBAN AREA ZONING
ORDINANCE NO. 81-25.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an Urban
Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning regulations,
and providing procedures for enforcement and penalties for the
violation thereof, with the City of Grants Pass as required by
Ordinance No. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, Section 140.01(f) of the Urban Area 2Zoning Ordinance
regulates the placement of political signs; and

WHEREAS, candidates have requested an amendment to this section
of the Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, on September 1, 1982, the Council of the City of
Grants Pass adopted City Ordinance No. 4463 amending their Urban
Area Zoning Ordinance No. 4415.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The Urban Area Zoning Ordinance No. 81-25, Section
140.01(f) is hereby amended to read as follows:

"Non-illuminated temporary signs advertising a
candidate or ballot measure, provided each sign not
exceed six (6) square feet in area for each candi-
date or ballot measure and not more than two (2)
signs for each candidate or ballot measure shall be
placed on any single parcel of land. Such signs
shall not be placed less than ten (10) feet from the
front curb line and shall be removed within a period
of ten (10) days following the election to which the
sign pertains."

SECTION 2. Except as otherwise provided herein, Ordinance No.
81-25 is hereby affirmed as originally adopted or
thereafter amended.



SECTION 3.

ATTEST:

First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 29th day of September , 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 13th day of October , 1982.

This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days after
its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF CQU OY COMMISSIONERS

OV OO L OV M a0
Harold L. augen Chairgan

// - _/IA_'" /

Mary E 'Wﬂjr-ett . Vice/ Chaixfman

7 r —
\ 44/ L L L4 Jﬂ.b;, vz

W 1lam F. Ford, Complissioner

Ordinance No. 82- 34
Page 2



ORDINANCE NO. 4463 9-/3-g2

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ZONING ORDINANCE NO. 4415, AS AMENDED
BY CITY ORDINANCE NO. 4438, PERTAINING TO TEMPORARY ADVERTISING
SIGNS.

Whereas, the City of Grants Pass has a Zoning Ordinance
regulating the placement of political signs located at 140.01(f);
and :

Whereas, candidates have requested the City to amend the
Ordinance; :

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY OF GRANTS PASS HEREBY ORDAINS:

Section 1. Section 140.01(f) of the Grants Pass Zoning Ordinance
is hereby amended to read as follows:

"140.01(f). Non-illuminated temporary signs advertising a
candidate or ballot measure, provided each sign not exceed
six (6) sgquare feet in area for each candidate or ballot
measure and not more than two (2) signs for each candidate
or ballot measure shall be placed on any single parcel of
land. Such signs shall not be placed less than ten (10)
feet from the front curb line and shall be removed within a
period of ten (10) days following the election to which the
sign pertains."

Section 2.

In all other respects, Ordinance No. 4415, as amended by
Ordinance No. 4438 of the Grants Pass Zoning Ordinance is
hereby affirmed.

Section 3.

Since the election date is very near, an emergency is
hereby declared to exist, and in the interest of public peace,
health and safety of the City of Grants Pass and the inhabitants
thereof, this ordinance may be adopted by any one meeting of the
Council and shall be in full force and effect from and after its
passage by the Council and approval by the Mayor.

PASSED by the Council of the City of Grants Pass, Oregon,

this 1lst day of September, 1982,

SUBMITTED to and @’//chQ by the Mayor of the City
of Grants Pass, Oregon this fé %f;yday of Septe r, 1982.

ATTEST:

7
Eptsrnnag ( g‘/%
Fihance Director




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-35

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81~13 TO
PROVIDE FOR CONSISTENCY WITH OREGON ADMINISTRATIVE RULE 660-06-000.

WHEREAS, the Land Conservation and Development Commission has
not yet acknowledged the Comprehensive Plan for Josephine County
and implementing ordinances; and

WHEREAS, in August, 1982, the Commission adopted by Adminis-
trative Rule regulations governing forest lands subject to the
requirements of Statewide Planning Goal #4; and

WHEREAS, the Administrative Rule adopted by the Land Conser-
vation and Development Commission includes requirements that
necessitate amendment of the provisions of zoning districts proposed
to comply with Statewide Planning Goal #4.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. Amendment

The following sections are to be deleted as permitted
uses and included as conditional uses in Ordinance
No. 81-13:

Section 16.020, subsection (1) (c) and subsection (2) (g)
and (i).

i

fection 17.020, subsection (1) (¢) and subsection (2) (a),
(b) and (k).

SECTION 2. Revision

The following sections of Ordinance No. 81-13 shall be
revised as follows:

Section 17.020, subsection (2) (h), the word "tower"
shall be substituted with the existing word "reservoirs".

Section 17.025, subsection (2) shall be written to read
as Section 16.025, subsection (6).



SECTION 3. Affirmation

Except as otherwise provided herein, Ordinance
No. 81-13 is hereby affirmed as originally adopted
or thereafter amended.

SECTION 4. Effective Date

The first reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 29th day of September , 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 13th day of October , 1982.
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days after
its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COQUNTY

ATTEST:

o

Ordinance No. 82-35
Page 2




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPEINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-36

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO, 81-13.

WHEREAS, the 1981 Legislative Assembly amended the Oregon
Revised Statutes, Chapter 215 providing for County planning and
zoning to include a provision on lots of record; and

WHEREAS, the Land Conservation and Development Commission has
adopted a continuance order requiring Josephine County to amend its
Zoning Ordinance to include the provisions of Chapter 884, Sections
9-13, Oregon Laws 1981, in order to receive acknowledgement of
compliance with the Statewide Planning Goals.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. Repeal of Sections

Section 14.050, subsection (77) and Section 50.080
of the Josephine County Zoning Ordinance are repealed.

SECTION 2. Amendment of the Ordinance

The Josephine County Zoning Ordinance shall be amended
to read as follows:

Section 14.050

132. Contiguous Units of Land. Lots, parcels or lots
and parcels as defined in this Ordinance that
have a common boundary. Contiguous units of land
include but are not limited to lots, parcels or

lots and parcels separated only by an alley, street

or other right-of-way. Contiguous units of land
does not include lots, parcels or lots and parcels
separated by a four (4) lane highway.

133. Lot of Record. A lot or parcel located outside of
the area designated in the Josephine County Com-
prehensive Plan as being subject to flood or

geologic hazards or designated for urban, industrial

or commercial development and which was lawfully
created or transferred to present owner by a deed
or sales contract executed after December 31, 1964
and before January 1, 1975. Notwithstanding this
definition only one lot of record exists when:



a. A lot or parcel that is within the definition
of a "lot of record" is contiguous to one or
more lots or parcels that are within the
definition of a "lot of record"; or

b. Greater than possessOry interests are held
in contiguous lots, parcels or lots and
parcels by the same person, relatives, spouses,
or single partnership or business entities,
separately or in a tenancy in common. When
the interests described in this subsection are
held by relatives paragraph (a) of this sub-
section applies only to those contiguous lots,
parcels or lots and parcels in which one
relative held the interests before transfer
to another relative.

134. Relative. A parent, child, brother or sister.

Section 50.020 Use of Non-conforming Lot

The minimum area or width requirements shall not apply
to a "lot of record" as defined in Section 14.050(133)
of this Ordinance. A "lot of record" may be occupied

by any use permitted in the applicable zoning district
subject to all other standards of this Ordinance. A
single family dwelling may occupy any "lot of record"
except that a new single family residence may not be
constructed on a "lot of record" that has been assessed
for five or more years based on valuation at true cash
value for farm use under ORS 308.370 or at true cash
value for forest use under ORS 321.300 (1975 Replacement
Part), 321.352, 321.377, 321.622 (1975 Replacement Part),
321.720 or 321.810, unless:

1. The single family dwelling is permitted either
outright or conditionally in the applicable zoning
district, or a variance is granted; or

2. The single family dwelling is permitted consistent
with the standards governing farm and non-farm
housing in the Exclusive Farm, Forest Conservation,
and Woodlot Residential Zoning Districts.

SECTION 3. Review Form

The Planning Director shall use the attached form

marked "Exhibit A" in determining the gualification
and status of "lots of record" under the provisions
of this Ordinance. '

Ordinance No. 82- 36
Page 2



SECTION 4.

SECTION 5.

Affirmation

Except as otherwise provided herein, Ordinance No.
81-13 is hereby affirmed as originally adopted or
thereafter amended.

Effective Date

First reading by the Board of County Commissioners is
this 29th day of September , 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 20th day of October , 1982,
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days after
its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

‘.

Ordinance No. 82-36
Page 3



Lot Record Qualification ~ rm “cxamsiT a®

(For 1np20mentatlon of the 1381 LngLsZature 8 revisions (8B 413) of OKS Chapter
215 eoncerning lots of record. )

Received by
Date

STEP 1: APPLICANTS INFORMATION

Applicant(s) Phone
Address

Tax Account Number(s)

T R S Tax Lot Number(s)

Subdivision Name Lot Number
Major or Minor Land Partitioning Vol Pg

Acreage

Other Structures on Property

Signature of Applicant

(If a single family dwelling exists on this unit of land, it does not qualify
for a second dwelling, proceed to STEP 6. If no dwelling exists, continue to
STEP 2.)

STEP 2: TIME QUALIFICATION

Was this lot, parcel, or unit of land "lawfully created" or transferred to the
present owner by deed or contract after December 31, 1964, and before January
1, 19757 Yes No

Deed Reference: Vol Page
INSTRUMENT NUMBER

(If yes, continue to STEP 3; if no, this unit of land does not qualify as a
lot of record, proceed to STEP 6.)

STEP 3: LOCATION RESTRICTIONS

A. Is this lot, parcel, or unit of land located in:
1. the Flood Plain? Yes No
2. a Geologic hazard area? Yes No

An engineer's or soil scientist's certification may be necessary to veri-
fy the exact location of the property in regard to Flood Plain or Geolog-
ic hazard; if so, hold this review and process a Certification of Eleva-
tion or a Critical Mass Movement Evaluation before proceeding.

(If not located in a Flood Plain or Geologic hazard area, continue to B; if
located in a Flood Plain or Geologic hazard area, the unit of land does not
qualify as a lot of record, proceced to SIYEP 6.)

B. Applicable Comprehensive Plan

Designation

Is this lot, parcel, or unit of land located in:

1. An area designated by a Comprechensive Plan for urban use (city Urban
Growth Boundary or County Urban Service Area)?

Yes No

2. A Commercial area designated by a Comprehensive Plan?
Yes No

3. An Industrial area designated by a Comprechensive Plan?
' Yes No

(I any answers in A or B are yes, the untt of land does not qualify as a lot
of record, procecd to SYKP 6. If no, continue to STEP 4.)



STEP 4: CONTIGUOUS OWNERSHIP TEST:
A. Does the applicant own any adjacent lots or parcels? Yes No

B. Do the applicants' relatives {parent, child, brother or sister), spouse,
single partnership, or business entity own any adjacent lots or parcels?

Yes No

(If yes, only one lot of record may exist and be recognized for all contiguous-
ly owned lots and parcels as defined by these questions, but only if all other
previous. step qualifications are fulfilled by the total ownership. If no, a
lot of record exists. FProceed to STEP §.)

STEP 5: TAX EXCEPTION

A. Has this lot, parcel or unit of land or any portion of this ownership
been subject to a tax deferal under:

1. 0RS 308.370, Tax Class 5-0-3
2. ORS 321.300('75), Tax Class 6-0-0
3. ORS 321.352, Jax Class 6-0-0
4, ORS 321.377, Tax Class 6-0-0
5. ORS 321.622('75), Tax Class 6-0-0
6. ORS 321.720, Tax Class 6-0-0
7. ORS 321.810, Tax Class 6-0-0 .

Yes No

B. How long has the ownership been assessed under the deferral program?

1. Less than 5 years

2. 5 or more years

(If the owmership (or any portion of it) has been subject to a tax deferral
program for 5 or more years, tt ts not eligible for a building permit as a
lot of record unless it is within an acknowledged Comprehensive Plan's des-
ignation of wrban or rural residential. Proceed to STEP 6.)

STEP 6: DETERMINATION OF LOT OF RECORD STATUS
Applicant(s)
Tax Account Number(s)
After review of this request and the evaluation of its status under Steps 2-4,
it has been determined that a lot of record does / does not

exist and under Step 5 of this analysis it is / is not eli-

gible for a single family dwelling.

BASIS FOR DISQUALIFICATION OR OTHER COMMENTS:

Determination completed by:

Date

THIS CERTIFICATION OF LOT OF RECORD STATUS AND THE ELIGIBILITY FOR THE 1SSU-
ANCE OF A PERMIT FOR A SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING IS NOT TRANSFERABLE.



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY
STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-37

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81-11.

WHEREAS, the order of a continuance adopted by the Land
Conservation and Development Commission concerning Josephine County
requires the Board of County Commissioners to adopt amendments to
the Josephine County Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, these amendments are deemed necessary to secure
acknowledgement by the Land Conservation and Development Com-
mission of the Comprehensive Plan adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of Josephine
County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. Amendment of Goal #1

The Josephine County Comprehensive Plan shall be
amended to include an additional policy under Goal
#1 which is "to preserve and maintain agricultural
lands and the rural character of Josephine County."
The additional policy shall read as follows:

5. Agricultural lands as defined by Statewide
Planning Goal #3 shall be preserved for agricul-
tural uses through exclusive farm use zoning.

In applying the definition of agricultural land,
the Board of County Commissioners shall include
in exclusive farm use zones other lands which
are:

a. Part of an economic farm unit; or which are

b. Necessary to buffer agricultural lands to
permit continued farm use,

(An example of the latter application is the
Rural Residential lands located between the Grants
Pass Urban Growth Boundary and the hops fields
which are zoned Exclusive Farm.)

In determining whether lands are agricultural as
defined, the Board of County Commissioners shall
consider the Josephine Agricultural Rating System;
the availability of irrigation; and historic,
existing and potential land use.

SECTION 2. Amendment of Goal #4

The Josephine County Comprehensive Plan shall be
amended to add an additional policy to implement
Goal #4 which is "to plan and develop facilities and
services that are needed and can be afforded by the
residents of the County."™ The additional policy
shall read as follows:

10. The physically handicapped and transportation
disadvantaged shall be considered in the design
of transportation facilities and alternative
transportation modes.



SECTION 3.

SECTION 4.

SECTION 5.

Amendment of Goal #8

The Josephine County Comprehensive Plan shall be
amended to add an additional policy under Goal #8
which is "pollution shall be controlled." The
additional policy shall read as follows:

4. County agencies such as the Planning and Environ-
mental Health Departments shall coordinate
activities with State agencies involved in the
regulation of air, water and noise pollution to
ensure application of State and Federal standards.
Ordinances shall be adopted which require
compliance with State discharge and construction
permits for new or industrial land uses.

Affirmation

Except as otherwise provided herein, Ordinance No.
81-11 is hereby affirmed as originally adopted or
thereafter amended.

Effective Date

The first reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 29th day of September , 1982,

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 13th day of October , 1982,
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days after
its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE CPUNTY
BOARD OF COYNTYy\COMMISSIONERS

r

ine Foster, County Clerk

569@4,/ / gM

Recording Se

etary

Ordinance No

. 82-37



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-38

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81-8 AND
DECLARING AN EMERGENCY.

WHEREAS, on June 23, 1982, the Board of County
Commissioners and Common Council for the City of Grants Pass
conducted a public hearing and deliberated on changes to the
Interim Development Standards for the Grants Pass urbanizing
area; and

WHEREAS, said changes have been recommended by members of
the community and City and County staff to provide better
administrative procedures and more appropriate development
standards.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners for

Josephine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. Josephine County Ordinance No. 81-8, Exhibit "A", is
hereby amended as follows:

a. Section 1.000 Purpose and Application

A. Section 1.100 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

1.100 The City and County recognize that the
provision of the urban-level services to the
urbanizing area will regquire considerable
public and orivate capital investment.
Holding all development until the essential
services are in place, especially since
sanitary sewer services, or the potential
for such service is already extended

throughout the urbanizing area, would
inflict an unnecessary and savere hardship
on many property holders within the
boundary. However, the well planned and
well coordinated provision of services will
result in the efficient and economical
provision of services. It 1is, therefore,
tha intention of thase provisions to 'permit
development to take place within the

urbanizing area consistent with these



Ordinance 82-38
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B. Section

provisions and the basic principles
established in the urban service policies
adopted by the City and County as part of
the Grants Pass Urban Growth Boundary.

1.200 is hereby repealed and replaced with

the following:

1.200

Effective  December 1, 1982, these
regulations shall not apply to the
construction of any new single-family or
two-family dwelling, located on any 1lot or
parcel created and of record on or before
April 22, 1931.

Effective Necember 1, 1982, these
regulations shall also not apply to the
alteration, reconstruction, or expansion of
any existing single-family or two-family
dwelling, construction of which commenced on
or before April 22, 1981. This exemption
shall also include any accessory building
which is secondary to a single-family or
two~family dwelling and 1is located on the
same lot or parcel.

C. A new Section 1.300 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

1.300

Interim Development Standards shall apply
to the alteration, expansion or enlargement
of a rural or urban 1level development, as
defined herein, existing as of the date of
this amendment, except and unless one of the
following conditions exists:

1. The alteration, expansion or enlargement
will not cause the resultant total
sguare footage of the original
structure(s) being so zaltered to be
greater than 1.5 times the square
footage of the original structure(s); or

2. The alteration is required by law and is
the minimum necessary to satisfy that
requirement; or

3. The alteration constitutes a structural
restoration made necessary by a fire or
other catastrophe, limited to a
resultant total square footage of the
devalopment being so altered to be no
greater than 1.5 times the square
footage of the original structur=a.



D. A new Section 1.400 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

1.400 The following Interim Development Standards

establish techniques for accommodating
development in the urbanizing area,
concurrent with and coordinated with the
economic and efficient provision of

services.

b. Section 2.000 Rural Level Development

A. Section 2,100 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

2.100 Definition. Rural level development 1is
defined as. any division of or construction

on a parcel of land within the wurbanizing
area including partitioning, subdividing,
and residential construction action, when
such action creates actual densities =qual
to or less than one dwelling unit per acre,
or parcels or lots equal to or greater than
one acre in size.

B. Section 2.200 Shall be amended by adding the
following language:

2.200 Provision of the full level of services
required under this section may not be
required for the parcel(s) within a
partition which contain a pre-existing
residential use. The level that 1is to be
reguired on such parcel(s) shall be

established by the County for each
individual application. Additional required
services to such a parcel shall be provided
when further development of the subject
parcel occurs.

c. Section 3.000 Urban Level Development

A. Section 3.100 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

3.100 Definition. Urban level development 1is
definad as any division of or construction
on a parcel of land within the urbanizing
area including partitioning, subdividing,
and residential <construction action, when
such action creates actual densities greater
than one dwelling unit per acre, or parcels
or lots 1less than ones acre in size. Urban
level develomment shall also include any
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commercial or industrial development,
whether by land division or construction
activity, within the urbanizing area.

d. Section 4.n00 Development Standards

A. Section 4.200 is hereby repealed and replaced with the
following:

4.210 Parcels Split by the Urban Growth Boundary.
When a parcel proposed for development
action lies partly within and partly outside
the Urban Growth Boundary, only that portion
of said parcel which lies within the Urban
Growth Boundary shall be subject to these
development standards.

B. A new Section 4.220 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

4.220 Developments Containing Both Rural and Urban
Urban Size Parcels. Where an application
involves partitioning or subdividing of a
parent parcel, each parcel or 1lot created
from the parent parcel, which is rural level
as defined herein shall be subject to the
rural level provision of services of Section
2.200, and each parcel or lot within the
parent parcel which 1is urban level as
defined herein shall be subject to the urban
level service requirements of Section 4.400

C. Section 4.400 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4,400 Services Required. Urban level developments
shall require service by public sanitary
sewer systems, municipal or public sanitary
sewer systems, municipal or public water
supply systems, urban standard Streets,
storm drainage facilities <consistent with
urban street standards and fire protection,
all as specified in Sections 4.410 - 5.999
inclusive.

D. A new Section 4.411 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

4.411 Exceptions to Sanitary Sewer Service.

1. Effective becember 1, 1982, the following
categories of development shall be exempt from
the requirements of Section 4.410 when the
subject lot or parcel had been created and was
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of record prior to June 23, 1982, and does not
have adequate capacity public sanitary sewer
available within the specified distances:

a. Residential development of existing rural
or urban level parcels for one
single-family dwelling where the public
sewer is not within 300 feet.

b. Rural 1level minor partitions for one
single-family dwelling per parcel, where
the public sewer is not within 300 feet for
a 2-lot partition, and 600 feet for a 3-lot
partition. Only one such minor partition
of the original parent parcel shall be
permitted under this exception.

c. Commercial or industrial developments (or
other permitted structures) on such lots
and parcels where the public sewer is not
within 300 feet and where the daily sewage
flow does not exceed 450 gallons per day
under State Administrative Rules for
on-site sewage disposal.

2. An exemption is at the sole discretion of the
Board of County Commissioners when the County
Health Services Director certifies that the use
can be accommodated under State Administrative
Rules by an individual on-site sewage disposal
system.

3. Parcels qualifying for exemption under this
section shall post security for ona-half the
cost of a public sanitary sewer for the £full
length of their frontage, in accordance with
Section 4.480. Such parcel(s) shall also be
reguired to connect to the public sewer at such
time when it directly abuts the parcel(s).

E. Section 4.420 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4,420 Water Service. All urban level developments
shall be provided with a municipal water
system, or may be provided with a public
water supply system as defined by the Oregon
State Health Division, if such development
is not within 500 feet of an adequate
capacity municipal water line.
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Section 4.421 is hereby repealed and replaced with
tha following:

4.4217 Exception to Public Water Supply System

1.

Requirement.

Major and minor partitions created for the
purpose of single-family residences, with a
parent parcel equal to or 1less than one (1)
acre 1in siz=2 as of the date of this agreement,
and resulting in a total number of lots of
three (3) or 1less, shall be exempt from the
requirements of Section 4.420. Such
partitions, however, shall be subject to a
charge equal to that established 1in Section
4.427, and shall also be subject to all other
applicable requirements of Sections 4.423
through 4.429, inclusive.

Urban lot developments or partitionings,
involving ‘less than four (4) 1lots shall be
raquired to install water distribution systems
that meet City of Grants Pass water standards
even though these water systems do not come
under the Jjurisdiction of the Oregon State
Health Divisions (OSHD) Rules. Once a water
system serves more than three (3) service
connections, 1t 1is a public water system with
all its components subject to all the OSHD
rules of OAR Chapter 333-42 (200-250). Included
in Chapter 333-42 is the requirement that the
water supplier must have control for a radius
of 100 feet surrounding the well and there be
no sanitary hazards (i.e., septic systems,
underground fuel tanks) within 100 feet of the
well.

All subsequent urban developments from the
original parent parcel shall be required to
hookup to the water distribution system
installed or to be installed to City standards.

Section 4.422 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.422 Transfer of Water System. When a naw public

water system 1s proposed, or when an
extension or enlargement of an existing
public water system is proposed for an urban
level developmenk, the annexation agreement
required by Section 3.200 of this Ordinance
shall contain a condition requiring the

owners, including heirs, successors and
assigns, to connect to the municiapl water
systeam whensver the development becomes

contigquous to the municipal water system,
and at that time, to turn over thes public
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water system, without cost and free of all
liens and encumbrances, to tha owners of the
municipal water system. The transfer of
ownership of the public water system shall
includes all physical assets such as water
mains, valves, meters and hydrants, as well
as easements and right-of-ways and shall
exclude water sources, storage tanks, well
pumps and their related appurtenances,
unless expressly provided for otherwise 1in
the conditions of the annexation agreement.

Section 4.423 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.423

Future Water Systems. All future water
systems municipal or public, or extensions
to existing systems shall be designed to
City standards and applicable State
regulations regarding materials, workmanship
and guarantee provisions of the City and
shall be designed to connect to an area-wide
municipal water system at such time when it
is available. Proposed municipal or public
water systems shall be approved by the City
Engineer and, where required, an authorized
State representative, with costs of City
review and City inspection to be bornes by
the developer.

Section 4.424 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4,424

Section 4.427 is hereby repealed and replaced with

Water System Design and Fire Flow
Capabilities. All municipal water systems
shall be designed to carry and produce fire
flows required at full site development.
All public water distribution systems shall
be designed to carry fire flows as required
by City Ordinance No. 4098; however, actual
fire flow capabilites shall be as provided
below:

Residenital: Class 8

Commercial/Industrial: Class 9

following:

4.427

Water System Development Charges.

To facllitate the extension of area-wide
water system facilities required for full
urbanization, applicants for urban level

the
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development shall be responsible for payment
of the following water system development
charges:

1. For municipal water service: Water
system development charges shall be
payable to the City consistent with City
Ordinance No. 4352 (Utility Ordinance),
or as amended.

2. For public water service: Water system
development charges shall be payable to
the County, such charges consistent with
City Ordinance No. 4352 (Utility
Ordinance), or as amended: Provided,
however, that no additional water system
development charges shall be required

when a public water system is
transferred to the owner of the
municipal water system pursuant to

Section 4.422 above.

Section 4.428 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.428

Charge Collection. The water system
development charges shall be paid prior to
the issuance of a building permit.

Section 4.429 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.429

Saection

Segregation and Use of Revenues. All funds

derived from *the water system development
charges are to be segregated by accounting
practices by both the City and the County,
and shall be used for no other purpose than
installing, constructing, expanding and
extending water systems beyond present
capacity within the Urban Growth Boundary
except that all water system development
charges received by the City shall be
applied to bond redemption as required by
City Ordinance No. 4283.

4.440 is hereby repealed and replaced with

the following:

4.440

Transportation. At a minimum, all urban
developments shall be provided with urban
standard streets connecting directly to an
existing publicly maintained street. Such
street ‘development shall be consistent with
the reguirements of- the City of Grants Pass.
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Section

Sections of existing streets not meeting
urban standards which directly abut the
property upon which the urban development is
located shall be constructed half-width to
the appropriate urban standard by the
developer, including any required dedication
of right-of-way. At County discretion,
street improvements shall be constructed to
an equivalent dollar amount of said
half-width urban standard.

4.441 The existing language is hereby

repealed.

Section 4.470 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.470

Fire Suppression. No urban level
development shall be approved in any part of
the urbanizing area that 1is not provided
with a minimum Class 8 fire suppression.

A new Section 4.480 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

4.480

Security. 1In lieu of actual construction of

all facilities required by applicable
sections of this Ordinance at the time of
site development, the developer may be

required to post security as provided in
City Ordinance No. 4290 or any other
security arrangement acceptable to the
County. Posting of such security shall be
at the sole discretion of the County for the
purpose of guaranteeing future construction
of those portions of such facilities which
are not feasible or appropriate to construct

at the time of site development. such
security shall be posted in an estimated
amount with the security instrument

stipulating that the actual cost of such
facilities shall become due and payable at
the time construction has been authorized by
the County.

new Section 6.000 Amendment and Variance Provisions

is hereby adopted to read as follows:

A.
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Section 6.100 shall read as follows:

6.100

Amendments. This Ordinance may be
amended by changing any provision thereof,
whenever the public necessity and

convenience and the general welfare requires



such an amendment. Any such proposed
amendment or change shall first be submitted
to the Urban Area Planning Commission and
the Planning Commission shall, within sixty
(60) days after a hearing, recommend to tha
governing bodies approval, disapproval or
modification of the proposed amendment.

1. An amendment may be proposed by the
governing bodies on their own motion or
by the Urban Area Planning Commission,
or by petition as hereinafter set forth.
An application for amendment by a
property owner or his authorized agent
shall be filed with the County Planning
Director. The application shall be made
on forms issued by the County Planning
Office.

2. A non-refundable fee, in an amount to be
set by resolution of the governing
bodies, to amend this Ordinance shall
accompany each application by a property
owner. Said fee shall be the same as
text changes to the Zoning Ordinance.

3. Procedures of public hearing shall be by
those established in the Joint Zoning
Ordinance, Section 139.02 to Section
139.05 as amended.

B. Section 6.200 shall read as follows:

6.200 Variances

1.
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Where practical, difficulties, unnecessary
hardships and results inconsistent with the
general purposes of this Ordinance may result

from the strict application of certain
provision thereof, variances may be granted as
provided in this section. The Urban Area

Planning Commission or Hearings Officer may
authorize variances from the requirements of
this Ordinance where it can be shown that,
owing to special and unusual circumstances
related to a2 specific piece of property, the
literal interpretation of this Ordinance would
cause an undue or particular hardship. 1In
granting a variance the Urban Area Planning
Commission or Hearings 0Officer may attach
conditions which it finds necessary to protect
the best interest of the surrounding property
or neighborhood and to otherwise achieve the
purposes of this Ordinance.
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2. No variance shall be granted unless it can be
shown that all of the following conditions
exist:

a. Exceptional or extraordinary conditions
apply to the property that do not apply
genarally to other properties in the same
district or vicinity, which conditions are
a result of lot size or shape, topography
or other circumstances over which the
applicant has no control.

b. The authorization of the variance shall not
be materially detrimental to the purpose of
this Ordinance, be injurious to property in
the district or vicinity in which the
property 1is located or be otherwise
datrimental to the objectives of any
development plan or polciy.

c. The variance requested 1is the minimum
variance from the provisions and standards
of this Ordinance which will alleviate the
hardship.

3. A non-refundable fee, in an amount to be set by
resolution of the governing bodies, shall
accompany each application for a wvariance.
Ssaid fee shall be the same as in a variance to
the Zoning Ordinance.

4. Procedures of public hearing shall be those
established in the Joint Zoning Ordinance,
Section 139.02 to Section 139.05 as amended.

Except as otherwise provided herein, Ordinance
No. 81-8 is hereby affirmed as originally adopted or
thereafter amended.

The immediate passage of this Ordinance being
necessary in the public interest to protect health,
safety and welfare, an emergency is hereby declared
to exist, and this Ordinance shall take effect
immediately upon its final enactment and adoption by
the Board of County Commissioners.



PASSED BY THE JOSEPHINE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AND
SIGNED BY US IN OPEN SESSION IN AUTHENTICATION OF 1ITS PASSAGE
THIS 1st DAY OF December , 1982.

Harold L. Haugen, airman

Mary E. Benede

\\iiiiéiéyﬁenedetti, Vice i

William F. Ford, Commis 1onef
ATTEST: /m j
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Recording Secretary
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON
ORDINANCE NO. 82-39

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE NO. 81-8.

WHEREAS, on June 23, 1982, the Board of County
Commissioners and Common Council for the City of Grants Pass
conducted a public hearing and deliberated on changes to the
Interim Development Standards for the Grants Pass urbanizing
areas; and

WHEREAS, said changes have been recommended by members of
the community and City and County staff to provide better
administrative procedures and more appropriate development
standards.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County <Commissioners for
Josepnine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:
SECTION 1. Josephine County Ordinance No. 81-8, Exhibit "A", is

hereby amended as follows:

a. Section 1.000 Purpose and Application

A. Section 1.109 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

1.100 The City and County recognize that the
provision of the urban-level services to the
urbanizing area will require considerable
public and private capital investment.
Holding all develooment until the essential
services are in vlace, especially since
sanitary sewer services, or the potential
for such service is already extended
throughout the urbanizing area, would
inflict an unnecessary and severe hardship
on many property holders within the
boundary. However, the well planned and
well coordinated provision of services will
result in the efficient and economical
provision of services. It is, therefore,
the intention of these provisions to permit
development to take place within tha
urbanizing area consistent with these
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provisions and the basic principles
established in the urban service policies
adopted by the City and County as part of
the Grants Pass Urban Growth Boundary.

B. Section 1.200 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following: - S
1.200 Effective Novémber ‘/57 1982, these

requlations shall not apply to the
construction of any new single-family or
two-family dwelling, located on any 1lot or
parcel created and of record on or before
April 22, 1981,

Effective November 3, 1982, these
regulations shall also not apply to the
alteration, reconstruction, or expansion of
any existing single-family or two-family
dwelling, construction of which commenced on
or before April 22, 1981, This exemption
shall also include any accessory building
which is secondary to a single~family or
two-family dwelling and 1is located on the
same lot or varcel.

C. A new Section 1.300 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

1.300

Interim Development Standards shall apply
to the alteration, expansion or enlargement
of a rural or urban level development, as
defined herein, existing as of the date of
this amendment, except and unless one of the
following conditions exists:

1. The alteration, expansion or enlargement
will not cause the resultant total
square footage of the original
structure(s) being so altered to be
greater than 1.5 times the square
footage of the original structure(s); or

2. The alteration is required by law and is
the minimum necessary to satisfy that
requirement; or

3. The alteration constitutes a structural
restoration made necessary by a fire or
other catastrophe, limited to a
resultant total square footage of the
development being so altered to be no
greater than 1.5 times the square
footage of the original structure.



D. A new Section 1.400 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

1.400 The following Interim Development Standards
establish techniques for accommodating

development in the urbanizing area,
concurrent with and coordinated with the
economic and efficient provision of

services.

b. Section 2.000 Rural Level Development

A. Section 2.100 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

2.100 Definition. Rural level development is
defined as any division of or construction
on a parcel of land within the wurbanizing
area 1including partitioning, subdividing,
and residential construction action, when
such action creates actual densities equal
to or less than one dwelling unit per acre,
or parcels or lots equal to or greater than
one acre in size.

B. Section 2.200 Shall be amended by adding the
following language:

2.200 Provision of the full level of services
required under this section may not be
required for the parcel(s) within a
partition which contain a pre-—-existing
residential use. The level that 1is to be
required on such parcel(s) shall be
established by the County for each
individual application. Additional required
services to such a parcel shall be provided
when further development of the subject
parcel occurs.

c. Section 3.000 Urban Level Development

A. Section 3.100 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

3.100 Definition. Urban level development 1is
defined as any division of or construction
on a parcel of land within the urbanizing
area 1including partitioning, subdividing,
and residential construction action, when
such action creates actual densities greater
than one dwelling unit per acre, or parcels
or lots 1less than one acre in size. Urban
level development shall alsc include any
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commercial or industrial development,
whether by land division or construction
activity, within the urbanizing area.

d. Section 4.000 Development Standards

A.

C.
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Section 4.200 is hereby repealed and replaced with
following:

4.210 Parcels Split by the Urban Growth Boundary.

A

When a parcel proposed for development
action lies partly within and partly outside
the Urban Growth Boundary, only that portion
of said parcel which lies within the Urban
Growth Boundary shall be subject to these
development standards.

new Section 4.220 is hereby adopted to read as

follows:

4.220 Developments Containing Both Rural and Urban

Urban Size Parcels. Where an application
involves partitioning or subdividing of a
parent parcel, each parcel or lot created
from the parent parcel, which is rural level
as defined herein shall be subiject to the
rural level provision of services of Section
2.200, and each parcel or 1lot within the
parent parcel which is wurban 1level as
defined herein shall be subject to the urban
level service requirements of Section 4.400

Section 4.400 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.400 Services Required. Urban level developments

shall require service by public sanitary
sewer systems, municipal or public sanitary
sewer systems, municipal or public water
supprly systems, urban standard streets,
storm drainage facilities <consistent with
urban street standards and fire protection,
all as specified in Sections 4.410 - 5.999
inclusive.

A new Section 4.411 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

4.411 Exceptions to Sanitary Sewer Service.

1.

Effective December 1, 1982, the following
categories of development shall be exempt from
the requirements of Section 4.410 when the
subject lot or parcel had been created and was

the



of recordé prior to June 23, 1982, and does not
have adegquate capacity public sanitary sewer
available within the specified distances:

a. Residential development of existing rural
or urban level parcels for one
single-family dwelling where the public
sewer 1s not within 300 feet.

b. Rural 1level minor partitions for one
single-family dwelling per parcel, where
the public sewer is not within 300 feet for
a 2-lot partition, and 600 feet for a 3-lot
partition. Only one such minor partition
of the original parent parcel shall be
permitted under this exception.

c. Commercial or industrial developments (or
other permitted structures) on such lots
and parcels where the public sewer 1is not
within 300 feet and where the daily sewage
flow does not exceed 450 gallons per day
under State Administrative Rules for
on-site sewage disposal.

2. An exemption is at the sole discretion of the
Board of County Commissioners when the County
Health Services Director certifies that the use
can be accommodated under State Administrative
Rules by an individual on-site sewage disposal
system.

3. Parcels qualifying for exemption under this
section shall post security for one-half the
cost of a public sanitary sewer for the full
length of their frontage, in accordance with
Section 4.480. Such parcel(s) shall also be
required to connect to the public sewer at such
time when it directly abuts the parcel(s).

E. Section 4.420 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.420 Water Service. All urban level developments
shall be provided with a municipal water
system, or may be provided with a public
water supply system as defined by the Oregon
State Health Division, if such development
is not within 500 feet of an adequate
capacity municipal water line.

Ordinance 82-38
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Section 4.421 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.421 Exception to Public Water Supply System

1.

Requirement.

Major and minor partitions created for the
purpose of single~family residences, with a
parent parcel equal to or 1less than one (1)
acre in size as of the date of this agreement,
and resulting in a total number of 1lots of
three (3) or 1less, shall be exempt from the
requirements of Section 4.420. Such
partitions, however, shall be subject to a
charge equal to that established 1in Section
4.427, and shall also be subject to all other
applicable requirements of Sections 4,423
through 4.429, inclusive.

Urban lot developments or partitionings,
involving less than four (4) 1lots shall be
required to install water distribution systems
that meet City of Grants Pass water standards
even though these water systems 4o not come
under the Jjurisdiction of the Oregon State
Health Divisions (OSHD) Rules. Once a water
system serves more than three (3) service
connections, it 1is a public water system with
all its components subject to all the OSHD
rules of OAR Chapter 333-42 (200-250). Included
in Chapter 333-42 is the requirement that the
water supplier must have control for a radius
of 100 feet surrounding the well and there be
no sanitary hazards (i.e., septic systems,
underground fuel tanks) within 100 feet of the
well,

All subsequent urban developments from the
original parent parcel shall be required to
hookup to the water distribution system
installed or to be installed to City standards.

Section 4.422 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.422 Transfer of Water System. When a new public

water system 1s proposed, or when an
extension or enlargement of an existing
public water system is proposed for an urban
level development, the annexation agreement
required by Section 3.200 of this Ordinance
shall contain a condition requiring the
owners, including heirs, successors and
assigns, to connect to the municiapl water
system whenever the development becomes
contiguous to the municipal water system,
and at that time, to turn over the public
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J.
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Section

water system, without cost and free of all
liens and encumbrances, to the owners of the
municipal water system. The transfer of
ownarship of the public water system shall
include all physical assets such as water
mains, valves, meters and hydrants, as well
as easements and right-of-ways and shall
exclude water sources, storage tanks, well
pumps and their related appurtenances,
unless expressly provided for otherwise 1in
the conditions of the annexation agreement.

4.423 is hereby repealed and replaced with

the following:

4.423

Future Water Systems. All future water
systems municipal or public, or extensions
to existing systems shall be designed to
City standards and applicable State
regulations regarding materials, workmanship
and quarantee provisions of the City and
shall be designed to connect to an area-wide
municipal water system at such time when it
is available. Proposed municipal or public
water systems shall be approved by the City
Engineer and, where required, an authorized
State representative, with costs of City
review and City inspection to be borne by
the developer.

Section 4.424 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.424

Section 4.427 is hereby repealed and replaced with

Water System Design and Fire Flow

Capabilities. All municipal water systems

shall be designed to carry and produce fire
flows required at full site development.
All public water distribution systems shall
be designed to carry fire flows as required
by City Ordinance No. 4098; however, actual
fire flow capabilites shall be as provided
below:

Residenital: Class 8

Commercial/Industrial: Class 9

following:

4.427

Water System Development Charges.

TS facilitate the extension of aresa-wide
water system facilities required for full
urbanization, applicants for urban level

the
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development shall be responsible for payment
of the following water system development
charges:

1. For municipal water service: Water
system development charges shall be
payable to the City consistent with City
Ordinance No. 4352 (Utility Ordinance),
or as amended.

2. For public water service: Water system
development charges shall be payable to
the County, such charges consistent with
City Ordinance No. 4352 (Utility
Ordinance), or as amended: Provided,
however, that no additional water system
development charges shall be required

when a public water system is
transferred to the owner of the
municipal water system pursuant to

Section 4.422 above.

Section 4.428 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.428

Charge Collection. The water system

development charges shall be paid prior to
the issuance of a building permit.

Section 4.429 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.429

Section

Segregation and Use of Revenues. All funds

derived from the water system development
charges are to be segregated by accounting
practices by both the City and the County,
and shall be used for no other purpose than
installing, constructing, expanding and
extending water systems heyond present
capacity within the Urban Growth Boundary
except that all water system development
charges received by the City shall be
applied to bond redemption as required Dby
City Ordinance No. 4233.

4.440 is hereby repealed and replaced with

the following:

4.440

Transportation. At a minimum, all urban

developments shall be provided with urban
standard streets connecting directly to an
2Xxisting publicly maintained street. Such
street development shall be consistent with
the requirements of the City of Grants Pass.



N. Section

Sections of existing streets not meeting
urban standards which directly abut the
property upon which the urban development is
located shall be constructed half-width to
the appropriate urban standard by the
developer, including any required dedication
of right-of-way. At County discretion,
street improvements shall be constructed to
an equivalent dollar amount of said
half-width urban standard.

4.441 The existing language is hereby

repealed.

O. Section 4.470 is hereby repealed and replaced with
the following:

4.470

Fire Suppression. No urban level
development shall be approved in any part of
the wurbanizing area that 1is not provided
with a minimum Class 8 fire suppression.

P. A new Section 4.480 is hereby adopted to read as
follows:

4.480

Security. In lieu of actual construction of
all facilities required by applicable
sections of this Ordinance at the time of
site development, the developer may be
required to post security as provided in
City Ordinance No. 4290 or any other
security arrangement acceptable to the
County. Posting of such security shall be
at the sole discretion of the County for the
purpose of guaranteeing future construction
of those portions of such facilities which
are not feasible or appropriate to construct

at the time of site development. Such
security shall be posted in an estimated
amount with the security instrument

stipulating that the actual cost of such
facilities shall become due and payable at
the time construction has been authorized by
the County.

e. A new Section 6.000 Amendment and Variance Provisions

is hereby adopted to read as follows:

A. Section 6.100 shall read as follows:

6.100
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Amendments. This Ordinance may be
amended by changing any provision thereof,
whenever the public necessity and

convenience and the general welfare requires



such an amendment. Any such proposed
amendment or change shall first be submitted
to the Urban Area Planning Commission and
the Planning Commission shall, within sixty
(60) days after a hearing, recommend to the
governing bodies approval, disapproval or
modification of the proposed amendment.

1. An amendment may be proposed by the
governing bodies on their own motion or
by the Urban Area Planning Commission,
or by petition as hereinafter set forth.
An application for amendment by a
property owner or his authorized agent
shall be filed with the County Planning
Director. The application shall be made
on forms 1issued by the County Planning
Office.

2. A non-refundable fee, in an amount to be
set by resolution of the governing
hodies, to amend this Ordinance shall
accompany each application by a property
owner. Said fee shall be the same as
text changes to the Zoning Ordinance.

3. Procedures of public hearing shall be by
those established in the Joint Zoning
Ordinance, Section 139.02 to Section
139.05 as amended.

B. Section 6.200 shall read as follows:

6.200 Variances

1.

Ordinance 82-39

Page

10

Where practical, Aifficulties, unnecessary
hardships and results inconsistent with the
general purposes of this Ordinance may result

from the strict application of certain
provision thereof, variances may be dgranted as
provided in this section. The Urban Area

Planning Commission or Hearings Officer may
authorize variances from the requirements of
this Ordinance where it <can be shown that,
owing to special and unusual circumstances
related to a specific piece of property, the
literal interpretation of this Ordinance would
cause an undue or particular hardship. 1In
granting a variance the Urban Area Planning
Commission or Hearings Officer may attach
conditions which it finds necessary to protect
the best interest of the surrounding property
or neighborhood and to otherwise achieve the
purposes of this Ordinance.
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SECTION 2.

SECTION 3.

1M

2. No variance shall be granted unless it can be
shown that all of the following conditions
exist:

a. Exceptional or extraordinary conditions
apply to the property that do not apply
generally to other properties in the same
district or vicinity, which conditions are
a result of lot size or shape, topography
or other circumstances over which the
applicant has no control.

b. The authorization of the variance shall not
be materially detrimental to the purpose of
this Ordinance, be injurious to property in
the district or wvicinity in which the
property is located or be otherwise
detrimental to the objectives of any
development plan or polciy.

c. The variance requested 1is the minimum
variance from the provisions and standards
of this Ordinance which will alleviate the
nardship.

3. A non-refundable fee, in an amount to be set by
resolution of the governing bodies, shall
accompany =ach application for a wvariance,.
Said fee shall be the same as in a variance to
the Zoning Ordinance.

4. Procedures of public hearing shall be those
established in the Joint Zoning Ordinance,
Section 139.02 to Section 139.05 as amended.

Except as otherwise provided herein, Ordinance
No. 81-8 is hereby affirmed as originally adopted or
thereafter amended.

First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 1st day of December , 1932.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at 1least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 15th day of December , 1982.
This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days
after its adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 82-41
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING JOSEPHINE COUNTY ORDINANCE 81-25.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an
Urban Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
regulations, and providing procedures for enforcement and
penalties for the violation thereof, with the City of Grants
Pass as required by Ordinance 81-25.

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on October 27, 1982, and recommended amendments
to the Urban Area Zoning Ordinance as set forth below.

NOW, THEREFORE, The Board of County Commissioners of
Josephine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The following sections are amended as follows:
Section 114.03 Conditional Uses is amended to
delete "apiaries", and such amendment shall read
as follows:

"f. Keeping of swine, kennels, riding stables,
poultry husbandry, or rabbitry on a parcel
less than 2.5 acres in size."

Section 115.02 Permitted Uses is amended to delete
"apiaries", and such amendment shall read as. follows:

"b. 1. ©No swine, kennels, poultry husbandry or
rabbitry shall be kept."

Section 132 Provisions Applying to Certain Uses
shall be amended to add a new subsection to read
as follows:

"Section 132.26 Beekeeping

a. The keeping of bees is permitted in all
zone districts.

b. To minimize conflict tc adjacent property
owners and land uses, each beehive shall
be located on the property as follows:

1. A minimum setback of 15' from all
property Boundaries, or

2. Adjacent to a solid barrier being a
minimum of six (6) feet high.



SECTION 2. Affirmation

Except as otherwise provided herein, Ordinance No. 81-25
is hereby affirmed as originally adopted or thereafter
amended.

SECTION 3. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners is
this 8th day of December, 1982.

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 22nd day of December, 1982.

This Ordinance shall take effect ninety (90) days

after its adoption by the Board of County Commissioners.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Harold L. Haugen, Chalrman

ATTEST

/4&;’7/4’4 J oo /

Max Foster, County Clerk

A

Recording Secretary
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FOR JOSEPHINE COUNTY

STATE OF OREGON
ORDINANCE NO. 82-45

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE URBAN AREA ZONING
ORDINANCE NO. 81-25.

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners adopted an
Urban Area Zoning Ordinance to provide for consistent zoning
regulations and providing procedures for enforcement and
penalties for the violation thereof, with the City of Grants Pass
as required by Ordinance Ne. 81-7; and

WHEREAS, the Urban Area Planning Commission conducted a
public hearing on May 26, 1982, and recommended amendments to
the Urban Area Zoning Ordinance as set forth below; and

WHEREAS, on July 7, 1982, the Council of the City of Grants
Pass adopted City Ordinance No. 4459 amending their Urban Area
Zoning Ordinance No. 4415 as recommended by the Urban Area
Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners for Josephine
County conducted a public hearing on July 21, 1982, to consider
the amendments recommended by the Urban Area Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of County Commissioners of
Josephine County, Oregon, ordains as follows:

SECTION 1. The following section is amended to include as
follows:

Section 127.02 Permitted Uses

o. Skating Rinks.
SECTION 2. The following section is added as follows:

Section 129.11 Performance Parking Standards

a. Purgose

The purpose of this section is to provide a
process and mechanism whereby business pro-
prietors and property owners have the option
to determine parking needs based upon a 'per-
formance' evaluation. This section is intended
to apply to unique or special uses where the
perscriptive parking standard contained in
Section 129.04 appears unrepresentative of
actual parking needs and, therefore, creates
a hardship on the property owner. It is not
the intent of this section to circumvent the
normal requirements of the Zoning Ordinance,

nor create substandard parking conditions.

B. Concept

The Performance Parking concept recognizes

the need for flexibility in determining parking
requirements for those uses which do not 'fit'
the standards contained in Section 129.04

of the Zoning Ordinance. The concept provides
the property owner with an opportunity to
determine parking needs based upon a submitted
plan and the owner's ability to 'perform' in
accordance with the plan.
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The parking plan, as approved by the Site Plan
Committee, is constructed and placed on ‘pro-
bation’ for an 18 month period. During this
period, the parking conditions are monitored to
determine impact to surrounding property owners
and streets. If it is determined that no impact
has been created, the probationary period ter-
minates and the use complies with the Ordinance.
If an impact has been created, the remaining
parking requirements must be constructed. To
guarantee construction, security must be posted
prior to issuance of the development permit.

Procedure

The procedure for submission, review and
approval is designed to insure the general
health, safety and welfare of the community
while providing flexibility and minimizing
time delays to the applicant,

1. Application for Performance Parking Permit

A property owner or his designee may sub-
mit an application for Performance Parking
Permit to the appropriate Planning Agency.
The application will be accepted and pro-
cessed when all of the required information
has been submitted.

2. Information Required

(a} Application for Performance Parking
an non-refundable fee.

(b) Off-Street Parking Plan

A parking plan shall be prepared and
submitted in accordance with Section
129.10 of the Zoning Ordinance., If
the proposed use involves the pre-
paration of a 'Site Plan', the parking
plan may then be part of the Site Plan.
The plan shall show both the total
off~street parking spaces as required
in Section 129.04, and the location
and number of the 'proposed' spaces.

The difference between the total and
proposed spaces is the amount of
'relief’ requested from the Zoning
Ordinance, and is hereby referred to
as 'deferred' parking.

(c) Evidence of Off-Site Parking Facilities

If any of the 'total' spaces are to be
located on a separate parcel, the appli-
cant shall submit evidence as to the
ownership of the parcel, availability
of parking, and an agreement, lease,
deed in escrow, option to buy, or other
mechanism guaranteeing the parking with
the other owner. Off-site spaces shall
conform with the reguirements of
Section 129,06 and 129.07 of the Zoning
Ordinance. The use of the off-site
parking facilities shall not reduce the
number of spaces below the required
number for the use occupying the site.
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(d) Undeveloped Facilities

If any of the 'deferred' parking is
located on property which does not
contain parking facilities developed
to the standards contained in Section
129.10 of the Zoning Ordinance, a
'security guarantee' shall be provided
for the cost of the facilities and
shall be guaranteed for the duration
of the probationary period.

Application Review

Upon receipt of all required information,
the Site Plan Committee shall review the
request as to compliance with the purposes,
intent and standards of this section, and
shall report their findings to the Director
of Community Development/County Planning.

Decision on Permit Request

Based upon the submitted evidence and the
Findings of the Site Plan Committee, the

Director shall approve, approve with con-
ditions, or deny the request.

Issuance of Permit

The permit is issued for the duration of the
'probationary period'. If 'future' facilities
are involved, the applicant shall sign a
binding agreement and posting of security
guaranteeing to construct all required parking
in accordance with the approved parking plan.
The permit is issued for the use as described
on the application. Any enlargement, expan-
sion or change of use of the building shall
subject the property to the parking require-
ments contained in Section 129.03 of the
Zoning Ordinance.

Probationary Review

The probBationaty period shall begin at time
of issuance of 'Use and Occupancy Permit’,
or Business License, and run for a period
not to exceed 18 months. At the beginning
of the probationary period, property owners
within 500 feet of the use or building,
shall be notified of the request. During
the probation, site visits shall be conducted
by staff to determine impacts, if any. At
the end of probation, property owners are
notified again and asked to comment on the
parking condition. Based upon the evidence
gathered during the probationary period,
the Director shall determine if the appli-
cant has performed to his stated need.

Decision on Performance Evaluation

Upon completion of the probationary period,
the Director shall decide:

(a) The applicant has 'performed' to his
stated need and, therefore, complies
with the Zoning Ordinance. The permit,
agreement and securities (if any) shall
become null and void, or
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{(b) The use consistently generates greater
parking demand than the applicant's
stated need. Therefore, the applicant
has failed to 'perform’ to his stated
need and must comply with the prescrip-

tive standards contained in the Ordinance.

the 'deferred’ parking facilities must
now be constructed.

8. Appeal

Any aggrieved citizen may appeal the
Director's decision in accordance with
Section 137.02 of the Zoning Ordinance.

Standards

Applicant must conform to the normal require-
ments of the Zoning Ordinance, including lot
design and materials, number of spaces and
landscaping.

1. Parcel Size

Each affected parcel must be of minimum
size to physically accommodate the total
required parking and landscaping require-
ments as prescribed in Section 129.04

and 133.02. Exception to the requirement
is provided for in Section 129.07, Location
of Parking Requirements, of the Zoning
Ordinance, and subsection D.2 of this
provision.

2. '0Off-Site' Parking

If any of the 'total' required parking is
proposed 'off-site’, applicant must comply
with Section 129.07. Evidence must be
provided that; the off-site facilities

are exclusively available to the applicant
for the duration of his use; the facilities
are developed to the standards contained

in Section 129.10, and use of the facilities
will not reduce the amount of required
parking for any other uses. Evidence of
proof must be in the form of a lease, deed,
contract or any other written evidence
acceptable to the Director.

3. 'Deferred' Parking on Undeveloped Property

If any of the 'deferred' parking is proposed
on undeveloped property, the applicant must
demonstrate:

{(a) The development rights of the property
are controlled by the applicant for
the duration of the 'probationary'
period. Proof may take the form of
a deed, deed in escrow, deed restric-
tion, or any other instrument
acceptable to the Director.

(b) The ability to install and cover all
costs of the 'deferred' parking.
Prior to the issuance of the Performance
Parking Permit, the Site Plan Committee
shall determine all associated costs
of the parking and shall receive a
'security' guarantee from the appli-
cant to be held by the appropriate
jurisdiction for the duration of the
probationary period.



4. Binding Agreement

Applicant to sign an agreement with the
appropriate jurisdiction binding him to
the terms of the Performance Parking
Permit. The agreement commits the appli-
cant to make all improvements as required
and pertains to both the land and the
parking facilities. The binding agree~
ment shall be implemented through the
security guarantee and the possible
forfeiture of any public service or
facility.

5. Fee

A non-refundable fee shall be adopted
by Resolution to cover all administrative
costs of this permit system.

SECTION 3. Except as otherwise provided herein, Ordinance No.
81-25 is hereby affirmed as originally adopted or
thereafter amended.

SECTION 4. First reading by the Board of County Commissioners
is this 22nd day of December , 1982,

Second reading and adoption by the Board of County
Commissioners at least thirteen (13) days from the
first reading this 12th day of January ’
198 3.

JOSEPHINE COUNTY
Q‘ Y COMMISSIONERS

ATTEST:

Maxine Foster, County Clerk

A ) P apphan s Chief Deputy

N AT,

Recording /pecretary
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