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Hearing Procedure

Legislative Hearing Guidelines (Article 9 of the Dev. Code)

Urban Area Planning Commission Recommendation

Final Decision by City Council and Board of Commissioners

Decision Submitted to DLCD ‘In the Manner of Periodic Review’




Additional Exhibits

e Placed on dais




Proposed Amendments

e 14-40500008.a.-c. Text Amendments

— a. Comprehensive Plan Text Amendments (a.1-a.6)

(Population, Housing, Economic, Urbanization, Policies/Procedures)
— b. Development Code Text Amendments
— ¢. Intergovernmental Agreements for UGB and Urban Reserve (c.1-c.2)

e 14-4040001.a.-b. Boundary Amendment/Designation

— a. Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) Amendment
— b. Urban Reserve Boundary Designation

e 14-40200003.a.-c. Map Amendments

— a. UGB Comprehensive Plan Map Amendments (UGB Expansion Areas)*
— b. Urban Reserve Land Use Allocations and Map*
— ¢. Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Map Amendments in Current UGB

*No rezoning of lands outside current UGB at this time




Criteria

Josephine County Coordinated UGB Amendment:

Population Forecast:  Statewide Planning Goal 14,
e No recommendation by Urban Area e ORS197.298,
Planning Commission, (not being «  OAR 660 Division 24

considered tonight
ght) e Section 13.6.3 of the Comp. Plan

Comprehensive Plan Amendments:
e Section 13.5.4. of the Comp. Plan
(for map and text amendments)

Urban Reserve Boundary Designation:
e Statewide Planning Goal 14,

e ORS 195.145,

e OAR 660 Division 21

Development Code Amendments:
e Section 4.033 of the Dev. Code

Intergovernmental Agreements:

(zoning map amendments) No f l dation by Urb

. : . o formal recommendation by Urban
Section 4.103 of the Dev.Code Area Planning Commission, (may
(text amendments) make informal recommendation)




Plan Amendments

e Based on new County Coordinated Forecast:

— Slower growth for JoCo, GP, and CJ than current forecast

— Therefore, smaller boundary
— Updated planning period (UGB through 2033, Urban Reserve 2033-43)

e Update GP Population, Housing, Economic, and Urbanization
Elements consistent with new forecast and planning period,
policies

e Update Comp. Plan Procedures and Policies for UGB/Urban
Reserves.




Development Code Amendments

Extensive code amendments to implement ‘efficiency
measures’ policies

Allow greater use of properties, reduce size of UGB expansion
into rural areas




Intergovernmental Agreements (IGAs)

* UGB Expansion Areas (Interim IGA):

— Lands in UGB expansion areas to retain rural zoning for interim period

— Land use/building codes by Josephine County for interim period
— Future action item — policy options - timing for rural to urban rezoning

 Urban Reserve Areas (IGA):

— Lands in Urban Reserve areas retain rural zoning until future review/
inclusion in UGB

— Land use/building codes by Josephine County, coordination with City
— Additional, limited options for clustering development at same density




Overview

Overview

Size of 30-Year Expansion Needs
Relative to Current UGB

Current UGB (after upzoning of lands in UGB)

€= Total Acres in Tax Lots in Current UGB ~ Developed & Undeveloped (6,945 ac)
(8,555 total acres in UGB: 6,945 ac. in TLs + 1,610 ac. in Right-of-Way, Railroad, Rogue River)

MR
Total 30-Year Needs (1,940 buildable acres for UGB + 600 buildable acres for UR)
‘ | 270 bld: ac. metin Current UGE through Infill and Redevelopment of Land

1,210 bld. ac. met in Current UGB on Vacant and Partially Vacant Land
1,060 bld. ac. met through Expansion: 460 add’l bld. ac. for UGB + 600 bld. ac. for Urban Reserve

Additional 30-Year Expansion Needs
Buildable Acreage Needed for Expansion Areas Listed Below —
Total Acreage Will be Greater Due to Existing Development, Natural Constraints, Right-of-Way

€= + 10-Year Urban Reserve (600 buildable acres)

Current UGB

€= 20-Year UGB Expansion (460 additional buildable acres)

[—Jivacant/partially Vacant Land [ ___} Infill & Redevelopment
Expansion Areas (each square = 10 acres)

UGB through 2033:
-76% in current UGB
--62% vacant/partially vacant
--24% infill/redevelopment
-24% through expansion




Figure 4-3. Land Use Siting Criteria and Prioritization

More specific location
and siting requirements
(fewer suitable sites)

More flexible location
and siting requirements
(more suitable sites)

Land Use Siting Criteria

Higher Density Residential

= Siting near services

* Near major arterial and collector roads
= Some flexibility related to slopes

Lower Density Residential
« Most flexibility related to slopes
= Less sensitive to siting near services
* Less critical need to be near
major arterials and collector roads

Analysis

Figure 4-4. Land Use Suitability and Prioritization Matrix for Study Areas
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Legend
- Urban Growth Boundary
Proposed Zoning
Il cc:
R-2
R-3-2
B r42
SplitR-2, GC-2
SplitR-3-2, GC-2
B soiitR-4-2, GG-2

(Split-Zoned)

vy,
e
4




I:I Current UGB

ﬁ Proposed Urban Growth Boundary

Draft Proposal

‘ 1:] Proposed Urban Reserve




_.
o .
P

h
&

5
/e

2N

=
ol

= R R
NGRS, VoA

| UGB Expansion Areas -

by Plan Designation
M Emp
I Comm
M HRR
EHR
MR
CIwr

Urban Reserve -

(Boundary Only Shown on This Map} ’
c '

Current UGB -

t

B -
3 j [}w
& Ty
'{’1/" 2 !“}'!,q_'.

2

o W1}
oy




: F

UGB Exp. Areas and Urban Reserve
by Plan Designation

UGB Expansion  Urban Reserve
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UGB Exp. Areas and Urban Reserve
by Plan Designation

UGB Expansion  Urban Reserve

O

Current UGB




Recommendation

e Recommend approval as proposed, with the additional

revisions noted in Exhibits 4 & 6.

Map — minor UGB/UR revision for split lots
Map — minor plan designation revision for split lots and adjacent lots
Lands in Current UGB — GC-1 vs. GC-2 overlay/zoning

ADUs - size, occupancy
Additional primary uses on existing lots in R-3-2, R-4-2, GC-2 zones
Findings - short-term supply of employment lands

e Consistent with the direction provided in City Council
Resolution #14-6198 and Board of County
Commissioners Resolution #2014-021 for the draft

proposal, with above minor amendments




UGB/UR Area

Recommended Revisions — Split Lots and Adjacent Lots
(Exhibit 4)

—~— \ 4 Xy R .
CURRENT UGB =\ A — B
NS ) y + Change Comprehensive Plan Map
Designation to LR

+ Change designation from Urban
Reserve to UGB expansion area.

* Apply Comprehensive Plan Map
Designation of LR




Map Amendments In Current UGB

Recommended Revisions — GC-1 vs. GC-2
(Exhibits 4 & 6)




Thank You

Planning Commission Questions

Public Testimony

Planning Commission Deliberations




