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Testimony delivered by Robert Broadway to the Mayor and City Councilors of Medford
on August 13th, 2015

"Good evening. My name is Robert Broadway, and with my wife, Elena, I am the co-ownerof
the property at 2400 Starlite Lane, which is located in MD 6, of the Urban Growth Reserve.

There are two residential areas in MD 6; one to the north of the Harryand David campus, and
one to the south. Upon receiving the news that public hearingswere scheduled concerning the
Urban Growth Boundary Amendment I wrote a petition protestingagainst the removal ofMD 6
from the Urban Growth Reserve. The vast majority of the property owners and residentsof Star
Lite Lane, Reed Lane, and the affected South Stage properties eagerly signed this petition. At the
time, I had not realized that the residential area north ofHarryand David was also part ofMD 6,
because the map I was consultingseemed to suggest to me that that area was part of MD 7. A
phone call to Mr. Joe Slaughterof the planning commission correctedthis mistake, and so a
second petition, an appendix to the first, was circulated to the property owners and residentsof
Myers Lane. They too were all too happy to affix their signatures to the petition protestingthe
removalof their land from the Urban Growth Reserve.

It is therefore clear that if the final recommendation ofthe city planning commission should
include any part ofMD 6 so as to reconfigure it into the Urban Growth Boundary,making it
subject to annexation by the city, such a proposal will contradictthe will of the vast majority of
the property owners and residentspresently occupying MD 6.

With all due respect, your honor, members of the council, if this were to happen and you were to
favor such a proposal, I would argue that you had made the wrong decision.

Regarding annexation, Oregon State Law requires that an area to be annexed must be in the
Urban Growth Boundary, and I am ready to grant that MD 6 is not yet in the boundarybut still
in the reserve. Nevertheless, Oregon State Law goes on to stipulate that once inside the
boundary a majority ofthe property owners and/or registered voters in the area to be annexed
must agree to the annexation. Because of the petitions that have already been submittedto you,
you have already been made aware that such a necessary agreementdoes not exist.

It should also be noted that MD 6 is only partially contiguousto the city limits and that
Oregon State Law regarding annexation requires that an area to be annexed must be completely
surroundedby land already under city jurisdiction in order to overridea majorityopposition.

In my opinion the only conclusion to be reached is that the status of MD 6 will continue to
remainas it is, entirely unchanged, in the UrbanGrowth Reserve.

So then, Mr. Mayor, members of the council, I will thank you for having been given the
opportunity to speak to you tonight, and [ am eager to answer any questions you may want to
put to me."

RECEIVED
AUG 13 2015

Planning Dept.



APPENDIX H.PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE PLANTEXTAMENDMENTS

Proposed additions sluJwnIn Bold and proposal deletions sluJwnIn 5UoIke1ll1'llugk.

URBANIZATION ELEMENT

L URBAN GROWTHBOUNDARY

TIle Medford Urban Growth Boundall' (11GB) IlICludes land within the dty and selea1!11
land surroundlnC the city that Is committed tu/planned (Dr futllre dty erowth. the
development ofwhlch Is likelyto require the 9teDSlon of urban services. und around the
dty wfthln the UGB Is called the unincorporated urbanlzable area In this element. TIle
Medford UGBwaslast ameoded In~2015 through a eooperatlve pro~ between the
CIty of Medford and Jackson County. It Is olfidally delineated on the Jackson County and
CityofMedfonl Compn:henslve Plan:lnd molnl: maps.

TIle Medford UGB was established to comply with the statulDl)' requirement for Urban
Growth Boundaries around urbanlud areas to Identify and separate urbanlzable land from
rural land.

ANNEXATION

The tr.msfer of urbanlzable land under county Jurisdiction to dty Jurisdiction Is called
annexadolL Chapter 222 of the Oregon Revised Stlbl.tes coverns annl!X3t1on In Oregon.
Accunllng tostam law,land may be annued to a dry only If It Iswithin the Urban Growth
Boundary, and Iscontiguous lD the dty 11m11S. Generally, a nujority of the registered vaters
and/or property owners within the area to be annexed must agree lD the annCll3t1on,
Clla!pt In c:ases where the area Is sumllinded by land already underdty Jurisdiction.

2.1 AnnexationPolicies

The rollowlnl: are the polldes of tile City ofMed(ord with respect to aMl!X3t1oll:....
2;1.1. Annexation ofPruperty Added tu the Urban Growth BOWldaryIn 2015

The City ColUlcii must find that the following mndldons are met In order to
approve aDalUlU3doll of!aDdthatwas added to the Urtlan Growth Boundary
In 2015:

L A reYised Traasportatlan System Plan (TSP). "him lndwfes the area to
beannexed. hasbeen adopted by the City;

1. A Local Wetlallds IDvenlDry (LWI), whlcb IDcludes the area to be
lUIDUI!d, bas beeo adopted by die City:

.. '••



PETITION
TO: THE CITY OF 1V1EDFORD PL.~"~T\"G DEP.-\RDiE\l

REGARDING: THE URBA.."X GROWTH BOU1\TIA.RY A...\lEXD~fE\l

We, the undersigned, being the residents and property owners living on Starlite Lane, Reeds Lane,
and affected properties on South Stage, hereby present this Petition to The Medford City
Council, and to The City ofMedford Planning Department in particular, to maintain our present
status in The Urban Growth Reserve.

Our objections to being removed from The Urban Growth Reserve were made clear at the
planning commission hearing concerning The Urban Growth Boundary Amendment Given the
stated purpose ofthe amendment to provide a twenty-year supply based on the city's projected
need for residential and employment land, the relatively small properties on Starlite Lane, Reeds
Lane and South Stage, surrounded as they are on all sides by substantial agricultural acreage.
plainly do not qualify for re-zoning into commercial and industrial usage. A "patchwork
development" was, in point offact, denounced by the planning commission itselfas being
undesirable.

In consideration ofthis fact, and with due regard to the opposition herein expressed by those
citizens who strongly feel they will be directly and negatively impacted by this change. we can
hope that a just solution will be found to remedy this problem. In our opinion. that solution is
obvious: Starlite Lane, Reeds Lane, and the affected properties on South Stage. should not, at
least at this time, be removed from the Urban Growth Reserve.

Being grateful for your attention to this matter, and in reasonable anticipation ofa favorable
outcome, we are: -

Name: Print and Sign. Address. Date.
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APPENDIX TO THE PETITION

THEFOLLOWING SIGNATURES AREFROMTHE MYERS ROAD AREA OF MD 6
UNDER CONSIDERATION FORANNEXAnON INTO THE CITYOF MEDFORD, WHO
HEREBY DECLARE THEIRWISH...(ALONG WITH THEABOVE SIGNATORY
RESIDENTS ANDPROPERTY OWNERS OF STARLITELANE, REEDS LANE, ANDTHE
AFFECTED SOUTH STAGE PROPERTIES)...TO PETITION THE CITYOF MEDFORD
TO REMAIN IN THE URBAN GROWTH RESERVE AT THIS TIME.
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