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February 13,2014

Kevin and Kristina Cutting
2551 Willow Way
Medford, OR 97501

City ofMedford
Planning Department
200 S. Ivy St.
Medford, OR 97501

RE: Objection to Proposed Zoning Change Internal Study Area 630

RECEIVED

FEB 132014

Planning Dept.

We object to the proposed zoning change to Internal Study Area 630 which includes our
residence, 2551 Willow Way.

Changing the zoning from Urban Residential - Low Density (UR) to Urban Residential ­
Medium Density (UM) will negatively affect property values, increase traffic levels, and push
Griffin Creek Elementary School's student population beyond its capacity.

Placing multiple apartment buildings in one area, surrounded by UR - Low Density, at the very
edge of the city limits, outside walking distance to the city center, stores, or employment will
lead to urban blight, higher crime, and adversely affect the livability of the area.



St~fien C. &! Patricia L. tMacartney

2473 CjreenfteCtfCourt, 'Me'iford; 01t 97504

'T'eC~fione: (,41) 840-4194

February 12, 2014

City of Medford
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Attention: Planning Department and John Adam

RE: File No.: CP 13032 (parcel 930)

RECEIVED
FEB 132014

Planning Dept.

This letter is to set forth objections to the proposed GLUP Map changes for the File and Parcel number

referenced above .

We object to the proposed changes for the above referenced GLUP as follows:

1.) Integrity of existing neighborhood - We have never believed that we were the only ones
entitled to live in our neighborhood. However, we do believe we have the right to expect
continuity in the continued growth and expansion of our neighborhood. We built and moved
into our home in 1998-1999 with the belief the property surrounding it would grow and develop
similarly - that is why we choose it. We know and respect how important it is to the Planning
Commission to maintain this continuity as evidenced in the recent Vista Point (PUD east on
McAndrews of Brookdale Meadows) requests for changes to the existing PUD.

2.) Existing Infrastructure - We believe the existing Infrastructure cannot support commercial and
multi-residential. An Example of this would be that my neighbor and I own and support the
storm drain system that is for our two homes - it is not public and does not enjoy the benefits of
City ownership. If something goes wrong - we must fix it; this line could hardly be something
the new developments could join.

3.) Over Compensation of Oregon State mandates - It is our personal perception that the State of
Oregon desires that all communities be developed responsibly but that doesn't really mean
without thought to the existing residents and neighborhoods. We have Hillcrest Office Park,
Lone Pine Center Commercial Developments plus the Larson Creek Shopping Center just a short

distance from the Hillcrest Office Park providing the ever popular mixed use/commercial/retail
requirements. We have Veranda Park off of McAndrews which is a large Assisted Living
Complex plus two or three others in close proximity to our neighborhoods. We also have a large
HUD housing project being built at Springbrook and Berkley and although not completed should
certainly contribute to the ratios required in any given neighborhood for multi­

residential/medium density. The current GLUP proposal appears to over compensate and
provide far more than the State of Oregon requires or suggested.



4.) Finally - Police and Fire Protection. We live in a sleepy neighborhood in East Medford the
access is controlled - there is two entrances/exits to Brookdale Meadows. We know all of our
neighbors on our street. Brookdale Meadows was recently crime free until about 6 months ago.
If you start punching streets through and adding much more than needed commercial/retail
establishments that won't fill up and could possibly stand empty you invite more and more
petty crime. The police appear to already be over taxed. The economy does not support
enlarging any tax funded personnel or programs at this time nor does the analysis of population
growth for the next decade.

We would ask that you put back the annexation and development plans as originally considered for
more sleepy single family dwelling subdiv isions to support an already great place to live.

We want to further add that we have been members of the RogueValley Community for more than 40
years. I was born here in Southern Oregon, went all the way through the Phoenix-Talent Public School
System and my Grandfather was a local developer here in the Valley retiring in the 1960s. We believe in
Oregon and hope that you will follow your historical footsteps and make sure future development in our
neighborhood works for the existing residents .

~CtfU IlY su~mitted,

?c#:~ V-1fl,I--'.Utt.--L-

Patricia L. Macartney
2473 Greenfield Court
Medford, OR 97504

P.S. -I have also signed the petition so you should have my name on file .



February 12,2014

City ofMedford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
200 S. Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Attn: John Adam

RE: CP 13-032 ISAs 240, 250, 940 & 950

Dear Mr. Adam,

Gary & Kathy Cadle
2448 Amaryllis St.
PO Box 4112
Medford, OR 97501

RECEIVED
FEB 132014

PLANNiNG DEPT

The purpose of this letter is to express our concern and displeasure with the City 's consideration
to rezone properties which are primarily SFR-4 to MFR-15. We want to specifically address
areas along McAndrews in the neighborhood of Springbrook Ave. It surprises us that after all of
the discussion and negotiations regarding low-income housing on Spring street, one of the areas
being considered backs right up to this property and extends all the way to McAndrews. As it
was, the low-income housing that is being built was changed from 100 units to 50 units. Now, it
seems, that high density housing is being proposed for a greater area immediately behind it. This
runs contrary to the whole point of the discussions and negotiations about the density of the
housing in the area when the Jackson County Housing Authority made its proposal.

Only about a block going east on McAndrews is another proposed change. The north-east and
south-east corners ofMcAndrews and Springbrook are being considered for MFR-15
designation. If you take a look at this corner, especially the north-east corner, you will see that
its only possible access is right where traffic backs-up for the light at this intersection. It will
either have access to Springbrook, near the light or to McAndrews near the light. To put MFR­
15 housing here looks to be a future traffic and accident problem in the making.

We are already familiar with what the City's changes have done to this neighborhood. When
"mother-in-law" houses were permitted on single residential lots, a home near us became,
basically, an apartment complex of unrelated individuals who all park on the street. Even the
garages (2) were converted into apartments. We ask that you look into this whole issue of
rezoning to MFR-15 , and specifically the land between Spring and McAndrews, and the comer
of McAndrews and Springbrook.

Sincerely,

¥f&-/(~
Kathy M. Cadle



Michael and Lois Michaelson
2217 Ridge Way

Medford, OR 97504-6389
February 13,2014

City ofMedford Planning Commission
411 West 8th Avenue
Medford, OR 97501

RE: Property rezoning identified by parcel #950, #940, and sections of#930

Dear Sirs:

We are opposed to changing the zoning ofthe listed parcels from SFR to MFR15. In each instance the
character ofthe neighborhood would change dramatically, thus reducing both the livability and property
value.

Parcel #950 - While vehicle traffic may default to Spring Street, no doubt pedestrians (and children)
will find McAndrews Road an easier to access route to bus service, North Medford High School, and
Lone Pine Elementary.

North Berkeley Way presently intersects with McAndrews Road, which creates the impression of a
default crosswalk. Hence, pedestrians wishing to cross McAndrews would do so with protection of
lawful right-of-way. Unfortunately, the intersection with North BerkeleyWay is hidden from eastbound
traffic by a knoll and trees, and traffic routinely traverses the area at speeds greater than the posted 35
miles per hour.

Sidewalks on the south side ofMcAndrews are seemingly sub-standard, having mailboxes, powerpoles,
and support cables firmly embedded in the pedestrian travel area. When trash barrels share the
sidewalk, pedestrians are often seen bypassing the obstruction by stepping into the street, seemingly
without regard for the passing traffic.

Deficiencies existing along Spring Street will be exacerbated by additional pedestrian volume. Perhaps
the zone change supporters should spend time being a pedestrianor bicyclistbetween N. Keenewayand
Crater Lake Avenue, particularly in the darkness. Most houses in that section are on a reduced lot width
for greater density per acre. Most have two or more cars. Most require some on-shoulder parking.
Bicyclists have a very narrow shoulder outside the white line. Street lighting is minimal. Curb side
weekly trash pickup reduces available space, forcing pedestrian and bicycle users to jockey around the
hazards by moving into the traffic lanes.

Lest we forget, Horton Plaza creates considerable delivery truck traffic most mornings and service
workers vie for curbside parking right up tight to the driveways, rendering visibility
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suspect. Wedged between Horton Plaza and the comer convenience store you will find driveways
accessing various parts ofa high density apartment complex. All of this action makes routine traffic
movement more exciting. Pedestrians and bicyclists often provide additional surprises by their sudden,
quiet appearance and non-compliance with standard rules of the road.

Supporters ofthe CherryCreekdevelopment heralded the location thusly: "Halfmilefrom region 'sfifth
largest employer, public transportation, and other services. " This infers foot traffic and bicycle use as
a suitable alternative to vehicle use for the residents. Safety issues of walking along Spring are not
mentioned. After all, safety of the tenants must be a prime consideration.

Feeling safe, being safe, are essential to a sense ofcommunity. Spring Street is more rural in its design
with two, 10' wide travel lanes separated from a 24" shoulder by a continuous white line, no contiguous
sidewalks, open ditches for surface water runoff, minimal lighting, irregular driveways and shoulder
edges, and mail boxes at pavement edge. In many places the pavement is elevated, with insufficient
overall width for the addition ofeither actual bike lanes or sidewalks. That might not be a concern for
the non-resident, but those with children might need to think twice before sending a 10-year old to the
Valley View Market for milk. This convenience store is the nearest store to the project, thus ensuring
pedestrian traffic will be generated both east and west along this unimproved street, where walking
carries a life-threat just beyond one's elbow. The 35 mph posted speed is an exercise in wishful thinking
as many have their own reasons for doing 40+.

Parcel #940 - Eastbound McAndrews Road traffic at Springbrook has a tendency to "beat the red" by
increasing speed. Couple that with jockeying for position as the lanes change from two to one lane, and
the hazard increases. Add commercial property, such as a convenience store, and a high volume
driveway feeding condos and the likelihood ofbottleneck or traffic accidents will occur. So much for
quality of life.

Parcel #930- At the intersection ofnorthwest comer ofPierce and Hillcrest Road a view obstruction
currently exists in the form ofa tree grove. Hence, traffic from Pierce eastbound are unable to properly
view oncoming traffic and often need to accelerate rapidly due to the approach of previously hidden
traffic. Creating a commercial center would ensure the condition worsens.

At the intersection ofHillcrest and N. Phoenix Road, southbound traffic in the curb lane is hidden from
view ofHillcrest traffic turning south by tree plantings (part ofthe roadside beautification effort during
the road construction). Given the propensity of some to beat the light, many are still traveling at rural
speeds rather than urban speeds. Creating a commercial center would ensure the condition worsens.
Perhaps the commercial development could be situated farther north.

The MFR15 zone along Pierce will generate increased traffic volume of all types on a road that is
without shoulders, sidewalks, or lighting. The transition between between Spring and Pierce is a 90
degree, sub-standard curve that is intended to facilitate rapid passage through a largely rural area. As
such, traffic rapidly overtakes slower forms of travel. Those traveling on the inside ofthe curve are at
particular risk. Safety could be provided by a true , right angle intersection with sidewalks, stop signs
and a "Yield" sign for right-hand tum traffic. No doubt MFR15 will include school children who will
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walk or ride bikes to Lone Pine School, as well as generate walkers. Hazards that exist farther west on
Spring exist on this section ofPierce, except that the traffic volume will be greater as more folks use
the same space.

Adherence to the state's Land Use Planning guidelines may be the compelling issue that forces MFRl5
into existing SFR zones. Success as a result of adhering to a guideline should not be based on merely
stuffmg people into the available space . Quality of life is the reason for life; please support quality.

Sincerely,

Michael Michaelson

~a&tsPV
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RECEIVED

FEB 13 2014
PLANNING DEPT. February 12, 2014

2685 Lawnview Dr.
Medford, OR 97504

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
200 S. Ivy St.
Medford , OR 97501

Attn: John Adam
RE: CP 13-032 ISA's 240 , 250, 940, and 950

Dear Mr. Adams,

I have just heard from my neighbor that the City of Medford is proposing
Zone Changes to allow Multiple Family Housing and a Commercial Use Area in the
East Medford neighborhood where I live. I wish that the City had given Public
Notification to all of the residents in the nearby areas, not just the actual
property owners and others within 200 feet of the 5 proposed areas that may be
affected!!

I purchased my home at 2685 Lawnview Dr., Medford 97504 in 1999
because the neighborhood and surrounding areas had pleasant single family homes
and the streets were not conjested with traffic. If high density housing and
commercial businesses are allowed in this single family home area where I live, it
would dramatically change the pleasant environment that I paid for by increasing
the amount of traffic on our streets in these areas. McAndrews Rd. is already
very congested right now!! I am definitely opposed to any proposal to allow
hundreds of apartments to be built in our long-standing existing neighborhoods of
East Medford. These kinds of multiple family dwellings can be built on the outer
boundaries of our city so that the traffic can be managed in a better way farther
away from the current single family residence areas.

s~~~
Arlena Harmony



RECErVED
Petition to the Medford Planning Department

FEB 122014 GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032
Planning Dept. ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (lSA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR-15: 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily UR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas. These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.

Print Name Address (Medford, OR 97504) Signature Date
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RECEIVED
FEB 12 2014 Petition to the Medford Planning Department

Plannir f" ,.. ) GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032
' lg -.)~pl;. ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (ISA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR-15: 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Sma1l3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily DR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas . These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.
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RECEIVED
FEB 122014 Petition to the Medford Planning Department

Plannin: ~ De·YLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032
6 I t.· ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (ISA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR.-IS: 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily UR (SFR.-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas. These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR.) zoning.

Print Name
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RECEIVED
FEB 12 2014 Petition to the Medford Planning Department

GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032
Planning Dept ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (ISA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR-15: 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily UR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas. These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.
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Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.
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Petition to the Medford Planning DepartmentRECEIVED

FEB 12 2014 GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032
Planning Dept. ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (ISA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR-15 : 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily UR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas. These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and S6Clal Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcr6wded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA's 240, 250,940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.
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RECEIVED
FEB 12 2014 Petition to the Medford Planning Department

GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032
Planning Dept. ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (ISA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR-15: 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily UR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas. These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA's 240,250,940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.

Date

----I(,4~~4~=====:-2/..!L/14

~~'4-~~~~g:...- 2/...1.!../14

~~~~~~~~~.Jj}; 1 4
f-I.L-~~=~-=~=- 2/1lJ14

----"'--===--..Il-----=- 2/JL/14

...,lo!i,o~---:'---"'-=----'::;--- 2/LQ.../14

"'"""-~~.=...;..~=- 2/ lZ> /14

4r--ooQ!F'--L..:..la'--"'r--'-="'c.....;;;......-=-- 2/1 1J14

~"""'-'=n,..................."......",..,,=r ____;or~- 2/JL/14

---'''--""7'-~~..L......4c,....a.=-''--- 2/J!..J 14

........:::::::~~~QL~4£':l:L- 2/ If /14

Address (Medford, OR 97504)

1££5 /~/eu/oOd

(r~s l&1~uX2od

3.?o-?-?kbL.1M~
)~'1~ £x.ooWe. ~\J~

/ fo Vg EI200 1dJ~~
J~¥C( c.4~u~.J) t?

323 Y L/-1av (" PR...

Jpbl{e~oDr.

l Cobl.\ ?fl.rf\lDo ~ R.. •

d.q'IS dt'mQ.~\NU R!.
?-.r'l~ LC?Ne AVf Rd
i('1o U~~"hJ I'eu) Ct;

Print Name

1. SUbtn & {t'aW(i V
\n /

2. Uiul f: &! {gw,
3. DCJ.Itrt>j'fI Sitvt:

4. A kX;f!t(:PM S:(vet.

5. Chvrs~ JrOLUt!

6. l-Whcr-.. ~Q.,'(' 'C', s

7~~ ~s.
8. /J1fl{2Je.. g ~T

9. L~e5A 57~7

1O...1O.A r1(\L Ch. q~

11. C "~·U:~·~\.\.C:> l~ C lr\.J\g;

12. CA\'~~ \'S\'.\\e f\

13. GA-~r fYt ILL e~
14. 5o.."Il.I£..l BU"\'~

15. ,f." ''I1M II", Lett



RECEIVED'

FEB 12 2014 Petition to the Medford Planning Department
PIanning Dept GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032

ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (ISA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR-15: 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily UR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas. These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.

Date
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RECEIVED

FEB 12 2014 Petition to the Medford Planning Department
Planning Dept GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032

, ISA's 240,250,940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (ISA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR-15: 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily UR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas. These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.

Print Name Address (Medford, OR 97504) Signature Date
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RECEIVED
Petition to the Medford Planning Department

FEB 1220,14 GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032
Planning Dept. ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET.
The General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (lSA's) listed above
which would allow UM (MFR-15: 15 units of Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a
Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East
of Keene Way is Primarily UR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some
diversity in select areas. These changes to UM (Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built
in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford. It would be Negatively Impacted with Significant
Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or
justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council to omit ISA' s 240, 250, 940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.
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NEIGHBORHOOD ALERT!

Please Help Preserve the Livability of Our Neighborhood
The City of Medford is proposing Zone Changes to allow Multiple Family Housing and a Commercial Use area in
Our Neighborhood. Sadly, Public Notification by the City was only provided to the actual Property Owners and
others within 200 FEET. 5 Proposed Areas are located in our East Side Neighborhood! The Orange areas (see
map on back) could be changed to MFR-I5 which allow 15 Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartments per acre.
Currently areas between Delta Waters and Siskiyou Blvd, East of Keene Way are primarily SFR-4, which allow
only 4 Single Family Residences per acre. Approval of area 240 alone would allow an increase of up to 240
Apartments; area 950 an increase of up to 165 Apartments, etc! This would impact Our Neighborhood Negatively
with significant adverse environmental and social consequences: Increased Traffic; Upgrades of Public Streets;
Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools, Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase in Crimes and the
Destruction of Your Property Values are just a few!

Do you want such High Density Housing in our neighborhood? If there is not Strong Opposition before the Public
Comment Period closes (Possibly at the Public Hearing on February Bib) then this will undoubtedly happen!
There are only a Few Nice Neighborhoods left in Medford. What can you do to help prevent it?

1. Sign the Petition asking that the Current SFR-4 Zoning be Retained. Please call 541-773-8711 and
someone will bring it to you.

2. Write a letter to the Medford Planning Department stating your Opposition. If it is Not RECEIVED by
February 13lh it might be rejected?

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
200 S. Ivy Street
Medford,OR 97501

Attn: John Adam

RE: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

3. Attend the Public Hearing and present your arguments personally.

5:30 PM Thursday February 13,2014
Medford City Council Chambers (3rd Floor)
City Hall- 411 W. 81b Street

Petition to the Medford Planning Department
GLUP Map Amendment Rezoning Proposal CP 13·032

ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

RECEIVED
FEB 122014

PlanningDept.

Introduction: A notice of Public Hearings was mailed to affected property owners and those within 200 FEET. The General Land Use
Plan (GLUP) amendment proposes changes to the Internal Study Areas (ISA 's) listed above which would allow UM (MFR-15: 15 units of
Townhouses, Duplexes and Apartment Buildings per Acre) and a Small 3-acre Commercial area in ISA 940.

Concerns: The zoning in most of the East Medford neighborhoods from Delta Waters to Siskiyou Blvd and East of Keene Way is
Primarily UR (SFR-4: 4 units per acre). There are a few exceptions, which provides some diversity in select areas . These changes to UM
(Medium Density) would allow Hundreds of Apartments to be built in our Long-Standing Existing Neighborhood of East Medford . It
would be Negatively Impacted with Significant Adverse Environmental and Social Consequences: Increased Traffic requiring Upgrades
of Public Streets; Upgrades of already Overcrowded Schools; Upgrades of Sewer & Water Systems; an Increase of Crimes and the
Destruction of Property Values are just a few. An Increase of Commercial area in ISA 940 is not needed or justified.

Action: We, the undersigned, request the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City Council to omit ISA's 240,
250, 940 & 950 from the rezoning and maintain the existing UR (SFR) zoning.
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February 12, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
200 S. Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Attn: John Adam

RE: File No. CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 250, 930, 940 & 950

RECEIVED

FEB 122014

Planning Dept.

I am Retired, a former owner of Several Medford Businesses and a Medford Resident for 50 Years! I have an
office at 4 E. Clark Street in Medford and live in the Central East Side near Springbrook & McAndrews.

Apparently after the Strong Opposition from the Neighbors near the recent construction of the Capitol Hill
Antenna Tower, the Medford City Staff has now found a way to meet some Minimum Notification Rule that
will Only Notify the Affected Property Owners and Others within 200 FEET! This Minimum Notification Rule
appears as an Attempt to Prevent any Major Opposition to the Changes Desired by the Medford City Staff!

In an attempt to have the Best Interest of it's Citizens in mind , I also feel that the City of Medford should adopt
a rule to Only Hire Staff & Employees that Reside either Within the Boundaries of the City Limits or At Least
Within the Adjacent Close Cities to Medford!

I personally shouldered the expense of distributing approximately 1,600 of the Attached Neighborhood Alert
letters to my neighborhood to inform the Public of this Rezoning issue!

I STRONGLY OPPOSE the GLUP Map Amendment to reclassify the above properties from the existing DR to
UM (MFR-15). The Central East Side of Medford , a few blocks East of Crater Lake Avenue, is primarily
zoned SFR and in my opinion there is already enough diversity with select MFR-20 & MFR-30 High Density
properties. More Medium Density or High Density Apartment Buildings will cause significant adverse
environmental and social consequences including the Increase in Crimes and Destruction of Property Values.
There are only a Few Nice Neighborhoods left in Medford.

Currently there are large parcels available for multi-family development which probably exceed Medford's
requirement for over 20 years. Your ISA study for UM indicates that there are over 350 Acres Available and
that Only 69 Acres are Actually Needed. Please choose these from other areas that will not greatly impact the
existing neighborhoods. Other areas are also available where many existing properties are Vacant or Not
Maintained that would benefit with an upgrade!

~
Steven F. McNeal

CC: Email to Medford City Council & Mayor
Council@cLmedford.or.us
Mayor@ci.medford.or.us



Dave Frohnmayer, Mira Frohnmayer
545 Spyglass Drive
Eugene, OR 97401

February 12, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Attn: John Adams
City Hall, Lausmann Annex, Room 240
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Re: GLUP Map Amendment Proposal: Internal Study Area (ISA) 950

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

RECEIVED

FEB 122014
PLANNING DEPT

My sister, Mira Frohnmayer, for whom I am authorized to speak, and I strongly object to any
changed zoning designation for ISA parcel 950. We alsojoin in the comments of Mr. Tom Rashe
dated February 5, 2014, and stamped received February 6, 2014, respecting other nearby
parcels.

Mira and I are children of Otto and MarAbel Frohnmayer, who donated the westerly portion of
the highly used and much-loved Donahue-Frohnmayer Park. Our parents gave this property in
the expectation that the City of Medford and its governing bodies would be wise and thoughtfu l
stewards of this legacy in perpetuity.

The proposed zone changes in ISA 950 to high density would substantially devalue the
treasured scenic vistas from the park, and especially from the serenity of the memorial plaza in
its northwest corner, and from the historic "corral" site in the western oak cluster. We are
intimately familiar with this landscape and the importance of the views of the Table Rocks and
western foothills. These vistas would be destroyed were multi-story and multi-unit housing to
be constructed in ISA 950 pursuant to dense zoning. This would be an irreparable travesty, and
an insult to the philanthropic legacy of the donors.

Moreover, as Mr. Rashe's letter notes, there is substantial water drainage and wetlands which
historically bisects ISA 950 from south to north (this flow is through at least the "0" of "950" on
the parcel map).

Partly in recognition of the scenic and park use values recounted above, the Housing Authority
of Jackson County recently reduced the size of its "Cherry Creek" development from 100 units to
50, and as part of a global resolution with Concerned Citizens of Medford, deeded more than
two acres of the easterly part of its parcel to the City of Medford for park purposes. Rezoning
land immediately north of this newly deeded park parcel substantially reduces the benefit of the
bargain for the city, the neighborhood and park users.



ISA 950 should be removed from rezoning consideration, and set aside for study as future
wetlands restoration and park acquisition property.

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this request.

2



February 8, 2014

Medford Planning Commission
c/o Mr. ..John Adam, Long-Range Planning
City of Medford Planning Department
200 South Ivy Street, Lausmann Annex
Medford, OR 97501

CSA Planning, Ltd
4497 Brownridge. Suite 101

Medford. OR 97504

Telephone 541.779.0569
Fax 541 .779.0114

R~~~!fVED

FEB 122074
PLANNING DEPT

RE: File No. CPA 13-032; Internal Study Area #9 3 0 " C a rp e n t e r Property"

Dear Commission Members:

At the initial public hearing on ..January 23rd of this year for the above referenced
project, an alternative p roposal prepared on behalf of our c lients (members of the
Carpenter family) was generally well received by those who gave testimony that
evening with the exception of the subareas designated as " C M - 1 " and "UM-1 " along
East McAndrews Road at the north end of the tract.

For the record, please be informed that our clients support the public testimony to
retain the c urrent UR GLUP Map designation for the areas CM-1 and UM-1 as
identified on the previously submitted alternative proposal.

Very truly yours,

CSA Planning, Ltd.

{2JWJ--
Raul G . Woerner
Principal



February 12, 2014

City of Medford, Planning Commission
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Attn: John Adam

RE: File No: CP 13-032 (Parcel 930)

We are writing in objection to the proposed GLUP Map changes on the referenced
property. We are completely against the alternate proposal of CM-1 and UM-1 at the end of
Greenridge Dr.

We not only live in Brookdale Meadows but (Liz) is a realtor as well. We have always felt the
development was a very desirable area to live in with large lot single family homes. We
strongly feel adding any type of commercial and medium density housing will directly affect the
property values and diminish the very reasons many move to this area. Residents in this area
have a substantial investment in their homes and have routinely paid increased property taxes
based on increased values. It will have an enormous negative impact on the current residents
as well as adversely affect the city, both because of declining revenue and diminished ability to
recruit high quality professionals to the community.

The north side of Greenridge Dr. is in a designated flood zone and part of it is wetlands. We pay
$830 a year just for flood insurance. We are concerned any development of the land would
change the grade elevation of water drainage that would go into our neighborhood and impact
us greatly with increased runoff and decreased absorption. Then what, our flood and home
insurance will increase even more?

We understand there is a proposal to connect Thrasher and Spring Streets to accommodate the
Commercial Space and Medium Housing. It is inevitable that traffic will use the Greenridge
Drive as well. The neighborhood is not built for that and cannot handle the dramatic traffic
increase that we currently have from the residents.

The proposed amendment also appears to be an attempt to create density without any regard
to the families and children districted to Lone Pine and Hoover Elementary Schools as well as
Hedrick Middle School. All of these schools are at capacity at this time with classrooms too big
and teachers are without support as seen currently with the teachers strike.

We ask that you please deny this proposed amendment.

Sincerely,

Doug and Liz Forster
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February 12, 2014

CITY OF MEDFORD, PLANNING COMMISSION
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, OR97501

Attention: John Adams

RE: File No.: CP 13-032 (parcellSA 930)

This correspondence is to set forth objections to the proposed GLUP Map changes regarding the
referenced property.

I previously sent you a letter regarding why I feel the proposed changes fail to meet the majority of the
seven criteria set forth in Municipal Code section 10.184 so will concentrate on other issuesas to why I
oppose the proposed changes.

I concur 100% with the comments and reasoning set forth by letters to you by Attorney Sydnee B.
Dreyer of the firm Huycke, O'Connor, Jarvis, Dreyer, Davis and Glatte LLP. Ms. Dreyer is representing
John and Karin Dailey in objecting to the proposed ISA930. I especially agree the proposal Increases the
deficit of URland by proposing a disproportionate amount of UM in a single area.

The GLUP amendment would result in an increase in the deficit of UR land to 1,067 acres (from the City's
established need of a 465 acre deficit). It would also create a surplus of 329 acres of UM (from the
City's established need of a 39 acre deficit) and finally it would create a surplus of 126 acres of UH (from
the City's established need of a 49 acre deficit).

In the planning staff reports it has been stated that the placement of high density housing will not
reduce the value of nearby homes in a low density area. I respectfully and strongly disagree with that
statement. I retired from a 34 year career as a federal civil servant requiring my moving myself and my
family around the United States liVing in several communities in several states, including the suburbs of
Washington, D. C. In looking for potential homes and also In discussions with real estate agents, I
found that values of single family homes adjacent to or near high density residences (apartments and
townhouses) to be of a lower value than such homes further away. After retiring from one career, I
became a Real Estate Broker for several years. Working as a Broker, I found prospective home buyers
typically shunned single family residences adjacent or nearby high density dwellings, concerned about
the impact on property investment values. These experiences show me that property values do go
down in areas adjacent to or near high density housing. Higher density housing needs to be integrated
into residential areas in a graduated manner, gradually increasing the density rather than an abrupt
across the street manner. Also high density housing, if done properly, allows for resulting high density
vehicular traffic to be quickly dispersed onto main arterial transportation roads rather than routing it
through low density housing.

There are existing vacant lots and rundown vacant uninhabited houses near the downtown core area
that could be used for higher density housing which would provide for less expensive transportation and
more convenient accessto its business services. Such development in these areas would enhance the



Page2

overall real estate values. Putting newer housing in lower value areas would increase overall property
values in the process.

I purchased my current residence situated in a low density housing area after a thorough search of the
Medford City limits. Part of the reasoning for buying in my current location was that it is in an area that
has historically retained it economic value, has many amenities such as quiet, well -kept neighborhoods
where residents have invested millions of dollars to keep the area desirable and of a high real estate
value. I was also led to believe that due to the current zoning, that the area would remain in low
density housing. Much of my family's assets rest in my home and land; I certainly am concerned about
maintaining that asset's value, not of having it lessened by putting in high density across the roadl I very
much appreciate and enjoy the open space, wetlands and wildlife existing on ISA930. Medford needs
more open space and wildlife habitat, which is limited, within its GLUP

I oppose the planning staff's current proposed zoning for ISA930 and asked that it be dropped from
consideration.

I would not be opposed to the zoning offered by the landowner of ISA930 for parcels UM-2, CM-2, UM­
3 and CM-3 as they would be adjacent to the Foothills-North Phoenix Road, a major arterial road, which
would allow for quick and easy dispersal of resulting higher vehicular traffic.

Respectfully,

;O~0~ ..
David A. Jonks~
2450 Quail Run Drive
Medford, OR97504



Dear Planning Commission

',\~CEIVED

FEB 12 2014

~LANNING DEPT.

I am writing with regard to the General Land Use Plan (GLUP) amendment; file
CP13-032, ParcellSA 930. I feel converting the Dunbar Farms land to multi­
family up to 15 units per acre and commercial will irreparably harm our
neighborhood and small community.

I oppose this proposal on the grounds that our neighborhood cannot
accommodate the increased traffic, it will impact the safety ofour children in
the neighborhood, and will negatively impact our property values and quality
oflife. Our small neighborhood school Lone Pine is currently overfull and having
to redraw boundaries to take the student population down. In Medford's current
teacher strike situation many ofus parents are already questioning the
direction our town is taking and I am worried enough to seriously consider
moving to another community to raise my children. If this proposal is approved
it would be the deciding factor in making our decision.

I thank the Carpenter family for their interest and willingness to develop their
own alternative. I, along with my neighbors, support this alternative with the
exception ofCM1 and the UM1, both on the north end ofthe Dunbar Farms land
along East McAndrews. We have plenty ofcommercial offerings in the area and
another market is unnecessary. We have within a two mile radius Spring Street
Market, Albertson's, Safeway, 7-Eleven and a Minute Market.

Thank you so much for reading my letter and considering our neighborhood's
concerns. I appreciateyour time and consideration in keeping our quiet, well
cared for neighborhood a desirable place to live and raise myfamily.

Thank you for your time,

Kirsten Hammericksen



RECEIVED

FEB 122014
l- lJANNINGDEPT.

1170 Westview Court
Medford, OR 97504
February 11, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex -- Room 240
200 S. Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Attention : John Adam

Re : Rezoning Proposal CP 13-032

Dear Mr . Adam :

I am writing to voice my opposition to the inclusion of
certain parcels of land in the above-referenced rezoning
proposal . East Medford is currently considered a very
desirable residential area, similar to Ashland in its semi­
rural character . This attractiveness would be greatly
diminished by the rezoning proposal as currently drafted,
because it would allow large housing complexes and commercial
development in the heart of East Medford .

For this reason, I object specifically to the inclusion of the
following ISAs in the rezoning proposal :

240, 250, 310, 930, 940, and 950
Please protect the unique residential value of East Medford by
removing these ISAs from the rezoning proposal .

Thank you for your consideration of this matter .

Yours truly,

Samuel H. Berry, Jr .
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FEB 12 2014

~!~ 4~ PLANNING DEPT.
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FEB 12 2014

PLANNlNG DEPT.

February 10, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
Attn: John Adam
200 S. Ivy St.
Medford, OR 97501

Mr. Adam,

RE: CP 13-032 ISA's240,250,940 & 950

REQUEST:

I am writing to state my Opposition to a change in the Current SFR-4 Zoning.

I respectfully request that the Planning Department, Planning Commission and/or Medford City
Council omit ISA's240, 250,940 and 950 from the rezoning.

Please retain existing SFR-4 zoning for a myriad of reasons.

Respectfully submitted,

Lynda Morgan
1917 Redbud Lane
Medford, OR 97504



RECEIVED

FEB 12 2014

PLANNING DEPT.

2559JKeadowcreek Creek ;]Jr. JVeJforJ. ()re'l0n 9750J,.

:februar'l 08,201J,.

JVeJforJcil'l counceL

.in re,/arJ10 Ihe proposeJrezonin,/5J71930. 5woulJ/'1:e 10 lell'lou Ihal5am opposeJ

lolhis . Xre are Iwo immeJiale reason for Ihi8. One i8lhal, l'lwillte exlenJ,'ru/lhe

avenues in m'l nei,/hborhooJso Ihere are Iwo new accesses which woulJallow so much more

Ira/lic Ihorou,/h a ruiel nei,/hborhooJIhal ever'l0ne feelsafe10 walk Ihrou,/h because 0/less

lralPc. X seconJreason is if5reaJm'l maps ri,/hllhere are a couple rezoneJareas Ihal

are alreaJr Jesi,/naleJwellantls. 5am womlerin,/ how Ihal ispossible when Ihe'l are

.. alreaJr Jesi,/naleJ.

5 woulJ/'1:e 10 '/0 on recorJIhal5oppose 5J7193o anJwoulJmuch ralher '/0 WI'll, Ihe

r:IJunbar :farmsproposalWI'll, the exceplion 0/opposin'llhe north enJproposal

Jlank 'Iou for hearin,/ how allthe people in m'l area areopposeJ10 Ihis anJlei our ooices

makea J,lference please.



February 10, 2014

City of Medford Planning Commission
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, Or 97501

Attention: John Adam

Re: File No: CP13-032(parcel 930)

Dear Sirs and Madam:

RECEIVED

FEB 12 2014

PLANNINGDEPT.

This letter is to voice our objections to the proposed changes you are
considering to reclassify the acreage of the Dunbar farm adjacent to our
neighborhood, Brookdale Meadows.
First, it is incomprehensible that you are even considering changing
farmland into commercial development when there is already so much
empty existing space and buildings available. The environmental impact
alone should be a major deterrent to such a project. Also, we cannot
fathom a need for any more of the type of housing you are considering
when there are so many vacant houses and apartments already. Where
will these people come from when there are no jobs coming into this
area? Realizing that you need to look to the future to accommodate
growth in Medford, it seems that commercializing this area would be very
detrimental in so many ways. First, any added traffic stopping to turn off
of North Phoenix would create congestion and possible accidents from
people going 45 mph or more. Second, traffic proposed to go through
Brookdale Meadows would certainly change the safety and privacy of our
neighborhood. Right now, there are only two ways in and out of our
subdivision and it is easy to know who belongs in the area and who is just
visiting. We feel safe here and have no traffic issues or speeding going
on and do not require police patrols. Third, what about our local
elementary school? Lone Pine is already busting at the seams and has
been for a number of years. There would be no choice but to bus
students which will cost the school district money when they are already
having difficulty meeting their bUdget constraints.
When we moved here from Nevada eight years ago, we looked over all
the areas very carefully and bought here because of the rural feeling of
the area behind us and up the hill. We certainly never thought there



would ever be anything like multi-density housing on such a beautiful
piece of property. What a negative that would be for our property values
here. We are also concerned about the impact of changing the grading
behind us. We already have issues with natural springs running through
our properties, thus the name "Spring" street. Greenridge homeowners
have to have flood insurance and are already having sewer and drainage
problems. How can adding construction behind this area be good or safe
for the residents of this existing neighborhood?
This type of construction can only be detrimental for the people here in
our area and must be denied or our quality of life will be greatly
diminished . We urge you to wholeheartedly deny this amendment.

i & Susan R~5t:4.-R~
~ 18 Meadowcreek Drive U <:>
Medford, Oregon 97504



City of Medford Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex- Room 240
200 S Ivy Street.
Medford Or. 97504

To whom it may concern:

RECEIVED
FEB 12lo14

Planning-Dept.

I am a concerned citizen living at 2720 Roberts Rd. My tax lot is 3000 your map plat
map calls it 113.You will see I am butting against the 240 property which you once
again are trying to change the classification from L-4 to higher density property. I have
been on my property 18 yrs ,and opposed the change proposed by TonyJelincich in April of
1997. I appose it now for the same reasons listed here.

The traffic caused by High density could not be handled by the present streets and
there are no more routes out of the property.

The school serving the area does not have enough capacity for the present
population.

A large section of the property is wetlands,and early in early spring and late fall I
have river in front my house. At times I have a few mallards floating in a small pond 25 ft
from my east fence, This, to let you know how deep it gets at times,and to dissuade any
one from building on that location.! think Jelincich discovered this.

I have since learned that the present owners themselves,say they are not interested
in changing the property classification to high density,that in itself should stop you from
pursuing your present drive to change it.

I hope you will consider this before making these drastic changes in our
neighborhood.We do appreciate what you do very much,thank you.

Respectfully yours.
Your Neighbor -_.--"7;"-- - -
H.arold Tracy " d2 . . /l~.

JI~Z/P~ {
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City ofMedford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex- Room 240
200 S. Ivy St.
Medford, OR 97501

Attn: John Adam

RE: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

February 10,2014

RBCEIVED
FEB 1'2 ZfJ14

Planning Dept.

We are opposedto the ZoningChanges that wouldallow MultipleFamilyHousingand a
Commercial Use Area in our neighborhood on the East Side ofMedford.

Futureconstruction on the East Side shouldonly compliment the existingtype of homesalready
there and preserveor increase the valuesofexistingproperty.

HighDensistyHousingshouldnot be addedto existingareas, they shouldbe far removedand in
their own separateareas with supporting commercial businesses plannedto compliment them.

Pleasedon't mess up a goodthing.

Thank you, ~
..0 I

II)~?/ z ''-1'j-vJ .Jv -3,~'~'J
DaleE Heathand Ruth F Heath
1373 FoxwoodDr.
Medford, OR 97504-3683
541-772-2069



RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014

PLANNING DEPT.

February 7, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex Room 240
200 S. Ivy St.
Medford, Or. 97f501

Attn: John Adams
Re: CP 13-032 ISA I s 240, 2!50 940, 9!50

I am requesting that the Planning Department, Planning
Commission and Medford City Council maintain the
current UR zoning. The areas that I am referring
to are section #200 and #900 to keep the exsisting
UR status. I live only about a block from this area.

Sincerely,

#W~( -/JfULlV 13~
Zv &Grace Bach
1943 Canyon Ave.
Medford, Or. 97!504



RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNINGDEPT.

February 7, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex Room 240
200 S. Ivy St.
Medford, Or. 97501

Attn: John Adams
Re: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 250 940, 950

I am requesting that the Planning Department, Planning
Commission and Medford City Council maintain the
current UR zoning. The areas that I am referring
to are section #250 and #950 to keep the exsisting
UR status. I live only about a block from this area.



RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNING DEPT.

February 7, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex Room 240
200 S. Ivy St.
Medford, Or. 97501

Attn: J'ohn Adams
Re: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 250 940, 950

I am requesting that the Planning Department, Planning
Commission and Medford City Council maintain the
current UR zoning. The areas that I am referring
to are section #250 and #950 to keep the exsisting
UR status. I live only about a block from this area.

Sincerely,



RECEIVED

. FEB 11 2014

PLANNINGDEPT.

February 7, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex Room 240
200 S . Ivy St.
Medford, Or. 97501

Attn: J'ohn Adams
Re: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 2fSO 940, 950

I am requesting that the Planning Department, Planning
Commission and Medford City Council maintain the
current UR zoning. The areas that I am referring
to are section #250 and #950 to keep the exsisting
UR status. I live only about a block from this area.

Sincerely,

~J«~ -
J J32 C~/vyt:/W At/·



RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNING DBP'r.

February 7, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex Room 240
200 S. Ivy St.
Medford, Or. 97!501

Attn: J'ohn Adams
Re: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 2!50 940, 9!50

I am requesting that the Planning Department, Planning
Commission and Medford City Council maintain the
current UR zoning. The areas that I am referring
to are section #250 and #9!50 to keep the exsisting
UR status. I live only about a block from this area.

Sincerely,

/.~ 1lJ/f-dN
I qif i ~IJ1Y O;J Av.e
Itl.e/fitl; ()! 97f() '!



January 10,2014

City ofMedford Planning Commission
c/o John Adam, City Planner
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNING DEPT.

RE: Objection to Rezoning Proposed for ISA 930 CP 13-032

Dear City Planning Commissioners,

We reside in Brookdale Meadows Subdivision which is directly north and west from ISA no.
930. Our subdivision began in the late 1980's. We purchased our home in this area because
ofthe quiet and friendly neighborhood, nearby recreation, low density and good schools.
Brookdale Meadows and all the land around it was and continues to be zoned UR and PS, a
fact that we relied on when purchasing our home.

Based on our understanding the proposed rezoning has the following objectionable
components:

MFR 15 Zoning: The two areas on the north side of ISA no. 930 and adjacent to Brookdale
Meadows is proposed to have two parcels ofmultifamily zoning. One is 20 acres and the
other 28 acres. Our area has developed over decades as a quiet, single family neighborhood.
To disrupt this neighborhood by surrounding it with a large, higher density development is
not fair to the residents who invested millions in their single family properties.

Commercial Zoning: The southwest comer ofISA no. 930 is proposed to have 13 acres of
commercial zoning. This will add to the disruption and congestion of the single family
neighborhoods that have developed over the decades. To disrupt these neighborhoods by
creating a large commercial development right in the middle is not fair to the residents who
invested millions in their single family properties.

Traffic: The rezoning contemplated in ISA no. 930 will add 1,125 homes in an area of75
acres. Adding this many homes in a small area will add approximately 2,000 vehicles on the

r
few streets surrounding in this area. The proposed higher density development ofthese
parcels will have a negative impact on everyone passing through the area including those of
us who live here.

Noise: Roads within Brookdale Meadows and Pierce Road are not heavily traveled and have
no significant commercial traffic. Adding a large commercial development and/or an
expansive multifamily development will cause disturbing levels of noise including noise
from delivery trucks and increased traffic, from early morning to late at night. All ofthe
Brookdale Meadows neighborhood will suffer this noise.



City ofMedford Planning Commission
January 10,2014
Page 2

Utilities: As noted on page 5 ofthe Internal Study Area Guidebook, water and sewer
capacity in this area was sized for SFR development and will not support increased densities
without expensive, disruptive and unnecessary upgrades.

Available Alternatives: There is available land nearby that is either already zoned for
multifamily or more suitable for multifamily development than these parcels.

,.
Current Property Values: The neighborhoods in the area ofISA no. 930 have benefited
from above average investment and consequent tax assessment. It is not realistic to expect
future residents to pay prices commensurate with the investment in these homes with large
and intrusive residential and commercial development across the street. Allowing a large
multi-family or commercial development adjacent to large lot single-family is not compatible
with the existing use and will lower property values ofexisting residents.

We ask the Planning Commission to deny this request for medium density housing and
commercial development in a low density urban residential neighborhood.

Thank you for considering our concerns.

Sincerely,

At-~~U;~n­
~~~
Wf/v ~M~/i.., !Jv/

»e. ~/Gy



RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
i?LANNING DEPT.

2/10/14

City of Medford Planning Department;

Comments on Zone changes for the EastSide Neighborhood.

I oppose the 940 and 950 and other changes for the following reasons;

1870 St Clair St

Medford 97504

This would cause irritating traffic problems on McAndrews with the added on/off entering of cars on this

very busy street.

What is the need for CM in this area? What is the overall need in Medford for more commercial

property?

Are there carrying capacity study results to show how many people Medford can accommodate and

how much commercial land would then be needed? If so how much reserved land is being saved for

future commercial needs? All commercial property should be for environmentally sustainable

economic developmentl If the commerce and its products are not sustainable we don't need it.
. .,

Proposal to remove existing houses for high density housing.

Does Medford have a caring capacity study to see how many people can live here in a sustainable high

quality fashion? Is the proposed high density housing going to reduce our quality of life as normally

happens with high density housing?

Is there any land being reserved for future housing as illustrated by your(if you have one) carrying

capacity study for a sustainable high quality of life?

Anything less than a sustainable high quality of life is unacceptable for me and my grandchildren I

What evidence is provided to show what our maximum population should be in order to support a

sustainable high quality of life? Do we have the local resources to support this population?

Any activity that would increase the density and associated decrease in the quality of life should be

shelved until the activity is justified by a study to determine the maximum population for a sustainable

high quality of life. Do we already have a long of people such that our quality of life is deteriorating?

Retain the current SFR-4 Zoning until the above questions are answered .



February 9, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Attn: John Adam, AICP
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, Or. 97501

Re: GLUP amendment; file CP13-032, ParcellSA 930

RECEIVED

FEB11 2014
PLANNINGDEPT.

We are most concerned with the proposed zoning changes of Dunbar Farms from single family dwellings
to multi-family dwellings up to 15 units per acre and to commercial development. We want to voice
strong opposition to these proposed changes. Living on Brookdale Avenue for the past 12 years, we
have seen a dramatic increase in traffic flow since the opening of McAndrews Road to Hillcrest Road.
The proposed changes in zoning of Dunbar Farms would, in our opinion, not only significantly increase
traffic usage even further in a neighborhood not designed to support such traffic but would impact
travel patterns on relative narrow roads like Pierce Road and Spring Street to a point of unsustainability.
In addition, the potential explosion in population to this area would require the development of
additional school(s) to support the influx of children residing in multifamily housing developments (Lone
Pine School appears to be operating at capacity even now). While we realize that the Medford School
District would be charged with the responsibility of providing classroom space for any increase in
population, we in effect are the Medford School District, and the costs will be shared by all of us. The
quality of life currently being experienced by those in neighborhoods near Dunbar Farms would be
negatively impacted in a severe manner by such a rezoning.

While we are grateful for to the Carpenter family for suggesting an alternative to the proposed zoning
changes currently being considered by the Planning Department, we remain concerned about the
rezoning for commercial and any remaining multifamily developments that are included in that plan.

Pleaseweigh all of these potential consequences clearly and carefully before rezoning parcel (SA 930.
Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

;f;!~
Ra h Burrelle
1132 Brookdale Avenue
Medford, Or. 97504



Dear Planning Commission

RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNING DEPT.

I am writing with regard to the General land Use Plan (GlUP) amendment; file CP13-

032, ParcellSA 930. My concerns are great and varied but in short, converting the

Dunbar Farms land from single family (SFR) to multi-family up to 15 units per acre and

commercial will irreparably harm our neighborhood and small community.

I oppose this proposal on the grounds that our neighborhood cannot accommodate the

increased traffic, it will impact the safety of our children in the neighborhood, it will put

an unnecessary strain on our small neighborhood school (that is already bursting at the

seams) and will negatively impact our property values and quality of life.

I thank the Carpenter family for their interest and willingness to develop their own

alternative. I, along with my neighbors, support this alternative with the exception of

CM1 and the UM1, both on the north end of the Dunbar Farms land along East

McAndrews. We have plenty of commercial offerings in the area and another

neighborhood market is seen by the inhabitants of this neighborhood as a negative as it

will bring increased traffic, smoking, a loitering spot in the middle of a residential area

and overall negative behavior we would rather keep out of our neighborhood if

possible. Multi-family units being dropped into high value areas is not a solution to

housing issueseither. Social integration has no proof of being an effective tool and we

feel this is the motive of some in this case.

Thank you so much for reading my letter and considering our neighborhood's concerns.

We understand your job is a difficult one and balancing everyone's needs is no easy

task. Our neighborhood is a very special place to live to us and our neighbors and we

feel the proposed additions are a detriment to everything we hold dear about this land.

Thank you again for your time,

2 0 Meadowcreek Dr. Medford, OR ~~~()<{

t 1 l



February 10,2014

City of Medford Planning Dept.
Attn : John Adam, AICP
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, Or. 97501

Re: General Land Use Plan Amendment
File CP13-032, Parcel ISA 930

Thank you for the opportunity to explain our views on this matter.

RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNINGDEPT.

As a way of background, before purchasing our home on Greenridge Drive, we noticed
the barricade on the east end of the street. That told us that someday Greenridge Drive
would be extended. We looked up the land use plan and noticed it was single family low
density and was comfortable with relying on the zoning in place.

We are familiar with the various classifications of streets and realized that Greenridge
Drive was built to single family residential standards. Since the properties along
Greenridge are built out with single family homes, the street cannot be upgraded or
improved to handle other types ofdevelopment. Consequently, it would not be
appropriate to up-zone property and funnel its traffic onto Greenridge Drive.

When Brookdale Meadows subdivision was approved, the character of this neighborhood
was established, the street standards were set and the residents who have purchased
homes have a right to rely on these decisions. As newly developed property in the area
come to fruition , traffic from any higher density properties must flow out to a higher
classification roadway system.

Our economic recovery is fragile. In the past six years, Brookdale Meadows properties
decreased in value from forty to sixty percent. We have recovered only part ofthat
decrease and any negative impact could upset our slow and fragile recovery. Brookdale
Meadows properties have slightly decreased in the last sixty days according to Zillow and
Homes.com exposing the fragile nature of our real estate recovery. We believe funneling
multifamily and/or commercial traffic onto Greenridge Drive will negatively impact our
property values. With the recession, the only investment most people can make is their
home and it needs to be protected as much as possible.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak.

Sin~iJY1AA L.d £..~
Dag:r;(r~
David Sturdevant
2460 Greenridge Dr.
Medford, Or. 97504



RECEIVED

FEB 112014
PLANNING DEPT.

February 5, 2014

City Of Medford Planning Department

Attn: Mr. John Adam, AICP

200 South Ivy Street

Medford, OR 97501

Re: Parcel ISA 930

Mr. Adam:

I am writing this letter to be on record of opposing the proposed zoning change to Dunbar Farms, ISA

930. Our property at 1071 Castlewood Drive shares a property line with the farm so of course we are

concerned with the proposed, higher density zoning changes. We moved here from Jacksonville in

August, 2011, and chose this area for its quality of homes and quiet surroundings.

I attended the January 23rd meeting and was very pleased to see the number in attendance and heard

some good arguments against the proposed changes. I will not repeat the points brought up at the

meeting, but urge the planning members to consider other areas of vacant land available within the city

limits that would better be suited for higher density development. The mixing of higher density and

commercial zoning with single family zoning does not help property values in most cases and requires a

lot more thought into the planning for traffic flow and city services.

The Carpenter family, by hiring their own planning expert and offering an alternative zoning change

plan, has shown their concern about disturbing the Brookdale Meadows development and I thank them

for their efforts. Their plan would minimize the impact to our neighborhood and would keep the zoning

consistent with the surrounding area. With the exception of the development on E. Mc Andrews Road,

I feel I could support their proposal and hope the planners can see the benefits of relocating the

commercial zoning to N. Phoenix/Foothill Rd area.

Thank you for time and I hope you will consider the concerns brought to you by our neighborhood when

you make your final decisions on zoning changes to our area.

Sincerely,

/~W~
Steve Wittenbrock

\ ~ 9



February 10, 2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
200 S. Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Regarding: Suggested Zone Change on ISA #240

Dear Planning Commission Members:

RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNINGDEPT.

It has been said, "Don't fall in love with the house, fall in love with the
neighborhood". And we have, so many of us, we who live in the Northeast corner
of Medford, between East McAndrews and Owen, Springbrook and Foothills. Real
Estate Sellers list the properties as "highly coveted", and "very popular". And
there is a reason for this. The neighborhoods are settled by respectable middle
class families who place value on clean well maintained homes and grounds, and
courteously respect their neighbors' rights and boundaries. Most homes are
owner occupied. We nurture, build, grow and care.

Multi-family homes, (Townhouses, Duplexes, Apartment complexes), on the other
hand, are generally rental units that attract a transient population. That
population has very little investiture in their neighborhood past their last month's
rent and cleaning deposit. If they are unhappy with any aspect of their
surroundings, they can easily go someplace else. This freedom eases their level of
responsibility and commitment to the neighborhood and to each other. This
leads to a lack of care, a slow deterioration of property, apathy or disregard for
neighbors, an absence of trust, and all too often, unwanted criminal activity.

To place a multi-family rental development in the midst of an established, well­
loved single family community penalizes and undermines the devotion of those
who have come before, and have worked diligently to create a place of comfort,
safety and beauty.

There is one ISA under consideration for higher density zone change in the above
listed boundaries. This is ISA #240. I respectfully request that you remove this ISA
from your proposed list. When this property is developed as single family



dwellings, it will be a welcome addition to our community, a perfect fit you might
say. As indicated in your Staff Report Number 1, page 7, table 2.5 (Housing Land
Need), there is a future need of this type of home also, and I humbly submit,
place them here. (16 acres of the 465 needed.)

Other locations seem better suited for UM development. ISA's #250, #730, and
#950 in the north half of town, and ISA's #630, #640 and #670 (plus nearby
commercial development) in the south. (163 acres, far in excess of the 39 acres
required.)

Thank you for your time and consideration of my request. I realize your job is
very complicated and difficult, and you are trying to do what is right to serve the
greatest good with future development choices.

Sincerely,

Debra A. Bartels
1938 Canyon Avenue
Medford OR 97504-2129



City of Medford Planning Dept.
Lausmann Annex--Room 240
200 So. Ivy Street
Medford, Oregon 97501

ATTN: John Adam

RE: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 250, 940 &950

h~CEIVED

FEB 11 2014
pLANNING DEPT.

It has been brought to our attention that the City of Medford is
proposing Zone Changes from SFR-4 to MFR-15. Unfortunately
this is happening without notifying anyone in the city except act­
ual property owners and others within 200 feet. This is BIZARRE!

We oppose STRONGLY for some of the following reasons;
1. Increased traffic
2. Upgrade of public streets
3. Overcrowded schools
4. Upgrade & enlarge schools
5. Upgrade sewer and water systems
6. Increase in crime
7. DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY VALVES

Area 240 alone (16 acres) approximately 240 apartments, Area
950 (11 acres) approximately 165 apartments. 4 blocks from my
house

We do not wish to have High Density Housing in our neighborhood.
It would impact our neihborhood negatively with significant envir­
onmental and social consequences as aforementioned in items 1 thru
7.

.~~ I\.O.~
William and Ros~hueller
1858 Filmore Dr
Medford, Or. 97504
(541) 776 2709



RECEIVED

FEB11 2014
l~ ...ANNING DEPT.

February 8, 2014

City of Medford Planning Dept.
Lausmann Annex-Room 240
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, OR97501

Attn: John Adams

This letter is in reference to the proposed zoning change of ISA#240 ofthe GlUP.

Proposed zoning changes-URto UM-to the ISA's north of Jackson Street include approximately
162 acres; ISA#240 makes up roughly 10% of the total acreage. Of the ISA's impacted by the
proposed URto UM zoning changes, #240 is the only one fully surrounded on four sides by long
established single family home neighborhoods.

While the city of Medford must plan for future growth, I fail to see how the presumed acreage
needed requires the rezoning of a parcel like #240. The surface streets that access north, east,
and west sides of the parcel are not designed for high traffic or public transit buses. The main
access would presumably be south on to Lone Pine, a street heavily used by children from Lone
Pine Elementary and North Medford High Schools.

The adverse impacts to the (SA #240, reduction in property values of homes on all four sides of
the parcel, traffic patterns, and loss of goodwill to the city, is a high price to pay for a UM
zoning on ISA#240. I urge the Planning Department and Medford City Council to remove ISA
#240 from the proposed rezoning.

Sincerely

77~a,-~&~ .
Mark Eikenberry 7
1883 Canyon Ave
Medford, OR 97504



To City of Medford Planning Department and Medford City Council, 1/22/14

We are responding to the notification dated December 20, 2013 regarding a reclassification of areas 856

proposal of re-developable acres in our neighborhood near Springbrook and Owen Drive and nearby

"vacant" properties!

We absolutely do not want these areas used for HUD housing because of the following reasons.......

(a) When we purchased our home in this neighborhood over 5 years ago we were told by the builder

that the neighboring areas were all zoned for single family dwellings. Not multiple family dwellingsI If I

had known we were going to have HUD housing nearby I would have NOT have purchased my property!

(b) The newly built HUD housing presently in our neighborhood has a smoking area offsite. Throughout

the day smokers are standing on the corner puffing away with small children wandering next to the

main street. I haven't examined the corner area but wonder about cigarette butts on the ground! I also

have the thought that if they can afford cigarettes then why do they get our tax dollars to help

subsidizes theirs monthly rental fees!

(c) The concern of increased crime threatens us statistically with lower income and the crime rate has

gone up in our area

(d) The already "upside downside" (financial speaking) house we purchased is most likely and

potentially going to be even more upside because of the resale value with HUD housing nearby!

(e) This will overwhelm the existing sewer and utility system in our area

(f) The increased traffic congest ion will be a threat to our families and pets. The new HUD housing has

already created much more traffic zooming thru the side streets with younger drivers not paying

attention.

(g) The construction will be potentially be non-stop for years through our neighborhood of mud, dust,

noise, ground pummeling and unsightly garbage onsite

(h) Danger to children playing on the sites after hours

We agree that progress has to happen but why right next to and near single family dwelling homes?

There has got to be other areas in Medford where HUD housing would fit in! Where I live if the changes

made are approved and occur we will live in a box with tall buildings completely surrounding us! How

depressing to look from every angle from my home and have tall buildings obscuring any view I have!

RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNINGDEPT.

/

\~'J



•



City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
200 S Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Attn: John Adam

Re: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

To Whom It Concerns:

3225 Lone Pine Road
Medford, OR 97504
February 11, 2014

RECEIVED
FEB 11 2014

Planning Dept.

We received a flyer at our door this morning. We were amazed that the City thinks so
little of us that they do not notify us about a neighborhood change that could be
devastating. The Planning staff should recommend a change.

Regarding ISA # 240 on Lone Pine Road, we urge you to maintain the SFR-4 Zoning.
This lot is presently surrounded on all sides by detached single family dwellings. The
proposed MFR-15 does not fit. Plus, a big negative impact is traffic. Lone Pine,
Roberts, and the eastern access point cannot handle the added volume of traffic from
200+ units without negative impact to the existing residential properties.

By contrast the ISA #940, at the SE corner of East McAndrews and Springbrook, has
immediate access to major streets. Plus, there are apartments located immediately to
the west (I think that they are apartments, maybe condos). Also, there is a high density
complex, within eye sight, located off Spring Street.

Likewise, ISA #930 is located on major roads - East McAndrews and Foothill .

These make sense for medium density residential, not a "land-locked" parcel.

Thank you, in advance, for considering our concerns.

Respectfully,

George Fribance Connie Fribance



RECEIVED
FEB 11 2014

Planning Dept.

February 10,2014

City ofMedford Planning Dept.
City Hall, Lausmann Annex, Room 240
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, Oregon 97501

Re: File No. CP 13-032
Wilkshire Terrace,
ISA240

Attn: John Adam

Attached is an l l-page petition signed by 148 people who oppose rezoning of Wilkshire
Terrace., an open field north of Lone Pine, located at the terminus of Wilkshire, Roberts,
Canyon and Voss. The petitioners live on streets surrounding the open field.

Signatures were collected between January 25,2014 and February 9,2014 by:

Charlene Beaty
2902 Fredrick Dr.
Medford, OR 97504
541-778-1963

Betty Ellison
2851 Fredrick Dr.
Medford, OR 97504
541-779-2187
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please re tai n a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surroundi ng Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-lS. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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PETITION TO CITY OF MEDFORD PLANNING DEPT.

We, the undersigned residents, oppose the proposed amendment to the
General Land Use Plan which would change the zoning of ISA 240
known as Wilkshire Terrace from SFR-4 to UM-15. Please retain a
zoning of SFR-4 which is compatible with the existing neighborhoods
surrounding Wilkshire Terrace.
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February 10,2014

City ofMedford Planning Dept.
City Hall, Lausmann Annex, Room 240
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, Oregon 97501

Re: File No. CP 13-032
ISA 240 (Wilkshire Terrace)

Commissioners:

RECEIVED
FEB 11 2014

Planning Dept.

Tuesday, February 11,2014 we submitted a petition signed by 148 residents who live on
streets surrounding Wilkshire Terrace. The petitioners strongly oppose rezoning
Wilkshire Terrace, designated as ISA 240 on the proposed amendment to the General
Land Use Plan. They wish to retain the current SFR-4 zoning.

In 2007 the Planning Commission made two decisions which supported SFR-4 zoning for
this area. When Tony Jelincich, the previous owner, applied for a PUD incorporating a
higher density in Wilkshire Terrace, the Planning Commission DENIED his application.

Later that same year, however, when Mr. Jelincich applied for a second PUD which did
comply with the SFR-4 zoning, the Planning Commission APPROVED that application.
In doing so it set a precedent supporting SFR-4 as the best use for Wilkshire Terrace.

We ask that you reaffirm those decisions. Our neighborhood is the same today as it was
in 2007. IfSFR-4 was appropriate in 2007, it should be appropriate today.

Please omit ISA 240 from the proposed amendments to the GLUP. Retain Wilkshire
Terrace's current SFR-4 zoning which is compatible with existing neighborhoods
that completely surround it.

Thank you.

~=~
2902 Fredrick Dr.
Medford, OR 97504

Betty Ellison
2851 Fredrick Dr.
Medford, OR 97505



February 10,2014

City of Medford Planning Dept.
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
200 S. Ivy Sf.
Medford, OR 97501

Attn: John Adam

RE: CP 13-032 ISA's 240, 250, 940 & 950

Dear Mr. Adam,

RECEIVED
FEB -·112014

Planning Dept.

I received today at my front door a notice regarding the Zone Changes proposed in my
neighborhood. I am 100% against these changes. It makes me sick to think you could possibly
consider changing these areas from SFR-4 to MFR-15. I have lived in my house for 21 years and
hope to live here until I die. I think this would ruin the neighborhood to have Townhouses,
Duplexes and Apts. built in these neighborhoods. Since I have lived here I have seen Veranda
Park go in which was supposed to be high end houses when it was originally brought up to the
neighborhood. I wasn't even notified about the little shopping center on Foothill and Lone Pine.
What a disaster that isso far. I'm amazed the few business' are even surviving. Now I have
some kind of medical facility opening soon I can see from my front window. Looking at the
map, why isn't that huge area from Cedar Links to Delta Waters being considered. A golf
course was there and now the land seems to just be sitting.

Please take my response regarding the above into consideration and think about how you
would feel if this were proposed in your neighborhood.

Thank you. (7.,. .. ~.c3~
Jan Bailey~ t:T'
1683 Edgevale Ave.
Medford, OR 97504





RexA. Holt
480 Charlotte Ann RD.

Medford, Oregon
97501

2/5/2014
Medford City Council &
Medford City Planning department
411 West 8th St.
Medford, Oregon
97501

Dear James E. Huber
Planning director:

RECEIVED

FEB 102014

PLANNING DEPT

15A 5"10

I received notice not long ago about proposed zoning changes for the road I
live on at the above address. The zoning change would allow for a higher
density of housing per acer that would make it possible to have town homes
and apartments, as many as 20 to 30 units per gross acer. I would like you to
know that I am fully supportive of such a zoning change to better use the land
within the city limits of Medford is in my view a smart idea.

Sincerely,

Rex A. Holt



February 5,2014

Pamela Dieterichs
2491 Greenfield Ct.
Medford, Or 97504

City of Medford, Planning Commission
200 South Ivy Street
Medford, OR 97501

Attention: John Adam

RE: General Land Use Plan amendment: file CP-13-032
Parcel ISA 930

Dear Members of the Planning Commission:

RECEIVED
FEB 1(} 2014

Planning Dept.

I am compelled to voice my concern for the proposed rezoning of ISA 930 by the City
Planning Department.

It appears there is little or no consideration for the increase of traffic on Pierce Road
which is not very wide as it is and there is no room to widen without encroaching on the
property that is already developed.

As I recall, it was about 2 months ago that I heard Lone Pine School was overcrowded
and a number of students already enrolled will have to change to other schools. ISA
930 would exacerbate the crowding when developed.

To extend Greenridge Dr. through a wetlands section seems environmentally disruptive.
It is home to deer, fox, raccoons, birds and other wildlife.

Rezoning even without building will affect the existing homes values and I don't
imagine our property taxes will be adjusted down. As always seems to be the case, we
get more taxes and nothing in return. This plan is sure to do just that.

The Commission should also consider the effect on law enforcement and fire services.
We have many commercial, as well as residential buildings sitting empty because
people cannot afford to do business in Medford or have lost their jobs as well as their
homes.



I am grateful that the Carpenters have given you an alternative to consider. If, in that
plan, CM-1 and IM-1 were removed, I would support it wholeheartedly. I would prefer
the Commission find another area of the city to comply with what you say is a state
mandate.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my concerns. I understand the difficulties of your
jobs.

~in5~reIY, A / DIJ \ .
~J~
Pamela D. Dieterichs



~onday,Februaryl0,2014

City of Medford Planning Department
Lausmann Annex - Room 240
200 S. Ivy St.
~edford, OR 97501

Attention: John Adam

Regarding the: GLUP Rezoning Proposal CP-13-032 (lSA's 240,250,940,950)

RECEIVED

FEB 11 2014
PLANNINGDEPT.

I find that our city's management team and elected council membership out of control.
People have moved to Medford because ofthe size ofthe city, because ofthe openness of
the city, because of the easy of moving around in Medford (traffic), because it isn't
Portland, because it isn't San Francisco, or San Jose or Los Angeles.

But yet, our government wants it to be those places. I seriously doubt that anyone in
Medford would think that we have enough water to whether drought, or sewer capacity for
expansion or police/firefighters for the increased population, we will have a new parking
structure for the new police/fire building that is almost next door to the county's parking
garage, nobody in the city had the skill to go into a cooperative effort with the county to
make the parking structure 50% bigger and save some $$$. We can't even the stop the
flow of crime that moves up and down 1-5.

But we do have more parking for Lithia, we will be paying for a new police/fire building,
we do have parks that go empty, we do have a library that can't be easily funded (I don't
believe that we can't even afford to heat the place or pay for the 24hr/day lighting)..

So, NO, I don't want to see high density re-zoning .. all for more tax $$$ and ultimately more
additions to our utility fees. Be honest, that all it's about. After all, you just add a few more
fees -- that easy - you don't even need to ask anyone what they think.

Isn't it time that someone in Medford understands what the citizens want .. from previous
City actions I guess not •• but you surely care about Lithia, Adroit Construction, Knife
River ..

A ~edford Citizen

~CA-~



February 9,2014

Medford Planning Commission

GLUP Amendment - Parcel #950

RECEIVED

FEB 102014
PLANNING DEPT

I am opposed to changing Parcel #950 from single family to multifamily because:

1. Donahue Frohnmayer Park is enjoyed by many for its scenic views. This view shed has

already been degraded by the Cherry Creek Project. Multistory buildings on the property to

the north and northwest of the park will create more of a wall around the park.

2. #950 contains a designated wetland which is the low point for the drainage in the park area.

This wetland appears to be unbuildable and the city planning process should be looking into

what would happen to the drainage system if this low point were filled.

3. The eastern part of #950 is very appropriate for single family homes.

4. Berkeley Way (if extended) and Honeysuckle Avenue do not meet to form a straight line

intersection. Any building on #950 would need to have access to McAndrews. What are the

plans?

5. With the Cherry Creek Project, building another high density project directly adjo ining

would dramatically change the character of the neighborhood. Parcel #940 is a short

distance away. Why so much high density so close together?

I am also opposed to extending the Urban Growth Boundary. Urban Growth Boundaries are not

extended because of demand for high density housing complexes. They are extended because of

demand for single family homes. Reducing the acreage available for single family home is just a means

to next asking for an extension of the Urban Growth Boundary.

Dennis H. Hill 1630 Spring Street, Medford




