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Metro Plan 
Chapter IV Amendments 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This work session is to provide an overview of proposed amendments to the Metro Plan in advance of a scheduled public hearing before the joint elected officials on this topic on Nov 4.

This proposed Metro Plan amendment is in many ways a necessary step to implement House Bill 3337.  You may recall that bill directs the cities of Springfield and Eugene to create separate UGBs and their own buildable lands inventories for housing.

The Metro Plan currently works under the assumption that Eugene and Springfield share an urban growth boundary and a buildable land supply.  So these amendments are geared at recognizing the new and future reality of more localized planning and decision making.





• Overview of Metro Plan History & Purpose 
• Past & Current Conditions & Context 
• Proposed Amendments 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
We will provide an explanation of the specific proposal, but first some grounding in the history and purpose of the Metro Plan and the conditions that shape it.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
The current metro plan was adopted and acknowledged by the state in the early 1980s, and has undergone two major updates since that time. Periodic review.

The Metro plan is the basic guiding land use policy document for the entire metropolitan area, and provides broad policy direction and a blueprint for how we want to develop the metro area. – land allocation, natural resource protection, public facilities, transportation, etc.  On a practical, day to day basis, we use it as a broad policy document to guide local decision making around zoning and code requirements. 


 



Future of the Metro Plan: 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
All jurisdictions in Oregon are required to have comprehensive land use plans. The Metro Plan currently serves that function for Eugene and Springfield. However, as a result of HB 3337 and with the future adoption of Envision Eugene and Springfield 2030, each city will be developing their own local comprehensive plans.  

This transition of shifting the regulatory function of the Metro Plan into the local comprehensive plans will most likely take several years. It does beg the question, what is the future of the Metro Plan.

With funding from the Sustainable Cities Grant from HUD, a staff team of representatives from Eugene, Springfield, Lane County, LCOG, and LTD are discussing what the future plan might look like, and we’ll be discussing those options with elected officials in coming months.





Regional Planning: 
 

• Long history of regional planning 
• State requirements 
• Mutual benefit/ coordination 

 
 
 

 

METRO PLAN 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We know Regional Planning isn’t going away

Our area has a long history of regional planning, beginning with a 1958 plan that covered the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area (at that time included Junction City and Coburg).  In 1972, the Eugene-Springfield Metro Area 1990 General Plan was adopted – precursor to current metro Plan, and before SB 100 and the creation of the current statewide planning system. 

Required: Regional Transportation System Planning, 
	Public Service and Facility Planning
Mutually beneficial:  Regional Economic Prosperity
	Emergency preparedness
	Regional parks, open space and environmental conditions

With that foreshadowing of things to come, want to get back to the proposal at hand…






Chapter IV: 
• Provides a review and approval process for 

amendments to the Metro Plan. The applicable 
process depends upon the nature and location of the 
proposed amendment.   

 
 

METRO PLAN 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
On to the proposal at hand….

Chapter IV outlines the process for inter-jurisdictional decision making.  Specifically it describes the process for amending the metro plan based on the nature and location of the amendment





Jurisdictional Decision Making Authority 

Inside City Limits 
Between City Limits and UGB 
Between UGB and Metro Plan Boundary 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
boundaries of jurisdictional authority:
Light yellow= land inside Eugene/Springfield City limits
Yellow/orange= land inside the UGB but not yet annexed 
Green= land inside the Metro Plan boundary, but outside the UGB

Recent changes of signficance:
The Metro Plan boundary has recently been modified on the Springfield side to make it coterminus with their UGB.
Springfield UGB/ Eugene UGB, (consistent with mandate of HB 3337)





Chapter IV Amendments: 
• Initiated by Springfield City Council in recognition of 

HB 3337: 
– Separate urban growth boundaries 
– Separate land inventories 
– Separate local comprehensive plans 
– Desire for local autonomy 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
In recognition of several related factors:

Decision making relationship with Lane County is not impacted.  We will continue to share the same decision making authority we currently have with Lane County in the areas between Eugene’s city limits and the Metro Plan Boundary.  

The primary shift in processes and decision making is between Eugene and Springfield and is intended to align decision making authority with the new reality of separate UGBs for Eugene and Springfield





Chapter IV Amendments: 
• Amendment Type/ Process 

– UGB and Boundary Amendment Process 
• Regional Impact 
• Conflict Resolution 

METRO PLAN 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Alissa…..

These amendments will do 3 things:
Clarify how future amendments will occur
Eliminate Regional Impact provision
Amend conflict resolution process

In doing so, staff has also:
Revised outdated and confusing procedures



Jurisdictional Decision Making Authority 

Inside City Limits 
Between City Limits and UGB 
Between UGB and Metro Plan Boundary 

Presenter
Presentation Notes

Type 1: Current/ Proposed/ Example
Type 2: Current/ Proposed/ Example
Type 3: Current/ Proposed/ Example

Jurisdictional Autonomy
Conflict Resolution



Planning Commission Recommendation:
  • All 3 Jurisdictions voted to approve 

amendments with some modifications 
 

– Minor text clarifications 
• Align type of amendment with number of participating 

jurisdictions 

– Provide notice to other governing bodies 
– Timeline for processing amendments 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Specific recommendations are included as attachment C.

Many of the recommendations are being incorporated into the draft text amendments and a revised version will be provided to you prior to the joint public hearing.



Next Steps: 

• Nov. 4:  Joint Elected Official Public Hearing  
• Nov. 18: Deliberations and possible action 

METRO PLAN 
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