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inproved or Jorelons o onon
ation is wegunshe R Grazrly
anc grady | devel v t oI pro-
motional cnaracher.

(c} 2n area described as a public healih hazard as
dafined in QRS 222.259 {(2) to bz a danger to
public nault% and dzoclared to bz such an arsa in °
accordance with the provisions of O35 222,880,
222,870, 222.875 and 222.880.

3. - SIZE OF 2NNEXRZRTIONS: The City prefers to considar
large~area annexaticns. Th2 annexation of a small, single-lot
or parcel is usually of gusstionable value to the propsrhy owner,
and results in adminis tive, engine2ring and financial nrob-
lems for the City. Therefore, such small-arze annexations shall
e discouraged. Small-arsa annaxs LlQ“" will, neaverthelzss, be
considered and approved where special circumstznces warrant. -
Such circumstaznees would include:

(a} Where it is in tha besst interest of zhe punlic accord-

ing to the criteria set forth in Items No. 5 ang 10.

() Where the annexation of the small arsa facilitates
the desireable annexation of a largsry arca.

{c) VWhere such annexation would assist in carryving out
growth and development as indicated in the Comore-
hansive Plan.

(a) In other spacific circumsitancss whera private neces-
sity or public intarests must be szrvad,

4. CITY'S PARTICIPATION IN ANMNEXATION PROPOSALS: In
addition to the residents of an area 1n1t1a;1.; and promoting an
annexation proposal, the City will from time to time review its
boundaries and propose changes where existing development, service
agreemants or health hazards exist that would, in the City's
judgment best be containad within the City, and the full range
oI urban services made avallable to such areas. The Citv shzall
coowerate by meeting with the residsnts of the arsa, and fur-
nishing documents, forms, and necessary infornmation to wnrocszss
the proposed annsxation. In the formulation of any annexzaiion
prozosal, the Clty shall be consulted in order to establish
reasonable boundaries.

5. ANHEXATIONS SHALL BE IN THE BEST INTZRESTS OF THE
EUTIRE CITY. EBach annexation should bhe advantagacous £o :he
Citv as a whole, and should not have an adverss impact op the
:itlzeﬂs 0of Prineville, either financially, or in relation to
the livability of the City or particular neighhorhoods. Gan-
arally it is desirable for the City to annex an area if ths

annexatlion provides:

{(a} A n=scessary control for development Zorm and
standards of an area adjacent to the City, or

Page 2 of 6 pages




i
s
{4
Vot

@
-

O

L

s

i
(o)
.

or

- ~ - " . " .. . I e -
fd)  Neszded routes for utility and transvortation networks.
9. UL ARNERATIONS SHALL BE IN CONPORMANCE WITH THE CO-
ENSIVE PLAN.,  The Conmprehensive Plan provides for the future
th ¢f Prineville. Annexations are a major mcans of imple-
ing ths Conmprehensive Plan, and therefore esach annexation
11¢ be in agresment with the plan, hhen annexing areas are
nown o in the (ompreshensive Plan as developing to lower than
urban densities, it shall be (itv policy to pr3"1de services
that will =zllow {for develepment as dzsignated in the Plan. This
will enzble the City to provide nzeded services to suburban
2reas wita2ut unnecessarily committing them to urban density
ZTovEn nattarns.

7. FACTUAS FOR LONSIDERATION OF ANNEXATION PROPOSALS:

In addition to the aanexation impact analvsis reqguired in Iten
0. 8, the considerations and approval of annexation proposals
1} te bazsed con the following factors:

ra; Demonstrated nsz2d to acconnodate long-range urban
sepulation growth requlirenents consistent with
state =nd City goals,

)] we2d for nousing, emplovment opportunities, and
livability

{c) Orderly and economnic provision for public Ffacilicies
znd services;

rd)  Maximum efficiency of land use within and on the
fringe of the existing urban area;

{e) Environmental, energy, economic, and social
COn38CUEnNCes,

{f) Aetentlion of agricultural land as dezfined, with
Class I being the highest priority for retention,
anc Class VI the lovest priority; and

tgl  Compatibilizv of the proposed uses with existing
znd future sdioining land use.

{ni XNo annexation shall be approved which vould over-
purden the design capabilities of existing service
tacilities =zt full developmesnt of the area.

{1} DJue rvegard shall be given to existin
wvice Or luusrovenent dzszricts in an
Tor annernziion.
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(o)

{p)

vacant land and land primarily sulted for oo on
space may be considered for annexstion o mole
eff=c  vely control and shape th Sevelospment atiorn

qv*ntity and cuality 07

Nt Apon suffilcient rave
rable and vessuic ;

ax ‘uunp'\l ted 2

be cconomicalls

riod of time, tha (City

eyential for that a

Upon annexation, service charges and fees by the

Fl v within newly ann c\ed territories shall besconme

uniforn hwtn-those levied within the previously con-
wever, property in special service
distvicts annexed te the City will

L subjiect to taxes leovied for the pur-

nose of paving off bonded indebtedrness of said

district

Nonconfirming uses of propervty in annexed arszas 1ill

be continusd in the City according to the provisions

of the City Zoning Ordinance pertaining to noncon-

Forming uses.

When the City detersines that newly annexed lz2nd

is primarily suited for open s$pace use, the prop-

erty owners will be 2ncouraged te have the land

classiii=ad and assessed for Oopoen space use &s

providzad in GRS 308. 740, 215,203, 303 345, and

508,395,

Only arsas that arve within th
i ] ered for anne:

,:
o

\nnexation proposals involving a resulctant signi-
ficant land use change shall be evaluated by guide-
lines set forvth by the Comprehensive Plen and the
anplicable State Planning Goals and Guidelines

Onlv ava2as contlaguous to the ity will be consiceved
Tovr annexation.

LANNING COMMISSION AND CITY COUNCIL TO BE
CATION THPAUT ANALYSIS PRIOR 79 TAKING AC

re that the Rlannlng Commission and the (it
o a*Lloﬂ upon a proposal for annexation, ar
5 te -
T

1

-3

ntilal impacts of tne annaxation
rritory 1rowosed to be annexed, it
ty that both bodies be provided
;

A

e
O'f tz.... Ci

tzining the following informetion:

v
1\515 con

zment of municipal service noeds,

1 of
errltory to be annexed, including tho

T oany
se Df
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police and [ire protecction, public scover and vater
suppl facilities, streel 1Aprovedont o construce
tion r both, and such other mi cipal services
that ay reasonably be required.

(D) A statement of the projected costs of supplying
reasonably needed munigipal servicges to the territory
proposed to be annexed.

statement of the additional revenues, if anv,
vailable to the City as a 1esu1 of the snnexation.

(d) A statement of the forsceable impact of the pro-
posed annexation upon property outside the city
limits, and contiguous to the property included
within the proposed annexation.

(e} A statement analyzing the 1lmpact of the a“ne\atlon
on the growth, developmoﬂt, and future of the City,
recognizing that even small-area annexations in-
volve implicit policy decislons concerning long-
range development and ultimate Impacts.

(f) If the City will incur any unusual or excessive
cost as a result of an annexation, this information
shall be presented to the City Council during its
deliberation and evaluation of the proposed annexation.

9. INITIATION AND APPROVAL OF ANNEXATION PROPCSALS:
npnexations to the Cliy of Prinevilie may be iniltiated by resi-
ents of the urban areas outside the c¢ity limits, or by the City
Prineville. LExcept fTor triple majority proposals, health
zard propesals and proposals involving enclaves, the power
final determination as to whether an area shall be annexed
ts with the voters of the areca or with the voters of the
should the City Council object to a proposed annexation
efer 1t to the voters.
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10.  FILING REQUIREMENTS FOR ANNEXATION PROPOSALS OF DEVELODP-
HEATAL OR PROMOTIONAL AREAS AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM NO. 2A: In the
cnze of an annexation proposal involving a developmental or
sromoational area, the applicant({s) shall, in addition to the
sanexation petition, provide the following:

(a) Preliminary plans and specifications, drawn to
scale, showing the actual shape and dimensions
of the property to be annexed, and existing and
proposcd land uses, residential densities, etc...

(b) Vicinity map, drawn to scale, showing the proposed
annexation area in relation to the City and adjoining
properties, and the adjoining land uses and record
cwnerships.,

(c} Statcment of prﬁbof that:

(1) The annexation is in c enformance with the Com-
prehensive Plan, and the factors stated in ORS 215.

Page 5 of 6 pages



Lo onood for stwd sananga-
propuscd usae
Wwill bo best seruvad by dannosinge

of propeoriy In guestion as comps
avallaoble fTor ths sane iatendc! uso.

In o nelghborhood ov crror in the

. ¥ -t : ~ - o T
voTepncial inpucy upon the city und area; the
the Impoct, the greater the deurse ol justifi-

loatlon as to why 1t s nocessary to intro-
to tag city not previously contemplaced
2 {

fdr o Filing Fee: ALl annexation proposals for develop-
mental or prouwetional areas shall be accompanied
Dvoa [iling fee in the amount of $ 200, P0  to
nelp defray the City's cost of processing.

Approved by the Mayor this z;@z’“’ day of October, 1975,
A
Adopted by the City Council this 2§ day of QOctober, 1975.

(. fos.,

Dr. Riley AMlen, Mayor




