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June 7, 2020 

Planning Division, City of Ashland 

20 East Main Street 

51 Winburn Way 

Ashland, OR 97520 

 

Dear City of Ashland: 

I represent the Young Family Trust. The Young Family Trust owns Tax Lots 1100, 1200 & 1300 

in Township 39 Range 1E, Section 04A; the street address is 475 East Nevada Street.  There is 

currently an approved Planning Action 2017-02129 in place for development of this property 

into a 20 lot, 23-unit subdivision, with associated proposed Comprehensive Plan designation 

changes.  The planned development is consistent with the goals of the City of Ashland and 

Oregon land use law, and will benefit the City of Ashland.  It will provide additional housing for 

the City’s residents, and will include low income housing.  The purpose of this letter is to request 

a formal interpretation pursuant to Ashland Municipal Code § 18.1.5.020 et seq., of the Urban 

Growth Boundary (UGB) line along these three tax lots. 

There is currently a question as to the location of the UGB along the north side of these three tax 

lots.  The City has previously taken the position that the UGB follows the City limits boundary, 

which is approximately 100 feet south of the northern most property line of each lot.  This 

position appears to be based on a visual interpretation of a thick marker line on the latest 

Comprehensive Plan map, and a GIS map adopted by City Council.  It is our understanding that 

this position is also inconsistent with previous maps and agreements as jointly adopted and 

agreed to by Jackson County and the City, such as the Ashland/Jackson County Urban Growth 

Boundary Agreement dated May 20, 1982.  See Attachment 1, Ashland/Jackson County Urban 

Growth Boundary Agreement.  See also, Attachment 2, Excerpt from 1982 Comprehensive Plan; 

Chapter 12: Urbanization (Comprehensive Plan Map Pg. 9), adopted November 2, 1982, ORD 

2227.  It is also inconsistent with the Jackson County Planning Office’s interpretation in 

December 2018.  See Attachment 3, Pre-application Conference Request, Katherine Mae 

Subdivision at p. 2. See also Attachment 4, 1982 map received from Jackson County.  And 

finally, maps based on GIS mapping and not physical surveys, such as the one adopted by the 

City of Ashland, are necessarily imprecise by virtue of the imprecise method in which they are 

created, as opposed to maps from actual surveys which can and did serve as the legal basis of the 

1982 agreement between Jackson County and Ashland.  For these reasons the exact location of 

the UGB with respect to these properties is unclear.   

In addition, the City’s position would result in that land being subject to County jurisdiction, and 

we understand a Goal 14 Exception is not feasible. (ORS-660-004-040 Application of Goal 14 to 

Rural Residential Areas).  If, on the other hand, that land is within the UGB then the property 
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could be annexed, brought into the development and provide additional housing for the City of 

Ashland and its citizens.  

Accordingly, pursuant to Ashland Municipal Code § 18.1.5.020 et seq., we request a formal 

interpretation of the exact location of the City of Ashland Urban Growth Boundary 

[Comprehensive Plan, Chapter 12; Urbanization: Adopted November 2, 1982. ORD 2227] along 

Tax Lots 1100, 1200 & 1300 in Township 39 Range 1E, Section 04A, and to determine whether 

the adopted line from the aforementioned map has a width of along the adopted city limits 

boundary, which would be the south edge of mapped line, or along the north property line 

boundary of the subject property, which would be the north edge of mapped line.   

Again, we believe the map from with the 1982 boundary agreement with the County is the 

accurate map and is not based on GIS interpretation which is generally not a precise form of 

map.  Please contact me if you have any questions.  In the meantime, we look forward to the 

City’s formal interpretation. 

Best regards, 

 

 

Brent H. Hall 

Attachments: 

Attachment 1: Ashland/Jackson County Urban Growth Boundary Agreement.  

Attachment 2: 1982 Comprehensive Plan Chapter 12: Urbanization (Comprehensive Plan Map p. 

9). Adopted November 2, 1982. ORD 2227 

Attachment 3:  Pre-Application Conference Request, Katherine Mae Subdivision 

Attachment 4:  1982 Map received from Jackson County  

cc: Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development 

 Amy Gunter, Rogue Planning and Development Services 

 Client 


