City of Eagle Point
Planning Commission
Meeting Agenda
Council Chambers
17 Buchanan Avenue South, Eagle Point, Oregon
August 20, 2019
1.

CALL TO ORDER – 6:00 P.M.

2.

FLAG SALUTE

3.

AUDIENCE QUESTIONS OR COMMENTS RE ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA

4.

PRESENTATIONS

5.

CONSENT CALENDAR
5.1

Presentation of Meeting Minutes of February 19, 2019.

6.

CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR

7.

PUBLIC HEARING(S).
7.1

Planning Application #19-01:ANX
Proposed annexation and assignment of zoning for the property at 92 Hidden Valley
Drive, Tax Assessors Map 361W10BC, Lot 500.

8.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

9.

NEW BUSINESS

10.

REPORTS FROM COMMISSIONERS

11.

REPORTS FROM STAFF

12.

ADJOURN

AGENDA AND MEETING PACKETS ALSO AVAILABLE ON WEBSITE (www.cityofeaglepoint.org)
If a physical accommodation is needed to participate in this meeting, please contact the City Recorder
at 541-826-4212 ext. 106 or TTY/TDD 711 or 800-735-2900. Notification of at least 48 hours prior to the
meeting will assist the City in providing reasonable accommodations. (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title II).
Eagle Point City Hall | 17 Buchanan Avenue South | Eagle Point, OR 97524 | 541-826-4212

EAGLE POINT PLANNING COMMISSION
17 S BUCHANAN AVE. EAGLE POINT, OREGON
FEBRUARY 19, 2019
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES

1. CALL TO ORDER-6:00P.M.
Chair Collins called the meeting to order at 6:01P.M.
Commission Members Present: Suzi Collins, Jerry Close, Travis Henson, Dianne Mihocko, Mike
Smail, Millie Wewerka and Councilor Kevin Walruff.
Commission Members Absent: Dennis Godfrey.
Staff Members Present: Mike Upston, Planning Director and April Strouse, Meeting Secretary.
Audience Members and Guests: Two guests.
2. FLAG SALUTE.
Chair Collins led the flag salute.
3. WELCOME NEW COMMISSIONERS (Close, Godfrey & Henson, and Council Liaision
Walruff).
Chair Collins welcomed the new Commissioner’s and Council Liaision.
4. ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR.
Chair Collins opened the nominations for Chairperson for the Commission. Commissioner
Wewerka nominated Suzi Collins to Chair. There were no futher nominations. Chair Collins was
unanimously voted as Chair by the voting members present.
Chair Collins opened the nominations for Vice Chair for the Commission. Chair Collins
nominated Commissioner Mihocko as Vice Chair. There were no futher nominations.
Commissioner Mihocko was unanimously voted as Vice Chair by the voting members present.
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5. AUDIENCE QUESTIONS OR COMMENTS RE ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA.
There were no audience questions or comments.
6. CONSENT CALENDAR.
6.1 Presentation of Regular Meeting Minutes of September 18, 2018.
Chair Collins announced the Consent Calendar and asked for a motion.
Commissioner Wewerka moved that the Consent Calendar be approved. Commissioner
Mihocko made a second. There was no further discussion. The motion passed
unanimously by the voting members present.
7.

PRESENTATIONS.
7.1 Planning Department & Commission Overview.
Planning Director Mike Upston provided a powerpoint presentation for the
commissioner’s. The presentation provided an outline of duties and responsibilities for
the commission, a review of procedural processes and some historical information
primarily for the benefit of the new commissioner’s.

8. OLD BUSINESS.
None were heard.
9.

NEW BUSINESS.
None were heard.

10. REPORTS FROM COMMISSIONER MEMBERS.
None were heard.
11. ADJOURN.
Meeting adjourned at 7:03PM

_______________________________
April Strouse, Meeting Secretary
ATTEST:
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____________________________
Suzi Collins, Chair

BUSINESS OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
EAGLE POINT, OREGON
AGENDA STATEMENT
Item Number:
Meeting Date:

7.1
August 20, 2019

ITEM TITLE: Public hearing to accept testimony and make a recommendation to the City
Council on proposed annexation and assignment of zoning for the property at 92 Hidden Valley
Drive, Tax Assessors Map 361W10BC, Lot 500.
Applicant/Agent:
Owner:
Submitted By:
I.

Clark Stevens, Richard Stevens & Associates
Carroll & Michelle Lewis
Mike Upston, Planning Director (541) 826-4212, ext 111

SUMMARY EXPLANATION

Pursuant to ORS 222.111, the owner of the 2.94 acre undeveloped property at 92 Hidden Valley
Drive has initiated annexation in writing to the City. The applicants are only requesting
annexation and assignment of a zoning designation at this time. However, they do intend to
submit a separate application for a residential subdivision in the future. Required legal
notifications of the proposed annexation have been provided, including notice of the public
hearings. These notifications were mailed to property owners within 200 feet of the property and
published in the newspaper for each of the two weeks prior to the hearing.
The property is located on the west side of Hidden Valley Drive, to the south of Alta Vista Road.
It’s the last remaining tax lot in the southwest area of town that is within the City’s urban growth
boundary (UGB), but outside the city limit line. The property was once part of a larger tract of
land that extended north to Alta Vista Road and included what is now the Greenview
Subdivision and 80 Hidden Valley Drive. It was created in 1996 with Partition Plat No. P-301996 and received a property line adjustment in 2004. Its only use has been seasonal grazing.
Refer to Attachments 1 - 4 for various maps of the property.
If approved by the City Council, the boundaries of the area to be annexed will be set by the legal
description provided in Attachment 5, and a zoning designation of R-1-8 (Single-Family
Residential) will be assigned consistent with its Comprehensive Plan designation and the
surrounding established zoning. A final version of the draft ordinance provided in Attachment 6
will be filed with the Secretary of State, Department of Revenue and the County Assessor, and
the City’s land use maps will be updated to include this property and its zoning designation.
Section II beginning on the next page provides the criteria by which a decision on an annexation
request is made, along with the associated findings and conclusions. Discussion covers how
annexation of this property is in conformance with the City’s Comprehensive Plan and the
statutory requirements governing annexations, and how it would benefit the City and its
residents. (Note: The original version of this information is included with the application
contained in the City’s project file.)
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II.

FINDINGS IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE DECISION CRITERIA

Annexations are governed by Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS 222.111 et seq.) and the applicable
provisions of the various communities as they apply to annexation requests. In our city,
annexation criteria and concurrent zoning are provided for in Title 17 (Zoning) of the Eagle
Point Municipal Code (EPMC). These provisions specify the standards for annexation of
property, including a public hearing process, and require that the application is consistent with
the ORS for such actions.
Zoning of property upon annexation is provided for in EPMC 17.08.060, which notes that:
County zoning districts and regulations shall hereby cease to apply to property annexed
to the City at the time annexation proceedings are completed by City Ordinance. City
zoning districts and overlay districts as shown and delineated on the 1981 Zoning Map
[as amended] of the city of Eagle Point, and City zoning regulations, shall apply upon
completion of City annexation proceedings.
In addition, the criteria for Zone/Comprehensive Plan Changes are conformance with the
Comprehensive Plan and relevant sections of the zoning regulations.
The following "Findings of Fact" provide a basis for the recommendation of approval. This
information demonstrates compliance with the applicable provisions of law which establish the
basis for annexation and the applicable criteria contained within EPMC Title 17 for both
annexation and zone change procedures. The Findings are based on information contained in the
application and referenced supporting documentation.
A. Findings pertaining to the Annexation
1. Compliance with ORS 222.111 - Petition Required:
The statutory requirements for annexation of real property to the City are provided by the
standards and criteria contained in ORS 222.111, which allows cities to review a request
to annex territory requested by property owner petition to the City Council.
The scope of this application is to annex a tract of 2.94 acres, with a concurrent request to
zone the property consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan. In this case, the
property owner has executed a "Petition to Annex" form. That, having been filed with
the appropriate application, fee, legal description and these findings with the City,
demonstrates compliance with ORS 222.111.
FINDING: The property owner has petitioned the City for annexation via filing a
Consent to Annex form, along with the appropriate application, fee, and supporting
documentation (findings and legal description) and have met the requirements for
annexation as contained in ORS 222.111 et seq.
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2. Compliance with ORS 222:125- Procedure:
ORS 222.125 provides that a city need not hold a hearing otherwise required under ORS
222.120, ".....when all of the owners of land in the territory, and not less than 50% of the
electors, if any, residing in the territory, consent in writing to the annexation of the land
in the territory and file a statement of their consent with the legislative body. Upon
receiving written consent to annexation by owners and electors under this section, the
legislative body of the city, by resolution or ordinance, may set the final boundaries of
the area to be annexed by a legal description and proclaim the annexation."
The property owners, who of course also represent the majority of the electors and
control the majority of the assessed valuation within the territory to be annexed, have
submitted a petition and consent to annex to the City consistent with ORS 222.111 and
ORS 222.125. The application for annexation is consistent with these standards.
The City can, by resolution or ordinance, set the final boundaries of the area to be
annexed by legal description and proclaim the annexation without a hearing, consistent
with this statute. However, the City’s zoning regulations do require a public hearing for
all annexations, and this information is hereby entered into the record of that proceeding.
FINDING: The City finds that the applicants have demonstrated, via the filing of a
Consent to Annex form, that the application is consistent with ORS 222.125.
3. Compliance with ORS 222.170- The Triple Majority Standard:
ORS 222.170 provides for what is commonly referred to as the "triple majority” test. This
statute requires that: "...a majority of the land owners, representing a majority of the
residents of the area, and representing a majority of the assessed valuation for the
territory to be annexed' ....must agree to the proposed annexation.
This process was established by the legislature to ensure that multiple ownership
annexations were feasible and workable, and that residents in a territory proposed to be
annexed were notified and made aware of the annexation and provided a forum for their
involvement in the process. This was deemed important since many renters or residents
who were not "owners" had been disenfranchised in the legislative process.
However, as noted above, this tract is owned wholly by the applicants, and no electors
live on site. The applicants represent all of the ownership, all of the residents, and all of
the assessed valuation of the territory to be annexed. In cases such as this, they
automatically meet the requirements for a "triple majority" review under ORS 222.170.
FINDING: The provisions of ORS 222.170 are not applicable to this project, as there
are no current residents (electors) in this territory to be annexed. The applicants represent
100% of the ownership and assessed valuation of the territory to be annexed and have
agreed by written consent to the annexation. The application is consistent with the
provisions of ORS 222.170, "the triple majority" criteria.
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B. Findings pertaining to the Comprehensive Plan & Zoning Map Change
1. Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan:
The request to establish an R-1-8 zoning designation for the subject property concurrent
with annexation is consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan. A review of the Plan,
and the land use designations therein, shows that the subject property is within the UGB
and designated as "Single-Family Residential". This designation provides for the
following Single-Family Residential zones: R-1-6, R-1-8, R- 1-10 and R-1-12.
The following policies of the Comprehensive Plan must be considered through the
requested application:
Land Use Element:
Policy 1) A) - City annexation shall occur only within the officially adopted urban growth
boundary.
Discussion: As shown on Attachments 1-3, the property is located within the City’s UGB
and designated for singlefamily residential development.
Policy 2) A) - Development of land for uses designated on the City’s Comprehensive
Plan will be encouraged to occur on undeveloped lands adjacent to or encompassed by
the existing City limits prior to the conversion of other lands within the boundary.
Discussion: The City’s Comprehensive Plan Map and Zoning Map show that the
property is contiguous with the existing City limits to the west, north and east.
Policy 2) B) - Urban facilitates and services must be adequate in condition and capacity
to accommodate the additional/eve/ of growth, as allowed by the City Comprehensive
Plan, prior to or concurrent with land use changes.
Discussion: Sewer service is provided to the area by Rogue Valley Sewer Services
(RVSS). RVSS maps indicate that there is an existing 8" sewer mainline available within
the Hidden Valley Drive right-of-way along the entire frontage of the subject property.
Therefore, sewer service is readily available and can be extended into the subject
property to serve future development of the site.
Water is provided in the area by the City through the Medford Water Commission. It’s
available in the vicinity and can be extended into the subject property to serve future
development of the site.
Extension of services for both sanitary sewer and water will be designed and constructed
as part of future development on the site per City standards.
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Transportation Element:
Eagle Point’s Transportation System Plan (TSP) serves as the City’s Transportation
Element within the Comprehensive Plan. The TSP addresses Chapter 660, Division 12 of
the Oregon Administrative Rules which provides for implementation of the Statewide
Transportation Goal (Goal12), Transportation Planning Rule (TPR). The TSP also
describes how local governments and state agencies are responsible for transportation
planning which addresses all modes of travel including vehicles, transit, bicycles and
pedestrians. The TPR envisions development of local plans that will provide changes in
land use patterns and transportation systems which make it more convenient for people to
walk, bicycle, use transit, and drive less.
The TSP identifies both existing and future needs, and includes improvements to meet
those needs. It includes goals, policies, and implementation measures for the City to
develop and maintain its transportation system for short and long-term needs.
More specifically, there are provisions within Chapter 660 that apply to the
Comprehensive Plan and land use regulation amendments. These provisions are
contained in OAR 660-012-0060, which states:
1) If an amendment to a functional plan, an acknowledged comprehensive plan or a land
use regulation (including a zoning map) would significantly affect an existing or planned
transportation facility, then the local government must put in place measures as provided
in section 2 of this rule, unless the amendment is allowed under section 3, 9 or 10 of this
rule. A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a transportation
facility if it would:
a) Change the functional classification of an existing or planned transportation
facility (exclusive of correction of map errors in an adopted plan); or
b) Change standards implementing a functional classification system; or
c) Result in any of the effects listed in paragraphs (A) through (C) of this subsection
based on projected conditions measured at the end of the planning period
identified in the adopted TSP. As part of the evaluating projected conditions, the
amount of traffic projected to be generated within the area of the amendment may
be reduced if the amendment includes an enforceable, ongoing requirement that
would demonstrably limit traffic generation, including, but not limited to,
transportation demand management. This reduction may diminish or completely
eliminate the significant effect of the amendment.
2) If a local government determines that there would be a significant affect, then the
local government must ensure that allowed land uses are consistent with the identified
function, capacity, and performance standards of the facility measured at the end of the
planning period identified in the adopted TSP through one or a combination of the
remedies listed in (a) through (e) below, unless the amendments meets the balancing test
in subsection (2)(e) of this section or qualifies for partial mitigation in section (11) to
approve an amendment recognizes that additional motor vehicle traffic congestion may
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result and that other facility providers would not be expected to provide additional
capacity for motor vehicles in response to the congestion. A plan or land use regulation
amendment significantly affects a transportation facility if:
a) Adopting measures that demonstrate allowed land uses are consistent with the
planned function, capacity, and performance standards of the facility; or
b) Amending the TSP or comprehensive plan to provide transportation facilities,
improvements or services adequate to support the proposed land uses consistent
with the requirements of this division; such amendments shall include a funding
plan or mechanism consistent with section 4 or include an amendment to the
transportation finance plan so that the facility, improvement, or service will be
provided by the end of the planning period; or
c) Amending the TSP to modify the planned junction, capacity or performance
standards of the transportation facility; or
d) Providing other measures as a condition of development or through a
development agreement or similar funding method, including, but not limited to,
transportation system management measures or minor transportation
improvements. Local governments shall, as part of the amendment, specify when
measures or improvements pursuant to this subsection will be provided; or
e) Providing improvements that would benefit modes other than the significantly
affected mode, improvements to facilities other than the significantly affected
facility, or improvements at other locations, if the provider of the significantly
affected facility provides a written statement that the system-wide benefits are
sufficient to balance the significant effect, even though the improvements would
not result in consistency for all performance standards.
3) Notwithstanding sections 1 and 2 of this rule, a local government may approve an
amendment that would significantly affect an existing transportation facility without
assuring that the allowed land uses are consistent with the function, capacity and
performance standards of the facility where:
(a) In the absence of the amendment, planned transportation facilities, improvements
and services as set forth in section 4 of this rule would not be adequate to achieve
consistency with the identified function, capacity or performance standard for that
facility by the end of the planning period identified in the adopted TSP;
(b) Development resulting from the amendment will at a minimum, mitigate the
impacts of the amendment in a manner that avoids further degradation to the
performance of the facility by the time of the development through one or a
combination of transportation improvements or measures;
(c) The amendment does not involve property located in an interchange area as
defined in paragraph (4)(d)(C); and
(d) For affected state highways, ODOT provides a written statement that the proposed
funding and timing for the identified mitigation improvements or measures are, at
a minimum, sufficient to avoid further degradation to the performance of the
affected state highway. However, if a local government provides the appropriate
ODOT regional office with written notice of a propose amendment in a manner
that provides ODOT reasonable opportunity to submit a written statement into the
record of the local government proceeding, and ODOT does not provide a written
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statement, then the local government may proceed with applying subsection (a)
through (c) of the section.
4) Determinations under sections 1 - 3 of this rule shall be coordinated with affected
transportation facility and service providers and other affected local governments:
(a) In determining whether an amendment has a significant effect on an existing or
planned transportation facility under subsection (1)(c) of this rule, local
governments shall rely on existing transportation facilities and services and on the
planned transportation facilities, improvements and services set forth in
subsections b and c below:
(b) Outside of interstate interchange areas, the following are considered planned
facilities improvements and services:
(A) Transportation facilities, improvements or services that are funded for
construction or implementation in the Statewide Transportation Improvement
Program or a locally or regionally adopted transportation improvement program
or capital improvement plan or program of a transportation service provider.
(B) Transportation facilities, improvements or service that are authorized in a
local transportation system plan and for which a funding plan or mechanism is in
place or approved. These include, but are not limited to, transportation facilities,
improvements or services for which: transportation systems development charge
revenues are being collected, a local improvement district or reimbursement
district has been established or will be established prior to development; a
development agreement has been adopted; or conditions of approval to fund the
improvement have been adopted.
(C) Transportation facilities, improvements or services in a metropolitan
planning organization (MPO) area that are part of the area's federally approved,
financially constrained regional transportation system plan.
(D) Improvements to state highways that are included as planned improvements
in a regional or local transportation system plan or comprehensive plan when
000T provides a written statement that the
improvements are reasonably likely to be provided by the end of the planning
period.
(E) Improvements to regional and local roads, streets or other transportation
facilities or services that are included as planned improvements in a regional or
local transportation system plan or comprehensive plan when the local
government or transportation service provider responsible for the facility,
improvement or service provides a written statement that the facility,
improvement or service is reasonably likely to be provided by the end of the
planning period.
(c) Within interstate interchange areas, the improvements included in (b)(A)-(C) are
considered planned facilities, improvements and services, except where:
(A) ODOT provides a written statement that the proposed funding and · timing
of mitigation measures are sufficient to avoid a significant adverse impact on the
Interstate Highway system, then local governments may
also rely on the improvements identified in paragraphs (b)(D) and (E) of this
section; or
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(B) There is an adopted interchange area management plan, then local
governments may also rely on the improvements identified in that plan and which
are also identified in paragraphs (b)(D) and (E) of this section
(d) As used in this section and section (3):
(A) Planned interchange means new interchanges and relocation of existing
interchanges that are authorized in an adopted transportation system plan or
comprehensive plan;
(B) Interstate highway means Interstates 5, 82, 105, 205 and 405;
(C) Interstate interchange area means:
(i) Property within one-quarter mile of the ramp terminal intersection of an
existing or planned interchange on an Interstate Highway; or
(ii) The interchange area as defined in the Interchange Area Management
Plan adopted as a amendment to the Oregon Highway Plan.
(e) For purposes of this section, a written statement provided pursuant to paragraphs
(b)(D), (b)(E) or (c)(A) provided by ODOT, a local government or transportation
facility provider, as appropriate, shall be conclusive in determining whether a
transportation facility, improvement or service is a planned transportation facility,
improvement or service. In the absence of a written statement, a local government
can only rely upon planned transportation facilities, improvements and services
identified in paragraphs (b)(A)-(C) to determine whether there is a significant effect
that requires application of the remedies in section (2).
Discussion: An overview of existing transportation facilities that would provide service
to the subject property indicates that ground transportation via existing residential,
collector and arterial streets is the primary transportation facility that is affected by this
amendment with a small affect also anticipated on Highway 62. The site does not have
access to rail, light rail, water, or other alternative transportation facilities or services.
An evaluation of the subject property and the orientation, location and size of the
development in the vicinity, as well as the existing and historic uses of the properties,
indicates that there are basically two transportation issues that should be addressed:
Access Management: The subject property is located along Hidden Valley Drive and this
street is the only option for access to the property. As such, all future access to
development on the site will come from Hidden Valley Drive with internal streets to
serve individual lots/homes. The future development plan for the site will conform with
all access management and location requirements of the City. The applicant submits that
this requested zone change/designation will not have a significant effect on the access
management for the transportation facility serving the site.
Trip Generation Potential: The proposed zoning of R-1-8 would allow for the future
development of a residential subdivision with lots of at least 8,000 square feet in size.
The 2.94 acre property could develop with as many as 16 lots. However, since it’s
generally assumed that approximately 25% of the total land area will be used in
developing streets and other infrastructure to serve a new residential subdivision, the net
developable area would be expected to accommodate up to 12 new lots. Per the
International Transportation Engineer’s Trip Generation Manual (9th Edition), detached
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single-family dwellings are expected to generate 9.44 average daily trips (ADT) per unit.
The future worst-case scenario, with 12 dwelling units, would produce approximately
113 ADT. Projects that result in less than 250 ADT are viewed as not resulting in a
significant impact on the transportation system.
The applicant submits that this requested annexation and zoning designation will have a
negligible effect on the capacity of the existing local street system and state highway
since the proposed change and future development of detached single-family dwellings
will produce traffic that is below the generally accepted threshold for ADT.
FINDING: The application is consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan goals and
policies regarding annexation and urbanization, which indicates the Comprehensive Plan
Map has delineated the area for inclusion into the City limits, and to be used for SingleFamily Residential purposes. Further, the zoning requested is consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan Map and applicable policies within the Land Use Element and
Transportation Elements (Transportation System Plan – TSP).
The application also conforms with relevant sections of EPMC Title 17 - Zoning. The
request to establish an R-1-8 zoning designation for the subject property concurrent with
annexation is consistent with EPMC 17.08.060, which notes that: County zoning districts
and regulations shall hereby cease to apply to property annexed to the City at the time
annexation proceedings are completed by City Ordinance. City zoning districts and
overlay districts as shown and delineated on the 1981 Zoning Map [as amended] of the
city of Eagle Point, and City zoning regulations, shall apply upon completion of City
annexation proceedings.
While there are specific criteria for approval of zoning text amendments found in Section
17.92.030 A., there are no approval criteria specified for zoning map amendments listed
in 17.92.030 B. However, given that the request for zoning designation at the time of
annexation is consistent with Section 17.08.060, and that the requested zoning
designation is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan Map for the property and the
zoning of the abutting properties, the requested zoning designation conforms with
applicable sections of Title 17.
Additionally, the application is consistent with the Statewide Planning Goals and
Guidelines since it demonstrates compliance with the Comprehensive Plan and Title 17 Zoning. If a Comprehensive Plan has been acknowledged by LCDC to be consistent with
the Goals and Guidelines, then any activities processed consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan are consistent with the Statewide program. Since the
Comprehensive Plan does not contain specific approval criteria but is essentially general
in nature and provides for policy direction for the City in terms of the implementing
ordinances, the Plan can be found to be consistent with the statewide goals, and by
extension, the application can be found to be consistent as well.
CONCLUSORY FINDING: The application is consistent with the provisions for
annexation and a concurrent zone designation as provided by the City of Eagle Point
Comprehensive Plan and implementation ordinances, goals, and policies.
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ATTACHMENT NO. 6
Draft Ordinance
AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR ANNEXATION AND ASSIGNMENT OF ZONING
FOR THE PROPERTY AT 92 HIDDEN VALLEY DRIVE, TAX ASSESSOR’S MAP
361W10BC, LOT 500.
WHEREAS, pursuant to ORS 222.111, the owner of the property to be annexed to the City of
Eagle Point has initiated said annexation in writing; and
WHEREAS, it is the judgment of the Eagle Point City Council that said territory should be
annexed to and become part of the City of Eagle Point, and that such annexation would be in
conformance with its acknowledged Comprehensive Plan and otherwise in compliance with all
statutory requirements governing annexation; and
WHEREAS, adequate public services are available to serve said property; and
WHEREAS, all required legal notifications and public hearings have been held.
Now, therefore,
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF EAGLE POINT,
OREGON, THAT:
1. The City Council hereby finds that annexation of the real property hereinafter described
meets the requirements of ORS 222.111, that said annexation conforms to the acknowledged
Comprehensive Plan for the City of Eagle Point, and that said annexation will provide benefit to
the welfare of the City of Eagle Point and its residents.
2. The City Council hereby sets the final boundaries of the area to be annexed by the legal
description attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and accompanying map attached hereto as Exhibit "B"
(Jackson County Assessor's Map 361W10BC Tax Lot 500), and proclaims the annexation
thereof to the City of Eagle Point.
3. The real property described in Exhibit "A" is hereby assigned City zoning of R-1-8 (SingleFamily Residential).
4. Copies of this ordinance shall be filed with the Secretary of State and Department of
Revenue for the State of Oregon, and the County Assessor of Jackson County, Oregon.
ADOPTED by the City Council and signed by me in authentication of its adoption this ___ day
of ______, 2019.
CITY OF EAGLE POINT:

ATTEST:
____________________________
Cindy Hughes, City Recorder

Ruth Jenks, Mayor

