
November 25, 2024 Meeting 

EUGENE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
November 25, 2024

7:30 p.m.  CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
City Council meetings are held in a hybrid format using in person and virtual meeting 
technology. Information about online or other options for access and participation will 
be available at https://www.eugene-or.gov/3360/Webcasts-and-Meeting-Materials 

Meeting of November 25, 2024;  
Her Honor Mayor Lucy Vinis Presiding 

Councilors 
Matt Keating, President       Randy Groves, Vice President 
Emily Semple        Lyndsie Leech  
Alan Zelenka    Jennifer Yeh 
Greg Evans        Mike Clark 

7:30 p.m.  CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

1. COMMITTEE REPORTS AND ITEMS OF INTEREST

2. CONSENT CALENDAR 1
A. Approval of City Council Minutes

 September 23, 2024 Work Session
 September 23, 2024 Meeting
 September 25, 2024 Work Session
 October 16, 2024 Work Session

B. Approval of City Council Tentative Agenda.

3. ACTION: An Ordinance Extending the Term of Ordinance No. 19775 and Ordinance
     No. 20397 Granting to Comcast of Oregon, II, Inc. a Franchise for 
     Operation of a Cable Telecommunications System. 

4. ACTION: An Ordinance Concerning Middle Housing; Making A Text Amendment To
The Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area General Plan; Replacing 
Variations Of The Terms “One Family” And “Single Family” With “Single-
Unit,” Replacing Variations Of The Term “Two Family” With “Duplex,” 
Replacing Variations Of The Term “Three Family” With “Triplex,” 
Replacing Variations Of The Term “Four Family” With “Fourplex,” And 
Replacing Variations Of The Terms “Multiple Family” And “Multi-Family” 
With “Multi-Unit” Or “Multiple-Unit” Throughout The Eugene Code;

https://www.eugene-or.gov/3360/Webcasts-and-Meeting-Materials
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Amending Sections 9.0500, 9.2160, 9.2161, 9.2700, 9.2720, 9.2740, 
9.2741, 9.2750, 9.2751, 9.2760, 9.2761, 9.2770, 9.2775, 9.2777, 9.2780, 
9.3050, 9.3065, 9.3100, 9.3115, 9.3116, 9.3125, 9.3145, 9.3210, 9.3215, 
9.3220, 9.3221, 9.3300, 9.3310, 9.3510, 9.3625, 9.3630, 9.3800, 9.3810, 
9.3811, 9.3815, 9.3822, 9.3823, 9.3910, 9.3915, 9.6105, 9.6650, 9.6703, 
9.6730, 9.6740, 9.6745, 9.6775, 9.6792, 9.6793, 9.6795, 9.6885, 9.7000, 
9.7015, 9.7020, 9.7025, 9.7030, 9.7055, 9.7230, 9.7600, 9.8005, 9.8030, 
9.8210, 9.8215, 9.8220, 9.8423, 9.8510, 9.8515, 9.8520, 9.8705, 9.8710, 
And 9.8865 Of The Eugene Code, 1971; Deleting Sections 9.2705. 9.2735, 
And 9.2737 Of That Code; Adding Sections 9.5550, 9.7640, 9.7641, 
9.7642, 9.7643, 9.7644, 9.7900, 9.7905, 9.7910, 9.7915, 9.7920, 9.7925, 
9.8191, 9.8192, 9.8193, 9.8194, 9.8195, 9.8196, 9.8197, 9.8198, And 
9.8199 To That Code; Addressing The Oregon Land Use Board Of Appeals’ 
Remand Of Ordinance No. 20705; And Providing An Effective Date. 

5. POSSIBLE ACTION: Appointment to the Civilian Review Board

6. PUBLIC COMMENT

The Eugene City Council welcomes your interest in these agenda items. This meeting location is wheelchair-accessible. For the 
hearing impaired, an interpreter can be provided with 48 hours' notice prior to the meeting. Spanish-language interpretation will 
also be provided with 48 hours' notice. To arrange for these services, contact the receptionist at 541-682-5010. City Council 
meetings are telecast live on Metro Television, Comcast channel 21, and rebroadcast later in the week. 

El consejo de la Ciudad de Eugene agradece su interés en estos asuntos de la agenda. El lugar de la reunión tiene acceso para sillas de 
ruedas. Se puede proveer a un intérprete para las personas con discapacidad auditiva si avisa con 48 horas de anticipación. También 
se puede proveer interpretación para español si avisa con 48 horas de anticipación. Para reservar estos servicios llame al 541-682-
5010. Las reuniones del consejo de la ciudad se transmiten en vivo por Metro Television, Canal 21 de Comcast y son retransmitidas 
durante la semana. 

For more information, contact the Council Coordinator at 541-682-5010, 
or visit us online at www.eugene-or.gov. 
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EUGENE CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

Approval of City Council Minutes  

Meeting Date: November 25, 2024 Agenda Item Number: 2A 
Department: Central Services  Staff Contact: Natalie Venhuda 
www.eugene-or.gov Contact Telephone Number:  541-682-8497 

ISSUE STATEMENT 
This is a routine item to approve City Council minutes. 

BACKGROUND 
Per City Council Operating Agreements, written minutes shall be taken for all City Council 
meetings in accordance with the Oregon Attorney General’s Public Records and Meetings Manual. 
The minutes must give a true reflection of the matters discussed but need not be a full transcript, 
verbatim or recording.  

As a matter of courtesy and efficiency a councilor should notify the Mayor and other councilors 
that they intend to propose an amendment to the minutes and should propose replacement text in 
advance of the meeting at which those minutes are scheduled to be approved. If the proposed 
amendment is a simple factual, grammatical, or spelling correction, the amendment may be 
proposed without consulting the minutes recorder. If the proposed amendment is substantive in 
nature or seeks to clarify the speaker's intent, the councilor should notify the minutes recorder 
and request verification of the proposed amendment. 

SUGGESTED MOTION 
Move to approve the minutes for the meeting and work sessions on September 23, 2024, 
September 25, 2024, and October 16, 2024. 

ATTACHMENTS  
A. September 23, 2024 Work Session
B. September 23, 2024 Meeting
C. September 25, 2024 Work Session
D. October 16, 2024 Work Session

CC Agenda Page 1
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FOR MORE INFORMATION 
Staff Contact: Natalie Venhuda, City Council Coordinator 
Telephone:  541-682-8497
Staff E-Mail: nvenhuda@eugene-or.gov

CC Agenda Page 2
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MINUTES 

Eugene City Council  
Work Session  

Eugene, Oregon 97401 
September 23, 2024 

5:30 p.m. 

Councilors Present: Emily Semple, Matt Keating, Alan Zelenka, Jennifer Yeh, Mike Clark, Greg 
Evans, Lyndsie Leech, and Randy Groves 

Mayor Vinis opened the September 23, 2024, work session of the Eugene City Council in hybrid 
in-person and virtual format at 500 E. 4th Avenue, Eugene, OR 97401, North Building. 

1. WORK SESSION and POTENTIAL ACTION: Interim Police Auditor
Interim Co-Director of the Employee Resource Center, Keri Beraldo, and Central Services
Director, Mia Cariaga, discussed the Police Auditor recruitment process. Interim Police
Auditor Mark Gissiner also joined the discussion.

Councilor Discussion: 
• Councilor Clark – noted his prior experience in the process of recruiting a police auditor;

noted his desire to discuss the recruitment process with the Interim Police Auditor before
making a decision; stated he does not feel prepared to make decisions tonight.

• Councilor Zelenka – asked if Interim Police Auditor Gissiner is willing to stay longer than
his contractual six months; noted the recruitment is for a very specialized role; asked if
there are search firms that specialize in recruiting police auditors; noted both proposed
recruitment processes have merit; suggested a hybrid approach may be the most effective;
noted the current auditor was hired through a hybrid approach.

• Councilor Groves – noted the need to balance the speed of recruitment with the need for a
quality candidate; stated interest in a hybrid recruitment approach; noted he was not
involved in negotiating the contract with current auditor; stated he is glad Mark Gissiner is
available to serve as the Interim Police Auditor.

• Councilor Semple – asked if there will be a bigger pool of applicants if we use a recruiter;
stated interest in a hybrid recruitment approach; asked if we would need to continue with
a search firm if we found a candidate at the National Association for Civilian Oversight of
Law Enforcement (NACOLE) conference.

• Mayor Vinis – asked if recruiting at the NACOLE conference could happen concurrently
with hiring a search firm.

• Councilor Keating – stated his support for the Employee Resource Center recruiting at the
NACOLE conference; noted interest in using new digital outreach including targeted ads
using geo-fencing; noted he is open to using a professional search firm.

• Councilor Clark – asked about Interim Police Auditor Gissiner’s recruiting suggestion;
stated support for recruiting at the NACOLE conference; noted Mark Gissiner’s strengths
as a Police Auditor; stated support for hiring another auditor with the same set of values of
neutrality and fairness; asked the Interim Police Auditor his opinion on how to approach
the recruitment process.

Attachment A
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• Councilor Zelenka – noted that because the Interim Police Auditor is not able to extend his 
contract beyond six months and the NACOLE conference is not until mid-October, starting 
the process of working with a search firm after the conference would be too late; stated 
support for starting both aspects of the hybrid approach concurrently. 

• Councilor Yeh – stated support for hiring with a hybrid approach; stated the importance of 
the position and the urgency of hiring; stated support for recruiting at the NACOLE 
conference; suggested the job description be updated; stated Option A would not be 
sufficient on its own. 

• Mayor Vinis – asked about the process of selecting a search firm; noted it would still be 
mid-October before a search firm could be hired. 

• Councilor Zelenka – stated support for starting the process of selecting a search firm as 
soon as possible; noted the value of simultaneously recruiting at the conference. 

• Councilor Keating – asked how to construct the motion to include both Options A and B. 
 
MOTION: Councilor Keating, seconded by Councilor Groves moved to 
conduct a national recruitment for the Police Auditor position run by the 
City’s Employee Resource Center staff, the process to include posting the 
position as reflected in Attachment A, updating for distribution the 
brochure in Attachment C, and returning to Council at a work session 
with options for a selection process, and pursue hiring a recruiter to 
assist with a national search for the position of Police Auditor with the 
next step being City staff returning to Council for a work session to 
present options for recruiter selection. VOTE: 8:0 PASSED 

 
Councilor Discussion: 
• Councilor Semple – stated support for updating the job description. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 6:10 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
Sara McKinney 
Deputy City Recorder 
 
(Recorded by Cherish Bradshaw) 
 
Link to the webcast of this City Council meeting here.    
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MINUTES 

Eugene City Council  
Meeting  

Eugene, Oregon 97401 

September 23, 2024 
7:30 p.m. 

Councilors Present: Emily Semple, Matt Keating, Alan Zelenka, Jennifer Yeh, Mike Clark, Greg 
Evans, Lyndsie Leech, and Randy Groves 

Mayor Vinis opened the September 23, 2024, meeting of the Eugene City Council in hybrid 
in-person and virtual format at 500 E. 4th Avenue, Eugene, OR 97401, North Building. 

1. CEREMONIAL MATTERS
Christina Nelson, Region 9 Director with the American Public Works Association
(APWA) and Rich Hoey, Public Work Director, spoke about the City of Eugene Public
Works Department receiving the Re-accreditation Award.

2. COMMITTEE REPORTS AND ITEMS OF INTEREST
• Councilor Groves – noted his recent attendance at a press conference for the

Environmental Protection Agency clean-up of the J.H. Baxter site; noted the
upcoming healthcare forum hosted by the Churchill Area Neighborhood Association.

• Councilor Keating – noted the upcoming November election; reminded the
community to register to vote.

3. Priority Goal Action: Acquisition of Land for Affordable Housing – 1091 Coburg
Road
Ellen Meyi-Galloway, Affordable Housing Production Manager, introduced the topic and
provided background information.

Council Discussion: 
• Mayor Vinis – stated it is a triumph to find a piece of land that is both affordable

and workable for this project.
• Councilor Keating – noted the project is in Ward 4 and is near a grocery store.

MOTION: Councilor Keating, seconded by Councilor Groves, moved to 
approve the use of up to $870,000 in Community Development Block 
Grant funds for the acquisition of 1091 Coburg Road for future 
Affordable Housing development. VOTE: 8:0 PASSED 

4. CONSENT CALENDAR 1
A. Approval of City Council Minutes

• July 8, 2024 Work Session
• July 10, 2024 Work Session
• July 15, 2024 Public Hearing
• July 17, 2024 Work Session

Attachment B
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• July 22, 2024 Work Session 
• July 22, 2024 Meeting 

B. Approval of City Council Tentative Agenda 
 

MOTION: Councilor Keating, seconded by Councilor Groves, moved to 
approve the items on Consent Calendar 1. VOTE: 8:0 PASSED 

 
5. CONSENT CALENDAR  2 

A. Approval of a Resolution Annexing Land to the City of Eugene (Assessor’s Map 
17-04-05-00, Tax Lot 00400, Located South of Awbrey Lane and West of HWY 
99N)(City File: A 24-10)  

B. Approval of a Resolution Annexing Land to the City of Eugene (Assessor’s Map 
17-04-24-22, Tax Lot 00300, Located on Rosetta Avenue) (City File: A 24-5) 

 
Council Discussion: 

• Councilor Clark – asked why Consent Calendar 2 was being considered before 
Public Comment; asked if there were annexation items on Consent Calendar 2; 
requested that Consent Calendar 2 be considered after Public Comment in case 
members of the public wanted to speak to the annexation. 

• Councilor Keating – asked if Council could ask the audience if anyone was 
planning on speaking to the annexation. 

• Councilor Zelenka – noted annexations were not part of the consideration to 
move Public Comment to the end of the agenda. 

• Mayor Vinis – stated she was moving Consent Calendar 2 to the end of the 
agenda. 

 
6. PUBLIC COMMENT  

1. Lin Woodrich – asked for public health development standards to be separated from 
risk bonds work; asked for a police substation to be located in the Bethel area. 

2. Rebecca Hill – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit. 
3. Curt Offenbacher – spoke against the Integrated Materials and Energy Recovery 

Facility. 
4. Jason Sydes – spoke against the genocide in Gaza and asked the City to adopt an 

ethical investment policy. 
5. Lisa Levsen – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit. 
6. Jenni Carmichael – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit. 
7. Danelle Carlson – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit. 
8. Dharmika Henshel – spoke against the USD Clean Fuels transloading facility. 
9. Lisa Arkin – spoke against the USD Clean Fuels transloading facility. 
10. Pat Reilly – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit. 
11. Danny Huffsmith – asked the City to adopt an ethical investment policy. 
12. Robert Yost – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit. 
13. Starry White – spoke against the USD Clean Fuels transloading facility. 
14. Megan Moreland – spoke about a local financial institution. 
15. Mervyn Duddy – spoke against the USD Clean Fuels transloading facility. 
16. Rev. Wayne Martin – spoke about local non-profit group Breakfast Brigade. 
17. William O'Brien – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit. 
18. Richard Greene – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit. 

Attachment B

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 2A CC Agenda Page 6



MINUTES – Eugene City Council 
Meeting 

September 23, 2024 Page  3 

 

19. Kamryn Stringfield – asked the City to adopt an ethical investment policy. 
20. Madeline Martin-Adams – asked the City to adopt an ethical investment policy. 
21. Jacob Trewe – asked the City to adopt an ethical investment policy. 
22. Gabriel Scott – spoke in favor of reinstating the Breakfast Brigade's permit 
23. David Igl – spoke about local historical events. 
24. Misty Bowman – spoke in favor of dark skies and reducing light pollution. 

 
Council Discussion: 

• Mayor Vinis – stated she is grateful to the Breakfast Brigade for feeding the 
hungry; noted City staff are working with the group to resolve the permitting 
issue; noted she is concerned about the proposed USD Clean Fuels transloading 
facility; noted she has a long history of supporting Palestinian rights; stated the 
City’s corporate investments are a small fraction of the entire portfolio; 
encouraged those in favor of divestment to focus on more impactful pathways. 

• Councilor Semple – noted her desire for the Breakfast Brigade to find a workable 
solution; noted her respect for Robert Yost; stated there are insufficient places 
for the unhoused to dispose of their trash. 

• Councilor Leech – asked staff to speak to the latest update to the investment 
advisory boards; noted she is concerned about the proposed USD Clean Fuels 
transloading facility; stated her desire for the Breakfast Brigade to find workable 
solutions; noted the Whiteaker neighborhood needs more investment. 

 
7. CONSENT CALENDAR  2 - Items pulled. 

A. Approval of a Resolution Annexing Land to the City of Eugene (Assessor’s Map 
17-04-05-00, Tax Lot 00400, Located South of Awbrey Lane and West of HWY 
99N)(City File: A 24-10)  

B. Approval of a Resolution Annexing Land to the City of Eugene (Assessor’s Map 
17-04-24-22, Tax Lot 00300, Located on Rosetta Avenue) (City File: A 24-5) 

 
MOTION: Councilor Keating, seconded by Councilor Groves, moved to 
approve the items on Consent Calendar 2. VOTE: 8:0 PASSED 

 
Mayor Vinis adjourned the meeting at 9:03 p.m.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
Sara McKinney 
Deputy City Recorder 
 
(Recorded by Cherish Bradshaw) 
Link to the webcast of this City Council meeting here. 
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MINUTES 

Eugene City Council 
Work Session  

Eugene, Oregon 97401 
September 25, 2024 

12:00 p.m. 

Councilors Present:      Emily Semple, Matt Keating, Alan Zelenka, Jennifer Yeh, Mike Clark, 
Greg Evans, Lyndsie Leech, and Randy Groves 

City Council Vice President Groves opened the September 25, 2024, Eugene City Council 
Work Session in a virtual format. 

1. WORK SESSION: Initiation of Land Use Code Amendments Related to Eugene
Design Standards and Guidelines for Eugene Streets, Sidewalks, Bikeways and
Accessways
City Council Vice President, Randy Groves, introduced City Engineer, Jenifer Willer,
who provided an overview of the draft standards and requested authorization to
initiate code updates related to the updated standards.

Councilor Discussion: 
• Councilor Leech – asked about the determination process for temporary versus

permanent curbless sidewalks, particularly on narrow streets; noted concern
regarding parking and traffic safety on narrow streets with curbless sidewalks;
asked about the current process for traffic studies on traffic calming measures
and if the process would change with the code changing; asked if the new code
would work in conjunction with or impact the enhanced River Road Corridor
plan.

• Councilor Semple – noted the City’s climate awareness and goals have changed
since 1999; interested in having protected bikeways in the City; stated support
for the plan.

• Councilor Clark – noted safety concerns with making streets accessible through
enhancements for walking and biking that could be difficult for drivers to
maneuver; noted concern with truck traffic and pedestrians in residential areas
close to industrial uses in North Eugene, especially for roads without sidewalks;
asked how the code amendments address truck traffic; inquired about the State
law governing industrial companies’ right to use their trucks on specific roads.

• Councilor Keating – noted concern with housing and commercial developments
being close to sidewalks; asked how the planning document has evolved since
the 1990s regarding new building standards and how they overlap with safety
considerations; asked about the thought process for street, pedestrian, bike, and
other forms of safety when the City allows developers to build up to the
sidewalk.
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• Councilor Yeh – noted the topic of unimproved streets was a common theme in 
discussions with community members when she first took office; thinks the code 
amendments support the City’s transportation system and reflect the value that 
everybody's safety and convenience are equally important.  

• Councilor Groves – noted concern with narrow streets and densification 
colliding with middle housing and eliminating off-street parking; asked for 
information on the conversations between the traffic planning and housing 
planning departments; noted interest in prioritizing solutions that meet 
community needs; asked for tracking data on vehicular traffic increases in 
Eugene; thinks it is important for Council to have information on cause and 
effect relationships in order to increase safety, minimize congestion, and control 
speeds; asked if a previous memo contained information on unimproved 
alleyways; noted Emergency Services use alleyways for access points in addition 
to the public’s use; noted interest in solutions for the City’s sidewalks. 

• Councilor Clark – noted concern in developing roads based on the Climate 
Recovery Ordinance (CRO) standard of seeing a 50 percent reduction in fossil 
fuels from the 2010 standard when there is increased vehicular traffic; thinks 
with the Climate Friendly Equitable Communities (CFEC) changes there will be 
an increase in the need for street parking; noted concern with expecting too 
much of the City streets.  

 
2. WORK SESSION: The Cost and Impact of Lane County’s Proposed CleanLane 

Resource Recovery Facility on Residential and Commercial Customers in the 
City of Eugene 
City Council Vice President, Randy Groves, introduced Waste Prevention Analyst, 
Garian Cika, who provided information about Lane County’s proposed CleanLane 
Resource Recovery Facility (CleanLane). 

 
Councilor Semple exited the meeting at 12:43 p.m. 
 
Councilor Discussion: 

• Councilor Clark – asked if the City of Eugene and Lane County have a higher 
diversion rate than any other Oregon county; noted concern with Eugene 
residents financially supporting transfer stations in other cities without clear 
benefits; asked for the value of the Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) when 
other cities in Lane County do not have an IGA; asked if the system benefits 
charges to prolong the life of the landfill accounts for Emerald People’s Utility 
District’s (EPUD) existing efforts to reduce landfill gas emissions; noted concern 
that project costs may be passed on to Eugene ratepayers if it is unsuccessful; 
noted concern with the lack of communication from the County regarding this 
decision. 

• Councilor Evans – asked if the City of Eugene is the primary landfill customer in 
the area; asked if other cities are diverting their garbage and recycling to other 
County landfills at a lower cost than Eugene residents currently pay; asked if the 
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new Integrated Materials and Energy Recovery Facility (IMERF) and the 
County’s investment in it would result in renegotiation possibilities for the IGA; 
noted rates are projected to increase in the next four to six years with costs 
being passed onto Eugene customers; asked if the IGA is term limited.   

• Councilor Zelenka – noted he was the project manager on the Short Mountain 
Landfill Gas Electricity Project at EPUD; noted the project is one of the best 
greenhouse gas emission reduction projects in the County; noted continued 
investment in that project cannot occur if the presented project goes forward; 
stated that once tons are diverted, the old project will eventually shut down and 
become a Lane County cost; asked if the impacts of EPUD’s project ending are 
factored into the new project; noted the benefits of the new project are a new 
investment in the community, new jobs, increased recycling, and increased 
landfill life; asked if there has been a quantification on the greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction for the new project; noted the costs of the new project are 
increased tipping fees, the EPUD project ending, and future costs; asked what 
percentage of costs are from tipping fees versus renewable natural gas (RNG); 
asked if Bulk Handling Systems has a contract; asked how dependent the 
presented project is on the RNG. 

• Councilor Leech – asked if the organic material separation processes for 
customers will change; asked what will happen with the yard waste; asked if the 
City Leaf Program will change; asked how materials are chosen for composting 
versus natural gas production; asked what inert landfill cover is and how it is 
used; asked what will happen if the community does not support moving 
forward with the project; asked what the City's communication plan with 
residents looks like. 
 

MOTION: Councilor Zelenka, seconded by Councilor Evans, moved to extend 
the meeting by 15 minutes. 

 
VOTE: 7:0 PASSED 

 
Councilor Discussion: 

• Councilor Yeh – asked if the City would be using RNG locally in fleets; noted 
enthusiasm about the creation of 65 family-wage regional jobs; asked if the jobs 
are ongoing and not just for construction. 

• Councilor Groves – noted he likes that Bulk Handling Systems, a local company 
employing local people, is handling the project; noted he likes that the project 
will be increasing Lane County's recovery rate, which is already the highest in 
the state at almost 53 percent; noted he likes the environmental benefits and 
that the project will extend the service life of the Short Mountain Landfill; noted 
concerns for costs to Eugene ratepayers; noted Eugeneans pay $4 to $8 more for 
residential 32-gallon pickup services compared to other areas in Lane County; 
asked what other Lane County or regional cities use and pay into the Short 
Mountain Landfill; asked about concerns that Eugene ratepayers are paying for 
transfer stations that do not serve Eugene; noted he does not think it is Eugene 
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ratepayers’ responsibility to subsidize those living in other areas; asked where 
Springfield disposes of its garbage. 

 

City Council Vice President returned to Item 1 on the Agenda. 

 
MOTION: Councilor Groves, seconded by Councilor Clark, moved to initiate 
land use code amendment process related to an update to the Eugene Design 
Standards and Guidelines for Eugene Streets, Sidewalks, Bikeways and 
Accessways. 

 
VOTE: 7:0 PASSED 
 

City Council Vice President returned to Item 2 on the Agenda. 

 
Councilor Discussion: 

• Councilor Clark – noted concern with Eugeneans being left to fund the project 
regardless of whether it is successful; asked if the City can suspend the IGA; 
asked if there is a contract with Bulk Handling Systems to sell RNG; noted 
interest in having further discussion about the project. 

• Councilor Zelenka – asked if the County has a proforma for the project; asked 
what percentage of the revenue stream consists of the tipping fees versus RNG 
sales; noted concern with Lane County ratepayers funding the project even if it is 
unsuccessful. 
 
 

MOTION: Councilor Clark, seconded by Councilor Zelenka, moved to extend 
the meeting by 10 minutes. 

 
VOTE: 7:0 PASSED 
 

Councilor Discussion: 
• Councilor Evans – asked if there are intentions for the generated RNG to be sold 

to local companies, such as Northwest Natural; noted no current facilities exist in 
Oregon to process liquified natural gas (LNG) or compressed natural gas (CNG) 
for fueling buses; asked if the City is planning to diversify the LTD transportation 
fleet with CNG and LNG options; asked if Bulk Handling Systems is currently or 
intends to export RNG products to other states and communities for their usage. 

 
 

City Council Vice President Groves adjourned the meeting at 1:50 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
Sara McKinney 
Deputy City Recorder  
 
(Recorded by Natalie Venhuda) 
Link to the webcast of this City Council meeting here. 
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MINUTES 

Eugene City Council 
Work Session  

Eugene, Oregon 97401 
October 16, 2024 

12:00 p.m. 

Councilors Present:      Emily Semple, Matt Keating, Alan Zelenka, Jennifer Yeh, Mike Clark, 
Greg Evans, Lyndsie Leech, and Randy Groves 

Mayor Vinis opened the October 16, 2024, Eugene City Council Work Session in a virtual 
format. 

1. WORK SESSION: Draft Urban Forestry Management Plan
City Manager, Sarah Medary, introduced the Green Infrastructure Maintenance Manager,
Carrie Peterson, who provided an overview of the Draft Urban Forestry Management Plan
(UFMP) and four-phase project timeline.

Councilor Discussion:
• Councilor Groves – asked if replacement trees are selected from species that are

drought-tolerant and have root systems less likely to damage sidewalks; asked if
the approved street tree list and planting guide is available online; asked about
the tree replacement process for dying and damaged trees; asked how the public
can report concerns about specific trees; asked what resources are available to
the public for private property tree maintenance and advice on dangerous trees.

• Councilor Zelenka – noted support for prioritizing tree-planting in the budget;
noted benefits include trees’ indirect impacts on the climate, air quality,
stormwater, and quality of life; asked what role Friends of Trees and other
partners have in the UFMP; noted previous ice storms have taken down many
City trees, leaving stumps; asked what the plan is for removing stumps; asked for
an estimate of how many stumps there are; noted insurance companies will pay
for removing half of a dead tree on private property, leaving tall stumps
throughout Eugene; asked what the City can do to help with dead trees and
stumps on private property; noted interested in a potential grant or loan system
to help homeowners with the high costs of tree removal.

• Councilor Leech – noted concern with stumps becoming problematic bushes;
asked if it is the financial responsibility of homeowners for stump grinding and
tree replacement; noted appreciation for the equity component of the UFMP;
interested in reducing the heat island in West Eugene and the Bethel Area that
have less canopy coverage; asked for the fines associated with unauthorized tree
removals and if they need to be increased to prevent unauthorized removals;
asked what rules apply to removing trees on private property.

• Councilor Keating – asked if the City is planting the same tree species it loses or
more resilient native trees; noted concern with Oregon's low tree canopy
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ranking but excitement for Southeast Eugene’s 50 percent canopy coverage on 
public lands; asked if losing 600 trees a year is normal for a Pacific Northwest 
city of Eugene’s size; asked for the fines associated with tree removals and who 
enforces them; asked how the public can alert the City of unauthorized removals 
in the public right-of-way; asked what percentage of tree removal costs on 
private property fund tree preservation and conservation efforts in Eugene; 
asked for the process for determining if damaged, dying, or hazardous trees are 
home to wildlife populations, including raptors or other bird populations, before 
removal; interested in and asked if Council can adjust tree removal fines to align 
with other cities to promote education, conservation, and revenue generation for 
tree preservation. 

• Councilor Yeh – noted appreciation for efforts to plant trees in areas in Ward 4; 
noted the importance of public involvement in tree-planting efforts. 

• Councilor Semple – noted concern with tree roots lifting up sidewalks, 
particularly where there is new concrete; asked if homeowners need to contact 
the City regarding sidewalk repair due to tree root issues and if a link could be 
provided to the public; asked how the City divides responsibility between tree 
maintenance and sidewalk repairs; asked how residents are notified their 
sidewalk needs to be repaired; asked for the process if a tree on private property 
is causing sidewalk damage; asked how long it takes for the sidewalk inspector 
to conduct an inspection and how long it takes for repairs to be scheduled; asked 
how the public can access the fact sheet for the process; asked if the City checks 
on repairs and how long homeowners have to make the repairs. 
 

2. WORK SESSION: Police Commission FY 2024 Annual Report 
City Manager, Sarah Medary, introduced AIC Police Commission Analyst, Holly 
Mathews, who introduced Police Commission Chair, Jensina Hawkins, and Vice Chair, 
Sean Shivers, who presented the Police Commission Annual Report and Work Plan. 

 
Councilor Discussion: 

• Councilor Evans – asked about the Police Commission’s recommendations to 
address increasing the number of officers of color and the Eugene Police 
Department’s (EPD) workforce; asked what efforts have occurred for outreach, 
recruitment, and retention of officers of color; interested in alternative 
recruitment strategies; noted Eugene may attract officers seeking a different 
lifestyle. 

• Councilor Groves –asked for the impact of the stabilization center changes and 
the new behavioral health care hospital on the mental health crisis response; 
asked how the facilities and regulations, such as Health Insurance Portability 
and Accountability Act (HIPAA), will impact what information can be shared 
with Police Commission, so it can fulfill its duties; thinks the new hospital is 
going to be a good resource for EPD and Eugene Springfield Fire. 

• Councilor Zelenka – noted appreciation for Chair Hawkins for stepping in after 
the passing of Chair Dallas Boggs and commended the leadership of Chair 
Hawkins and Vice Chair Shivers; noted appreciation for the work of Holly 
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Mathews and EPD for being open and responsive to the Police Commission's 
needs. 

• Councilor Yeh – noted appreciation for the newly appointed Police Commission
members; noted appreciation for the leadership of Chair Hawkins and Vice Chair
Shivers.

• Councilor Keating – noted appreciation for the Police Commission members and
their partnership with EPD; noted appreciation for the leadership of Chair
Hawkins and Vice Chair Shivers; asked what the biggest challenge the Police
Commission faces and how Council can provide support.

• Mayor Vinis – noted appreciation for the leadership of Chair Hawkins and Vice
Chair Shivers; acknowledged Police Commission’s challenges of managing
expectations and time while addressing many significant issues.

Mayor Vinis adjourned the meeting at 1:24 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Sara McKinney
Deputy City Recorder 

(Recorded by Natalie Venhuda) 
Link to the webcast of this City Council meeting here. 
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November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 2B 

EUGENE CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 
 
     

Approval of Tentative Working Agenda  
 
Meeting Date:  November 25, 2024 Agenda Item Number:  2B 
Department:  Central Services  Staff Contact:  Katie LaSala 
www.eugene-or.gov  Contact Telephone Number:  541-682-5010 
  
 
 
ISSUE STATEMENT 
This is a routine item to approve the City Council Tentative Working Agenda.   
 
 
BACKGROUND         
Per City Council Operating Agreements, at each regular meeting of the Council, the City Manager 
shall present the Tentative Agenda. This shall be placed on the Consent Calendar. If there are any 
concerns about the items on the Tentative Agenda, it may be removed at the request of any 
councilors from the Consent Calendar and discussed separately.  
 
  
COUNCIL OPTIONS 
The council may choose to approve, amend or not approve the tentative agenda. 
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION 
Move to approve the items on the Tentative Working Agenda. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
A. City Council Tentative Working Agenda 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION 
Staff Contact:   Katie LaSala, City Recorder  
Telephone:   541-682-5010   
Staff E-Mail:  klasala@eugene-or.gov  
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Work Session                       Action                         Public Hearing                             Public Comment                  Consent Calendar 
 
Committee Reports/Items of Interest                    Ceremonial Matters                   Pledge of Allegiance 

 

Updated November 20, 2024 
Materials and information about how to access meetings available at https://www.eugene-or.gov/3360/Webcasts-and-Meeting-Materials 
 

November 2024 
Date Day Time Title Length Dept Contact 

25-Nov Monday 5:30pm Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services 
and Programs (Part 2) 
(Work Session) 

90 mins Kristie Hammitt, CS 

Work Session Location: City Hall Council Chambers and Virtual 
25-Nov Monday 7:30pm Committee Reports and Items of Interest 

 
 
Consent Calendar 1  
 

 
Comcast of Oregon II, Inc. Cable Franchise 
Extension 
(Possible Action) 
 
Middle Housing Remand 
(Possible Action) 

 
Interim Appointment to Civilian Review 
Board 

(Possible Action) 
 
Public Comment 

  
 
 
 
 
 

Jay Runte, CS 
 
 
 

Jeff Gepper, PDD 
 
 
 

Lindsey Foltz, PA 

Council Meeting Location: City Hall Council Chambers and Virtual 

 
December 2024 

Date Day Time Title Length Dept Contact 
9-Dec Monday 5:30 pm Update on Building Decarbonization 

Strategies  
(Work Session) 
 
Climate and Sustainability Revenue Options 
(Work Session) 

45 mins 
 
 
 

45 mins 

Ian Penn, PW 
 
 
 

Twylla Miller, CS 
 

Work Session Location: City Hall Council Chambers and Virtual 
9-Dec  Monday 7:30 pm Ceremonial Matters 

 
Committee Reports and Items of Interest 
 

Consent Calendar 1 
 
Approval of a Resolution Annexing Portions 
of Wilkes Drive, River Loop 1, and River 

  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Brai Black, PDD 
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Loop 2 (Wilkes Drive, River Loop 1 and 2; A 
24-15)
(Consent Calendar 2)

COE Supplemental Budget  
(Public Hearing and Action) 

URA Supplemental Budget  
(Public Hearing and Action) 

Interim Appointments to Toxics Board 
(Possible Action) 

Public Comment 

Liz Butterfield, CS 

Liz Butterfield, CS 

Travis Worthington, 
ESF 

Council Meeting Location: City Hall Council Chambers and Virtual 
11-Dec Wednesday 12 pm  Updated Financial Condition 

(Work Session) 

City Manager Update 
(Work Session) 

60 mins 

30 mins 

Twylla Miller, CS 

Sarah Medary, CS 

Work Session Location: Virtual Only 

Note: Council Winter Break December 12 – January 12 

January 2025 

Date Day Time Title Length Dept Contact 
13-Jan Mon 5:30 pm State of the City Address Cherish Bradshaw, CS 

State of the City Location: Hult Center and Livestream 
15-Jan Wed 12:00 pm Topic Pending Confirmation 

 (Work Session) 

IGR Legislative Priorities 
(Work Session) 

45 min 

45 min 

Staff 

Ethan Nelson, CS 

Work Session Location: Virtual Only 
21-Jan Tues 5:30 pm Annual Withdrawal of Annexed Properties from 

Special Districts 
(Public Hearing) 

Shawn Burgett, PDD 

Public Hearing Location: City Hall Council Chambers and Virtual 
22-Jan Wed 12:00 pm Topic Pending Confirmation 

(Work Session) 
90 min Staff 

Work Session Location: Virtual Only 
27-Jan Mon 5:30 pm Topic Pending Confirmation 

(Work Session) 
90 min Staff 

Work Session Location: City Hall Council Chambers and Virtual 
27-Jan Mon 7:30 pm Election of Council Officers 

Ceremonial Matters 

Committee Reports and Items of Interest 

Natalie Venhuda, CS 
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2025 Low-Income Rental Housing Property Tax 
Exemptions 
(Priority Goal Action) 

Approval of Funds for Affordable Housing 
(Priority Goal Action) 

Consent Calendar 1 

Resolution acknowledging receipt of the ACFR 
for the COE 
(Action) 

Resolution acknowledging receipt of the annual 
financial report for the URA 
(Action) 

Public Comment 

Laura Hammond, PDD 

Ellen Meyi-Galloway, 
PDD 

Brett Gomsrud, CS 

Brett Gomsrud, CS 

Meeting Location: City Hall Council Chambers and Virtual 
29-Jan Wed 12:00 pm Police Auditor Recruitment 

(Work Session) 

Topic Pending Confirmation 
(Work Session) 

45 min 

45 min 

Keri Beraldo, CS 

Staff 

Work Session Location: Virtual Only 

UPCOMING PUBLIC HEARINGS 
Date/Time Topic/Title Description Staff Contact 

Mon. Dec 9, 
7:30 pm 

COE Supplemental 
Budget  

The City Council will hold a public hearing to 
consider the City of Eugene (COE) Supplemental 
Budget.  
The proposed supplemental budget will be posted 
online: https://www.eugene-or.gov/106/Budget  

Liz Butterfield, CS 
ebutterfield@eugene-
or.gov 
541-682-5512

Mon. Dec 9, 
7:30 pm 

URA Supplemental 
Budget 

The Urban Renewal Agency will hold a public 
hearing to consider the Urban Renewal Agency 
(URA) Supplemental Budget.  
The proposed supplemental budget will be posted 
online: https://www.eugene-or.gov/106/Budget  

Liz Butterfield, CS 
ebutterfield@eugene-
or.gov 
541-682-5512

Tues. Jan 21, 
5:30pm 

Annual Withdrawal of 
Annexed Properties 
from Special Districts  

The City Council will hold a public hearing to 
consider an ordinance concerning the required 
annual withdrawal of annexed land from special 
service districts. The proposed ordinance will be 
posted online with information on how to provide 
testimony: https://www.eugene-
or.gov/1781/Proposed-Ordinances   

Shawn Burgett, PDD  
SBurgett@eugene-
or.gov  
541-682-5485

Approved Work Session Polls to be Scheduled Councilor Date Approved 
Gas Stations – Oct 18, 2023; follow-up work session - TBD Keating 4/15/22 
Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services/Programs in Oregon – Oct 14, 2024 
and Nov 25, 2024 

Zelenka/Leech 2/29/24 

USD Clean Fuels Transloading Project - TBD Leech 11/1/24 

Shopping Carts in Parks and Scrap Metal Sales Requirements - TBD Groves 11/6/24 

Attachment A 

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 2BCC Agenda Page 19

https://www.eugene-or.gov/106/Budget
mailto:ebutterfield@eugene-or.gov
mailto:ebutterfield@eugene-or.gov
https://www.eugene-or.gov/106/Budget
mailto:ebutterfield@eugene-or.gov
mailto:ebutterfield@eugene-or.gov
https://www.eugene-or.gov/1781/Proposed-Ordinances
https://www.eugene-or.gov/1781/Proposed-Ordinances
mailto:SBurgett@eugene-or.gov
mailto:SBurgett@eugene-or.gov


November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 3

EUGENE CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 

Action: An Ordinance Extending the Term of Ordinance No. 19775 and Ordinance 
No. 20397 Granting to Comcast of Oregon, II, Inc. a Franchise for Operation of a 

Cable Telecommunications System.   

Meeting Date: November 25, 2024 Agenda Item Number: 3 
Department: Central Services Staff Contact: Jay Runte 
www.eugene-or.gov  Contact Telephone Number: 541-682-5590

ISSUE STATEMENT 
The purpose of this agenda item is for City Council to take action regarding the adoption of the 
proposed ordinance extending Comcast’s cable television agreement until December 31, 2025. 
Without the extension, the franchise agreement will expire on December 31, 2024. This ordinance 
would only extend the term of the franchise; all other franchise terms and conditions would 
remain the same. A public hearing on this Ordinance was scheduled for November 18, 2024. 

BACKGROUND 
Franchise Extensions:  
The Comcast Franchise was last extended by Ordinance No. 20678, adopted on November 28, 
2022, which extended the franchise through December 31, 2024. The franchise allows Comcast to 
use public right-of-way to operate a cable communications system and provide cable television 
services including public, education and government access channels. The franchise requires 
Comcast to pay fees in exchange for access to public right-of-way.  

The current extension provided Comcast and the City additional time to come to agreement on 
several issues including competitive equity language which has since been tentatively agreed upon 
by the parties. The language assures Comcast the City will treat a competitive video programming 
services provider that enters Eugene’s market in a manner materially equivalent to the way the 
City treats Comcast. However, there are still unresolved issues to negotiate and unanticipated 
delays preventing completion of the negotiations in a time frame to allow the adoption of a 
renewal franchise by December 31, 2024. 

Current Status:  
Staff were working towards a renewed agreement by December 31, 2024. However, that date is 
nearing and the following issues have yet to be resolved.  

Definition of “gross revenue.” Gross revenue refers to revenue generated by Comcast from cable 
subscribers within Eugene City limits. The Cable Act requires Comcast to compensate the City 5 
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percent of gross revenue on a quarterly basis for use of public right-of-way. As of yet, Comcast and 
the City have not yet agreed on what is included in the definition.   

In addition to the remaining issues to be negotiated, another reason to extend the franchise is that 
personnel from the local franchise consortium are experiencing staffing changes and scheduling 
issues impacting progress from May 2024 – present. All parties recommended, and Comcast 
agreed, a one-year extension to December 31, 2025, will allow time for the parties to work on 
remaining negotiations, with a commitment that the parties make every attempt to conclude the 
renewal negotiations as soon as possible.  

This proposed extension ordinance would only extend the term of the current franchise. All other 
franchise terms and conditions would remain the same, including Comcast’s obligation to pay 
franchise fees for use of the public rights of way. There are no anticipated costs to the City of 
Eugene because of the extension.  

When clarity is achieved and negotiations completed, the proposed renewal franchise agreement 
will be brought to the City Council for action as an ordinance.  

RELATED CITY POLICIES 
Strategic Plan Focus Area – Organizational wellbeing: To create a sustainable budget with 
balanced revenues and expenditures that provides funding for necessary services in the 
community.  

PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION 
November 28, 2022 Meeting 
Councilor Evans, seconded by Councilor Keating, moved to approve An Ordinance Extending the 
Term of Ordinance No. 19775 and Ordinance No. 20397 Granting to Comcast of Oregon II, Inc. a 
Franchise for Operation of a Cable Telecommunications System.  
Passed 7:0 

November 18, 2024 Public Hearing 
Council held a public hearing for an ordinance concerning An Ordinance Extending the 
Term of Ordinance No. 19775 and Ordinance No. 20397 Granting to Comcast of Oregon II, Inc. a 
Franchise for Operation of a Cable Telecommunications System. No testimony was received. 

COUNCIL OPTIONS 
1. Adopt the Ordinance as proposed.
2. Adopt the Ordinance with modifications as determined by the City Council.
3. Take no action.
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CITY MANAGER’S RECOMMENDATION 
The City Manager recommends that the City Council adopt the Ordinance provided as Attachment 
A. 

SUGGESTED MOTION  
Move to approve An Ordinance Extending the Term of Ordinance No. 19775 and Ordinance No. 
20397 Granting to Comcast of Oregon II, Inc. a Franchise for Operation of a Cable 
Telecommunications System. 

ATTACHMENTS 
A. Proposed Ordinance: An Ordinance Extending the Term of Ordinance No. 19775 and

Ordinance No. 20397 Granting to Comcast of Oregon II, Inc. a Franchise for Operation of a
Cable Telecommunications System.

B. Ordinance 19775
C. Ordinance 20397

FOR MORE INFORMATION 
Staff Contact: Jay Runte, Broadband and Telecommunications Manager  
Telephone:  541-682-5590
Staff E-Mail: jrunte@eugene-or.gov
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ORDINANCE NO. ______ 

AN ORDINANCE EXTENDING THE TERM OF ORDINANCE NO. 19775   AND 
ORDINANCE NO. 20397 GRANTING TO COMCAST OF OREGON II, INC. A 
FRANCHISE FOR OPERATION OF A CABLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
SYSTEM. 

The City Council of the City of Eugene finds that: 

A. The federal Cable Act requires a franchise for the operation of cable
telecommunications systems and provides for a formal or informal renewal process under the 
Cable Act. 

B. The Cities of Eugene and Springfield, together with Lane County, granted a
franchise to Comcast of Oregon II, Inc. (“Comcast”) for the operation of a cable communication 
system, and have designated the Metropolitan Policy Commission (MPC), acting as the cable 
commission, as the representative of the local franchising authorities in administration of the 
franchise. 

C. The City of Eugene enacted Ordinance No. 19775 on May 13, 1991, granting the
franchise. 

D. The City of Eugene enacted Ordinance No. 20397 on October 22, 2007, amending
and renewing the franchise through August 1, 2018. 

E. The term of the franchise has since been extended several times, most recently
by Ordinance No. 20678, adopted on November 28, 2022, which extended the franchise through 
December 31, 2024. In general, the extensions were needed for various reasons that affected 
and sometimes paused negotiations, such as difficulties resolving a franchise fee review, which 
has since been resolved; the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) adopting in 2019 a 
final order and rules regarding cable regulation (FCC Cable Order) that is unfavorable to local 
government franchising authorities; years-long multi-jurisdictional litigation, including the City of 
Eugene as a petitioner, challenging the FCC Cable Order, which concluded in February 2022 with 
a court ruling that was primarily favorable to cable operators. After the multi-jurisdictional litigation 
concluded, the Cities of Eugene and Springfield, Lane County, and Comcast resumed good faith 
negotiations under the Cable Act’s informal process to renew Comcast’s cable franchise.  
However, the parties encountered substantial differences of position on several significant 
provisions, including but not limited to a competitive equity provision and definitions of particular 
terms. Those differences of position prevented the parties from being able to reach agreement on 
a renewed franchise and stalled negotiations.   

F. The Cities of Eugene and Springfield, Lane County, and Comcast resumed good
faith negotiations over this past year, and recently have come to tentative agreement on a mutually 
acceptable competitive equity provision. However, due to the number of remaining unresolved 
franchise issues and unavoidable delays in the negotiations schedule the past six months, those 
negotiations will not be completed in a timeframe that would allow the City of Eugene to adopt a 
franchise renewal by December 31, 2024. 
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G. The Cities of Springfield and Eugene, and Lane County have determined that it
serves the public welfare to extend the term of the current franchise from December 31, 2024, up 
to and through December 31, 2025. The parties believe this extension will allow the parties time 
to continue and complete negotiations for a franchise renewal. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 

THE CITY OF EUGENE DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1.  The franchise granted to Comcast in Ordinance No. 19775 and Ordinance No. 
20397 shall be extended up to and through December 31, 2025. 

Section 2.  The City of Eugene and Comcast agree that execution of this extension does 
not waive any rights that either party may have under the Cable Communications Policy Act of 
1984, as amended, 47 U.S.C. §§ 521 et seq., or other provision of federal, state, or local law. 

Section 3.  Other than the duration of the franchise set forth herein, Ordinance No. 19775 
and Ordinance No. 20397 shall continue in full force and effect. 

Passed by the City Council this   Approved by the Mayor this 

____ day of ________________, 2024 _____ day of ___________________, 2024 

___________________________________  _________________________________ 
City Recorder Mayor 
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ORDINANCE NO. 19775 

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING TO TCI CABLEVISION OF OREGON, 
INC. A RENEWAL OF ITS NON-EXCLUSIVE FRANCHISE FOR 
THE OPERATION OF A CABLE COMMUNICATIONS SY�TEM; AND 
REPEi.LiNG ORDINANCE NOS. 18284, 18936, ANU 19359. 

THE CITY OF EUGENE DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. Purpose. A non-exclusive franchise ts hereby granted to 
TCI Cablevision of Oregon, Inc., hereinafter referred to as "Grantee,• to 
install, construct, operate, maintain, reconstruct, and expand a cable com­
�ntcattons system within the public streets, ways, alleys, public utility 
easements, and places of the City of Eugene, hereinafter referred to as 
"Grantor.• This franchise shall constitute both a right and an obligation 
to provide the service of a cable corrmuntcattons system as required by the 
provisions of this ordinance. 

Section 2. Short Title. This ordinance shall be known as the "Metro­
politan Cable TV Franchise Ordinance.• 

Section� Deftn1ttons. Except when the word or phrase ts defined in 
this onffn"'iiice, the definitions in the Federal Act shall apply. The follow­
ing words and phrasas as used in this ordinance shall 11,e=tn: 

•Access Center• iaeans the studio, facilities, and equipment pro­
vided for cable casting non-co11111erctal public, educational, and local govern­
ment programing. 

"Access Channels• rneans those channels required by this ordinance 
to be kept available by the Grantee for partial or total dedication to public 
access, educational access, and local government access. 

•sastc Service• means any service tier which includes the retrans­
mission of local television broadcast signals including those services des­
cribed in subsection 5(2) provided by the Grantee for standard installation 
charge and a regular monthly charge paid by all subscribers. 

"Cable Co11111untcattons System• or •system• means a system of 
antennas, cable, amplifiers, towers, aicrowave links, waveg�ides, laser beams, 
earth stations, or any other conductors, converters, equipment, or facilities, 
designed and constructed for the purpose of producing, receiving, amplifying, 
storing, processing or distributing audio, video, digital, or other forms of 
electronic or electrical signals. 

"Co11111isston• or "Connittee• rneans the Metropolitan Policy Co11111tttee 
established by Lane County, the City of Eugene, and the City of Springfield 
or its successor as designated by Lane County, the City of Eugene and the 
City of Springfield. 

"Comparable Systems• means those systems with similar facilities, 
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equipment, channel capacity, age of franchise and system, number of subscrib­
ers and popu 1 at ion served and competitive env iror.111er:t. 

•Federal Act• means the Cable Co11111unications Policy Act of 1984,
Public Law 98-549, October 30, 1984. 

•Franchise Territory" (Eugene-Springfield) means the area within
the legal boundaries of the Grantor, including any areas annexed during the 
term of the franchise. 

•Franchise Territory" (Lane County) means the unincorporated area
of the Grantor within the urban ;r�ftth boundary as designated by the Metro­
politan Area General Plan currently adopted by Lane County, the City of 
Eugene and the City of Springfield; any other areas actually served by the 
Grantee in Lane County; and any other areas mutually agreed to by the Grantee 
and the c011111ission. 

"Gross Annual Revenues" means any and all compensation in whatever 
form, grant, subsidy, exchange, or otherwise, directly or indirectly received 
by Grantee for services provided to subscribers within the franchise terri­
tory but excludes taxes Grantee is required to separately state and collect 
from Subscribers. 

•Monitor1ng" means observing a one-way co1m1unications signal, or
the absence"ora signal, where the observer is neither the subscriber nor 
the pr�grarrmer, where the signal is observed by �1sual or electronic me�ns 
for any purpose whatsoever.

"Premium Progra11111ing Service". Any program1111ng service other than 
basic service. 

"Rate Schedule" means the charges for all subscriber services. 

"Standard Installation Charge" mean� the cost to the subscriber for 
connection to the cable corrmunication system in the amount specifiEd in the 
current rate schedule. 

"Streets" means the surface of and the space above and below any 
public street, sidewalk, alley, easement, or other dedicated public �ay of 
any type whatsoever, now or hereafter existing as such within the jurisdic­
tion of the Grantor. 

•subscriber" means any person, firm, corporation, or other entity
legally receiving electronic signals by nwans of the Grantee's cable communi­
cations system. 

"Plan Submitted by Grantee" means the service development plan sub­
mitted by Grantee to Grantor as part of the negotiations between Grantor and 
Grantee which preceded the adoption of the ordinance and the plans submitted 
in compliance with Sections 7 and 13 of this ordi�ance. 

Section 4. Cormiission Authority. The Co11111ission shall represent the 
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Grantor in ad�inistration of the franchise, and advise the Grantor in accord­
ance with the agreement between lane County, City of Eugene, �nd City of 
Springfield which established the co1m1ission. Upon enactment of this ordi­
nance, Grantors lane County, City of Eugene, and City of Springfield shall 
continue the life of the co11111ission for the duration of the franchise. The 
form, organization, and powers of the co11111ission shall be determined jointly 
by lane County, City of Eugene, and City af Springfield, but the commission 
shall have at least those powers referred to in this ordinance. Grantee may 
rely upon notices and corrrnunications from the corrrnission. In the event that 
the Grantee receives contrary or contradictory corrrnunications from the com­
mission and the Grantor, Grantee in its sole discretion may either rely upon 
the co11111unications from the commission, or seek a declaratory judgment or 
other appropriate relief from a court of competent jurisdiction. In either 
case as to the matter in questtcn, Grantee shall be relieved of any liability 
under the terms cf this ordinance during the pendency of such proceeding or 
because of reliance upon the corrrnunications from the co1m1ission. 

Section 5. Services Provided. 

(1) Channel ca
1
acitt. The cable conrnunication system operated by

Grantee at the time this ranc ise was adopted provides 35 channE:ls of capa­
city. Before Grantee further ir.creases the channel capacity of its cable 
system, it shall submit to the corrrnission reports containing relevant infor­
mation 1dentified in Section 13 of this ordinance no later than 60 days 
before undertaking installation of equipment to allow the co1M1ission to 
review and co11111ent on the proposal. The obligations of the Grantee and the 
conmission as provided in Section 13 of this ordinance shall apply to these 
reports and the Grantee's submissions under Section 13 of this ordinance may 
be in lieu of this require��nt if submitted more than 60 days before Grantee 
undertakes installation of equipment. 

(2) Basic Service. (a) Basic service shall include programming
of local, regional and national interest providing in the aggregate a variety 
of video progralillling and shall include the access channels. Signals that are 
part of the basic service shall not be encoded except upon Corrrnission 
approval, which approva1 shall not be unreasonably withhe1d. 

(b) At least 30 days before Grantee rearranges, replaces, removes
or otherwise offers a particular cable service it shall notify thr? commission. 
Such actions by Grantee shall be consistent with sections 624 and 625 of the 
Federal Act and other applicable law. 

(c) Nothing contained in this section shall be deemed or construed
to grant any prograrrmer or th�rd party any entitlement to or expect,1t1on in 
a specific channel as£ignrnent or location. 

(d) In no event shall subscribers be required to subscribe to
any other service as a condition for obtaining basic service. 

(3) Control Devices. Subscribers to an.v premium programming ser­
vice shall, upon request, be supplied with control devices at a r2asonable 
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charge to limit vi�wing of the premium progranming service on individual 
television receivers. 

(4) Service to Institutions. Upon request of the conmission, the
Grantee shall provide single installations of basic service to each fire and 
police station, pub1ic school, City Hall, County Courthouse, and all public 
libraries within the Grantee's service area on the terms provided in Section 
7(2) of this ordinance, except no standard installation fee shall be impose� 
for such installation. Ho monthly service charge �h�ii be made for distribu­
tion of the services described in this section to these locations. 

(5) Access Facilities and Equipment. Conrnission may equip, main­
tain, and operate an access center on premises within Grantee's service area 
selected by the cornnission after conferring with Grantee and taking into con­
sideration the cost thereof. Grantee shall provide at its expense and upon 
reasonable notice the necessary connection(s} between its cable co:nmunications 
system and the access center, The Hult Center, The University of Oregon, Lane 
Co11111unity College, Eugene Public School District 4-J, Eugene City Hall, 
Springfield City Hall and Lane County Courthouse to allow the simultaneous 
live cablecasi of programs on the access channels. These connections do not 
require Grantee to provide simultaneous cor.snunication over a si�gle access 
channel between the named locations. The co11111ission 1 s access c�nter channel 
connections to Grantee's cable collliiunication system shall not damage the 
system nor impair or denegrate the quality of the signal or services provided 
Grar.tee's subscribers. 

(6) Access Channels. (a) Grantee shall provide three channels
dedicated for public, educational, and local government access programfl!ing 
�!thin tkq basic service. Wtthin 120 days of written notice to tha Grantee 
by the connission, Grantee shall provide a fourth access channel within 
basic s�rvice when the other three channels are scheduled with new program­
ming 80 percent of prime time (daily 6 p.m. to 11 p.m.) and the bal�nce of 
the cablecast day (���iy 8 a.m. to 6 p.m.) is scheduled 60 percent of the 
time. The percentages will be measured over a 90-day period. 

(b) When local programing is not scheduled on the access
channels, at the corrrnission's request Grantee shall provide such programming 
as may be available through use of Grantee's facilities at no cost to the 
co11111ission or Grantee. Grantee shall not be responsible for providing any 
local progra11111ing. 

(7) Emergency Use. In the case of any emergency or disaster, the
Grantee shall, upon request of the Grantor, make availab)e its facilities 
for emergency use during the emergency or disaster period at no cost to the 
Grantor. The system shall be designed so that viewers on all channels can 
receive inmediate notice of the �mergency by way of an emergency override 
audio or �ritten message or both. To the extent allowed by law, Grantor 
shall indemnify Grantee from any physical damage to Gr�ntee's system causud 
by Grantor's use of the system during any em�rgency cablecast. 
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Section o, Rates for Installation a.nd Services. 

(1) Schedule of Rates. Grantor and thr. colllllission shall not regu­
late Gr�ntee's rates and charges. However, Gr�ntee shall keep on file with 
the cr.,mission a current schedule of subscriber rates and charges. 

(2) Advance Charges. Grantee may require subscribers to pay for
aach month of basic service in advance at the beginning of e,1ch month. 

(3) Prohibition of Oiscrim•inatory or Preferential Practices. The
Grantee shall not, in it£ r�tes or charges, or in making available the ser­
vices or facilities of its system, or in its rules or regulations, or in any 
other respect, make or grint discriminatory preferenc� or advantages to any 
subscriber or potent ia 1 subscriber to the system, or to any us,?r or potential 
user of the system; and shall not subject any such persons to 1ny p��judice 
or disadvantage; provided nothing herein shall prevent Grantee from estab­
lishing different rates for uniform classes of subscribers or adjusting rates 
for marketing purposes. 

(4) Oisconne,tions, Failure to Pay. The authority given the com­
mission in this subsection does not give the co11111ission authority to regu­
late rates in a manner prohibited by the Federal Act. Upon Grantee's request 
the c011111ission may approve different notice and procedures for subscriber 
disconnection than are provided in this subsection. In considering Grantee's 
request the co11111ission shall not unreasonably withhold its consent. If a 
subscriber has failed to pay a properly due monthly subscriber fe£i within 15 
days after the due date of the fee, Grantee may cause disconnection of the 
subscriber's cable ,nstallation after 10 days of prior written notice; how­
ever, upon payment in full of the delin�uent monthly subscriber fee, and the 
reconnection charge, the Grantee shall promptly reinstate the subscriber's 
service. 

(5) Subscriber Refunds.

( a) If any subscriber terminates, for persona 1 reasons,
Grantee shall refund to subscriber the prepaynents thit are for the p�riod(s) 
beyond the billing month in which service is terminated. 

(b) If a subscriber's cable service is ;�terrupted because
of a failure in Grantee's cable co11111unication system which is continuous for 
more than 48 hours, affected subscribers' monthly charges shall be reduced 
on a prorated basis by crediting subscriber's account. The percentage of re­
duction shall be created by dividing the total number of hours of interrup­
tion by the number of hours in the month when the inte1ruption occurred. 
This paragraph shall apply: 
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nals on basic service are interrupted, and 

(ii) When the affected subscriber notifies Grantee
within four days of when the interruption was discovered, or 
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(iii) When Grantee has reasonable grounds to believe
that the interruption has occ�rred. 

This subsection shall not apply for the time Grantor uses Grantee's system 
wh�n authoriied by subsection 5(7). 

Section 7. Extension of Service. 

(1) Service Availability and Request Record. The Grantee shall
provide cable co11111unications service throughout the franchise territory pur­
�uant to provisions of this section and shall keep a record for at least 
th�ee years of all requests for service received by the Grantee. This record 
shal1 be available for inspection by the commission or its designee at the 
local offic� of the Grantee during regular office hours. If in the judgment 
of the COhiJlission Grantee's regular business records showing such requests is 
inadequate, G�antee shall comply with the colll11ission's reasonable request to 
correct the def�cie�cies in future records. 

(2) Service to_ Individual Sub�i:ribers from Exi$.ting S,:,-stem. Where
a subscriber can be served from the Grante�'s existing system, without P.xten­
sion of the trunk distribution cable, the :�antee shall serve the potential 
subscriber upc:i request on the foHow1.ng t.1;irms and conditions: 

(a) The dwelling unit ,�.11 be connected to cable at the stan­
dard installation charge if the conner:1on c�� be made with an aerial drop and 
does not exceed 150 feet. 

(b) If the aeri,� connection drop exceed� ISC feet, the poten­
tial subscriber may be charged the actual cost for the dista�r.e exceeding 150 
feet plus standard installat·�n charge, and Grantee may request �dvance pay­
ment for such installation. 

(c) If the requested installation is to be placed undergrJund,
the potential subscriber must �ay for furnishing open trench, as specified by 
the Grantee, backfilling and r�storing to original conditions and Grantee may 
request advance payment for such work. 

(d) The potential subscriber shall arrange for all necessary
easement� over or under private property. 

(3) Plan for E��ension and Reconstruction of the Cable System.

(a) Attached to this franchise ,Appendix A) is a map of the
franchise territory clearly delineating 1) the areas within the territory 
where the cable cc:miunications system is now available to subscribers, and 
2) the areas within the territory where the system is not presently avail­
able, together wit� a plan for extens,on which will show whe� each residHn­
tial area will have access to the system.

(b) If there are areas within t�e franchise territory where
�xtension of the cable communications system cannot reasonable be extended 
because of lack of planned development, or other reasons, then the areas, and 
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the reasons for net serving them, must be clearly identified in the plan re­
port and on the map. All reports and maps shall be made available for public 
inspection at Eugene City Hall, Springfield City Hail, Lane County Courthouse, 
and the main local office of Grantee. 

(c} The plan for extension shall be reviewed at the meetings 
authorized in Section 16(2} or modified if necessary as agreed by the Grantee 
and coim,ission. Whenever changes are made as provided in this sectioil, copies 
of the revised plan report and map shall be made available for public inspec­
tion as provided in this section for the original plan report and map. 

(d} Nothing in this section shall prevent the Grantee extend­
ing the system earlier than planned. However, any postponement of system 
exte�sion beyond the times specified in the plan report timetable shall re­
quire consent of the conmission, which shall not be unreasonably withheld. 
For a, v extension or reconstruction projects of Grantee's system the esti­
mated ust of which exceeds $50,000 the co1T111ission may require a performance 
bond or other security acceptable to the commission not to exceed the cost 
of the project to ensure its completion. 

(4} Additional Extensio� of System. Extension of the system into 
any area:. not specifically treated ir, the plan submitted pursuant to subpara­
graph (3} herein shall be as required by subparagraphs (5) and (6} herein. 
In areas not meeting the requirements for mandatory extension of service, 
Grantee shall provide, upon request of fivt or more potenti�1 subscribers 
desir1ng service, an estimate of costs renuired to extend ser�ice to said 
subscrtbers 1 and the amount by which said costs exceed what would be the cost 
cf m11tid�tory ex tens ion under this sect ion. Grantee sha 11 extend service to 
any such dwelling units upon advance payment (or assurance of payment satis­
factory to the Grantee) of the additional cost. Such payments 3hall be non­
refundable, and in the event the area subsequently reaches the density re­
quired for mljndatory extension, such payments shall be treated in full or in 
part as consideration for early extension of service. 

(5} Und��ground Extension of System. 

(a) Installation of System. In cases of ne� construction or
property development where utilities are to be placed underground, the devel­
oper or propert� owner shall give Grantee reasonable notice of iuch construc­
tion or development, including a copy of any final plat, and of the parti­
cular date on which open trenching will be available for Grantee's installa­
tion of conduit pedestals and/or vaults, and laterals to be provided at 
Grantee's expense. Grantee shall also provide specifications as needed for 
trenching. 

(b} Costs of trenching anrt easemr.nts required to bring ser­
vice to the development shall be borne by the developer or property owner, 
except that if Grantee fails to install its tonduit, pedestals and/or vaults, 
and laterals within 2 working days of the date the trenches are available, as 
designated in the notice give� by the developer or property owner, then should 
the trenches be closed after the two-day period, the cost of new trenching 
is to be borne by Grantee. 
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(c) ActivJtion of Service. Grantee shall promptly provide
service u�on request �t the standard installation rate where the potential 
subscriber can be served by extension of distribution cable past occupied 
dwelling units equivalent to a density of 25 dwelling units per quarter mile 
of cable contiguous to the already-activated system. Such density shall be 
computed on the basis of dwelling units which can be served on either s'de 
of the cable. 

(6) Aerial Ertension of System. In any area where utility lines
are permitted above ground, Grantee shall extend its system and provide ser­
vice upon request pursuant to Section 7(2) herein, where th� potential sub­
scriber can be se�ved by extension of distribution cable past occupied 
dwelling units equivalent to a �ensity of 25 dwelling units per quarter mile 
of cable contiguous to the actitated system. Such density shall be computed 
on the basis of dwelling units whi�h can be served on either side of the 
cable. 

(7) Extension of Service by Agreement. Nothing herein shall be
construed to prevent Grantee from serving areas not covered under this sec­
tion upon agreement with developers, property owners, or residents. Any such 
agreement shall be in writing and filed with the commission. 

Section 8. Compliance with Construction an� Technical Standards. 

(1) Grantee shall construct, install, op�rate and maintain its
system in a manner consistent with applicable local construction standards, 
governmental requirements, the National Electric�l Code, FCC technical 
guidelines and the construction and technical practices of Grantee. Grantee 
shall maintain on file with the commiss,on a current copy of its construction 
and technical practices. 

(2) Grantee shall install its cable, pedestals, and equipment only
in streets, public utility eisements and private easements and shall maintain 
such cable, pedestals and P.quipment in a safe and serviceable condition. 

{3) Grantee shall provide the commission w1th a compl�te copy or 
a written sum.ary of the results of Grantee's annual. proof of perforrniince 
tests conducted pursuant to FCC standards and requirements. Grantee shall 
provide to the co1m1ission a complete copy of the annual proof of performance 
tests upon request by the commission. 

Section 9. Use of Public W�ys. 

(1) Street Openings or Obstructions. Any opening or obstruction
in or distu:bance of the streets made by the Grantee in the exercis� of its 
rights under this franchise agreement shall be done in compliance with the 
standard specifications of the Grantor which relate to any party opening or 
obstructing in or disturbing of any street and all other applicable Federal, 
State, and local laws, ordinances, traffic manuals, and regulations. No hard 
surface pavement shall be cut or street broken by the Grantee without first 
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shall hold Grantee harmless from any and all liability which may arise as 3

result of its use of Grantee's poles or other installation. 

(7) Equipment Mlintenance. Grantee shall at all times keep and
maintain all of its poles, fixtures, conduits, wires, and its entire system 
in a good state of repair and shall indemnify and savn harmless the Grantor 
of and from any dnd all damages of any kind or chardcter growing out of or 
arising by re�son of Grantees fail••re to so maintain the cab1e communica­
tions system. 

(8) Temporary Removal of Facilities.

(a) Grantee shall at its expense protect, support, temporarily
disconnect, or relocate any of its equipment when required to do so by Grantor 
by reason of traffic conditions, public safety, street vacation, freeway and 
street construction, change or establishment of street grade, installation of 
sewers, drains, water pipes, poijer lines, signal lines. and tracks, or any 
other type of structures or improvements by the Granter or such duly estab­
lished utility boards as the Eugene Water & Electric Board or the Springfield 
Utility Board. 

(b) Grantee shall, within 7 days of written request of any
person holding an appropriate peri\,it issued by the Grantor, temporarily raise 
or lower its lines or other equipment to permit the movinlJ of any building or 
other structure, machinery, or object, and the actual expense of the same 
shall be paid by the person making the 1·equest. lhe person making the re­
quest will indl�mnify and save harml,�ss said Grantee of any and all damages 
or claims of whatsoever kind or nat�re caused directly or indirectly from such 
temoorary rearr,rngement of the equi pr!lent of the Grantee .ind, if required by 
Grantee, shall provide a cash deposit or a good and sufficient bond to pay 
any and all such costs as estimated by Grantee. 

(c) All installations, rearrangements, removals, and l��ering
or raising of aerial cables or wiring or other apparatus shall be done in con­
formance with the requirements of the ��tional Electrical Code, and the i�ws 
of the State of Oregon and the ordinances of the Granter. 

(9) M�ps and Records. The Grantee sha 11 file with the Granter a
system •as-built map drawn to accurate scale, and shall amend the map annu­
ally or as often as necessary to keep the Granter informed as to the location 
of all facilities installed in the franchise t2rritory. The map shall clearly 
indicate the location of trunks, distribution of lines, and anplifiers within 
the public rights-of-way. Location of subscriber service drops in a specified 
area shall be provided promptly by Grantee upon Grantor's requEst in connec­
tion with a�tivities set forth 1n Subsections (4) and (8) of this section. 

(10) Emergency Removal of Facilities. Subject to applicable law,
if, beca1se of fire, disaster or conditions creating an imminent threat to 
life or property, it becomes necessary in the reasonable judgment of the 
Granter to cut or move any of Grantee's cable communication system, such cut­
ting or moving may be done and any repairs rendered necessary thereby shall 
be made by Grantee, at it$ sole expense. Nothing in this subsection shall 
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City of Springfield and Lane County by registered mail of a 
written notice of such intent to cancel or reduce the coverage. 

(7) Evidence of Insurance Filed with Grantor. Certificates evi-
dencing all policies of insurance sha11 be filed and maintained with the 
Grantor during the term of the franchise. 

(8) No Waiver of Performance Bond. Neither the provisions of this
franchise nor any insurance accepted by the Grantor pursuant her�to, nor any 
damages recovered by the Grantor thereunder, shall be constru�d to excuse 
faithful performance by the Grant�e or limit the liability of Grantee under 
the franchise for damages, either to the full amount of the bond or otherwise. 
Nor shall maintenance of insuranc� pursuant to this section be construed to 
impose 1iability to third parties on Grante� for loss expense or damages 
otherwise a 11 ocated undi?r prov ls i ens of this ordinance. 

Section 12. Responsibilities to Public. 

(1) Rephir. Any damage cJused to the property of building owners
or users or any ot er person, by the Grantee, shall be repaired fully and 
µromptly by the Grantee.

(2) Removal of Facilities Upon Request. Upon termination of ser­
vices to any subscriber, the Grantee shall remove promptly all its above 
ground external facilities and equipment from the premises of the subscriber 
at the owner's written request. 

(3) Complaint Procedures and Inquiries.

(a) Grantee shall maintain an office in the city of Eugene
and the city of Springfield which shall be open during all the usual business 
hours with its telepho�e listed i� directories of the telephon2 company serv­
ing the franchise territory, and be so operated that complaints and requests 
fo1 repairs or adjustments may be received at any time, day or night, seven 
days a week. The phone number and address of this office shall be furnished 
to each subscriber by the Grantee. 

(b) Grantee shall equip and staff so as to assure that sub­
scribers calling the office do not encounter, on the average, unreasonably 
high percentages of busy signals or unreasonably long hold times before reach­
ing a customer service representative. If the conrnission feels that the busy 
times or average hold times over a period of three to six months has been un­
reasonable, the co111nission will notify the Grantee. The Grantee will have an 
opportunity to meet with the Commission to outline the corrective measures 
it will take or to explain why it believes that busy times or hold times have 
not been unreasonable. If the colt'l1lissions feels, after repeated notification, 
that the Grantee's telephone service is unreasonablP. and unacceptable, the 
coll'ITiission and Grantee shall meet and establish phone standards and proce­
dures for monitoring said standards. 

(c) Except as provided in paragraph (d) of this subsection, origi­
nal records including service records pertaining to compl&ints received by 
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the Grantee, and of the office procedures followed to satisfy those com­
plaints, shall be maintained by the Grantee for a period of not less than 3 
years in Lane County, Oregon, and made available for inspection by the com­
mission on reasonable notice to the Grantee. This record �hall be considered 
by the commission in evaluating Grantee's system. 

(d) Grantee may annually summarize complaints received regarding
programming and then destroy the original reccrds regarding thesa complaints 
if it files a written copy of the summary with the commission. 

(4) Maintenance of Service.

(a) Grantee shall maintain a repair and troubleshooting force
capable of responding to subscriber complaints within 2 working days after 
receipt of the complaint, other than as may be due to circumstances beyor.� the 
reasonable control of the Grantee. No charge shall be made to the sub�criber 
for maintenance of Grantee's system unless the subscriber has negli��ntly or 
intentionally caused the damage. 

{b) Grantee shall put, keep, and maintain all parts of the 
cable communications system ,n good condition throughout the entire period 
of this permit. 

(c) The Grantee shall render efficient s�rvice, mate repairs
promptly, and interrupt service only for good cause and fo. the shortest time 
possible. Such interruptions, insofar as possihle, shcill be preceded by 
notice and shall occur during periods of minimur,i use of the system. 

(d) In the event that a subscriber complaint regarding
Grantee's performance of this franchise is not resolved to the mutual satis­
faction of the subscriber and the Grantee, eith�r the subscriber or the 
Grantee may request that the matter be presented to the comJilission for reso­
lution by the commission or its designee. Nothing in this paragraph 12(4)(d) 
or in a decision of the commission under this paragraph shall limit a sub­
scriber's or the Grantee's rights to seek judicial resolution of the matter. 

(e) When there have been similar complaints made or where
there exists other evidence, which in the jud�ment of the cormiission casts 
doubt on the reliability or quality of cable ;ervice, the convnission shall 
have the right and authority to compel the Grantee to test, analyze, and re­
port on the performance of the system. Such test or tests shall be made, and 
the reports of such test or tests shall be delivered to the commission, 
within 14 days after the same have b�en requested by the commission. Such 
report(s) shall include the following information: the nature of the com­
plaint(s) which precipated the special tests� the system component(s) test-
ed and the equipment used and procedures employed in said testing, the re­
sults of s�ch tests, and the method in which such complaints were resolved. 
Any other information pertinent to the special test(s) shall be recor��d and 
reported. 

At the comission's option, said tests and analyses shall be 
supervised at the Grantee's expense by a professional engineer not on the 
permanent staff of the Grantee. The aforesaid engineer shall sign all records 
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corrmission the records and reports required by this section shall be born� by 
the Grantee. 

(4) Documentation. Documen�ation for the financial report required
by Subsection (l){h) abov:. shall be made available for inspection tf Grantor 
without delay and at Grantee's expense. 

Section 14. Solicitation by Grantee. Grantee may solicit subscribers 
for any of Grantee's services through house-to-house or place-to-place �olici­
tation without the necessity of Qbtaining a license, permit, or other form of 
arproval from the Grantor, provided Grant�e shall maintain an up-to-date list 
of solicitors on file with the corrroission and local law enforcement agencies. 

Section 15. Resolution of Disputes. 

( 1) Intent. It is the intent of the Gran tor to provide for order 1 y
resolution of disputes arising out of th2 enforcement or interpr�tation of 
provisions of this franchise, or any rule, regulation, or procedure relating 
to cable co1m1unications matters. To this end, the procedures sr�t forth in 
Subsectio11s (2) and (3) below may be implement�d upon the election of either 
the Grantee or Grantor where agreement has not been reached after a reason­
able time 2nd good faith negotiation. In addition, any controversy or dis­
pute may be submitted to binding arbitration as set forth in Subsection (4) 
below, but only upon agreement of both Grantee and Grantor. 

(2) Fact-Finding. Any controversy or dispute, upon the election
of either the Grantee or Grantor, shall be submitted to an expert individual 
acceptable to both parties for an investigation of the facts and a rP.oort 
thereof. Such fact-finding shall be for the purpose of developing butter 
information for the use of both parties and shall not be binding on either 
party. 

(3) Mediation. Any controversy or dispute, upon the election of
either the Grantee or Grantor, shall be submitted to an e�pert individual 
acceptable to both parties for the purpose of facilitating discussion and 
receiving new perspectives on the issues and new proposals for compromise. 
Such mediation sha1l not be binding on either party. 

(4) Arbitration. Upon agreement of Grantee and Grantor, any con­
troversy or dispute may be submitted for arbitration to a single expert indi­
vidual if both parties agree, or to� three-member expert panel. In render­
ing a decision the arbitrator(s) moy not impinge on any right given Grantor 
or Grantee by federal law unless the party whose right is impinged upon has 
con s�nted thereto in writing or expn?ss 1y waived pursuant to the terms of 
this ordinance. On matters that are arbitrated or within the discrEition of 
either party, the arbitrator(s) shall decide taking into account: 

(a) The limits on Grantor's authority under state and federal
law. 

(b) The historic relationship of the parti�s as evidenced by
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the existing franchise and its predecessor franchises. 

(c) The provisions of other franchises governing comparable
systems. 

(d) The provisions of other franchises Grantee has entered
into since th� last review of the exist1ng franchise. 

(e) The future cable-related coR111unity needs and interests
as then defined by the coR111ission and by the Grantee taking into 
consideration the costs associated therewith. 

Arbitration shall be binding on both parties and shall be held to have been 
finally adjudicated and settled in accordance with ORS 33.210-33.340. 

(5) Selection Procedures.

(a) In the case of fact-finding or mediation, both parties
shall present a maximum total of three names each for possible service as 
experts. If there is no agreement on any of the names, the presiding judge 
of the Circuit Court of the State of Oregon, for the County of Lane, or his/ 
her designee shall select a person to fulfill the function of expert. 

(b) In the case of arbitration, if hoth p�rties agree within
20 days of the notice to arbitrate, one person may serve as arbitrator. In 
the absence of agreement, there sha11 be an arbitration panel of three mem­
bers designated within 30 days of the notice to �rultrate. If a single-member 
panel is agreed upon, the selection procedure; ��t�ulished for fact-finding 
and mediation shall be used to select the single arb�trator. If a three­
member panel is to be used, one person shall be named by the Grantee, one per­
sen shall be named by the coR111ission and a third person shall be named by 
agreement between the Grantee's and the corrmission's repr�sentative on the 
panel. The third person shall serve as the presiding officer of th� panel. 
If there is no agreement on the single arbitrator or the presiding officer 
of a three-member panel, the selection shall be made by the presiding judge 
of the Circuit Court of the State of Oregon, for the County of Lane, or 
his/her designee. Except upon agreement of the Grantee and the corrmission, 
the hearing before the arbitrator(s) shall occur in £ugene or Springfield, 
Oregon and the decision of the arbitrator(s) shall be rendered within 60 
days of the selection of the arbitrator(s). 

Section 16. Duration, Renewal, and Renegotiation. 

(1) Duration and Renewal. This franchise and the rights and privi­
leges granted herein shall take effect 45 days after the date this ordinan�e 
is passed by th� Grantor and remain in effect until July I, 2008 unless ter­
minated sooner under provisions of Subsection (4) of this section; provided, 
however, that the terms of the franchise must be accepted by the Grante� as 
provided in section 26 of this ordinance. 
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(2) Franchise Review.

(a) A review cf the franchise performance may be undertaken
upon agreement of the Grantee and the co1t1t1ission. 

(b) A limited review of the franchise may be initiated by the
Grantee, the Grantor or the co1t1t1ission any time at least 36 months after the 
completion of a prior review of the franchise. The limited review may con­
sider any or all of the following matters: 

(i) The need for additional channels;

(ii) Service extensi�� volicies set forth in Section 7,
including, but not limited to, changes in urban service boundaries affecting 
areas to be sJrved by Grantee; 

(iii) Technical adequacy of the system, including, but not
limited to, pictijre quality, two-way transmission capacity, and compliance 
with standards set forth in Section 8; 

(iv) Changes in the Federal Act or FCC authority, rules,
or regulations which affect the franchise; 

{v) The franchise fee and payments set forth in s�ction 
10 and financial support for public, education, and governmental access; ��d 

(vi) The franchise term extension.

(c) Any a�ditions to or modifications of services, or system
design shall be conditioned upon their technical practicality and commercial 
feasibility. 

(d) The grantee shall be represented during review negoti­
ations by a representataive of the corporation authorized to speak on behalf 
of the head office of the corporation on questions of corporatu practice, 
policy, and plans. 

(e) Any matters within the categories enumerated in Subsec­
tion 16(2)(b) above, on which agreement is not reached after guod faith 
negotiation shall be submitted to binding arbitration pursuant to Section 
IS herein, without need of further agreement to arbitrate, as otherwise re­
quired in Subsection 15(4). Upon decision of the arb1trator(s) or of the 
court on appeal, this ordinance shall be amended to the extent necessary to 
implement said decision. 

(f) Anytime between May 1, 2005 and October 31, 2005 1 upon
reasonable de�onstration by Grantee to convnission that Grantee is in substan­
tial compliance with the material terms of the franchise as it then exists, 
the connission shall renew the franchise for an additional ten year tenn com­
mencing July 1, 2008. A denial of renewal by the co1t1t1ission shall be made 
if it reasonably initially determines that the Grantee has not substantially 
complied with t.he material terms of the franchise. In the event of such a 
denial, the CDmmission shall also i11111ediately proceed under Section 626 of 
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the Federal Act. If the convnission conducts the hearing required in subpart 
626(c)(2) 01· the Federal Act, a decision by the co:rmission to deny the re­
newal or Grantee's proposal shall be the final decision of the franchising 
authority. 

(3) Termination.

(a) The Grantor reserves the right to terminate this fran­
chise and all rights and privileges pertaining thereto, in the event that: 

(i) The Grantee violates any material provision of this
franchise, except where such violation is without fau1t, or occurs by reason 
of ex:usable neglect; 

(ii) The Grantee deliberately fails to operate the system
without prior approval of the corrmission or without just cause; or 

(iii) The Grantee intentionally evades any of the provi­
sions of th,s franchise, or ·Is found to have practiced any fraud or deceit 
upon the Grantor. 

(b) Prior to any tenn•nation µroceedings under this section,
the Grant.c!e shall be given 60 days of ,1otice in writing, which notice shall 
state �ith particularity the grounds upon which the Grantor relies. If, at 
the �nd of the 60-day period, the Grantee has not cured the matter which pro­
v4.des grounds for termination, or if said default cannot b� �ured within 60 
days and Grantee has failed to promptly notify Grantor of a date certain by 
which the default shall be cured or fails to initiate the remedy and proceed 
with all reasonable dispatch to cure the default, the franchise shall be sub­
ject to termination. 

{c) Termination under this subsection �hall be accomplished 
only by the passage of an ordinance after proceedings affording Grantee due 
process of law and a full opportunity to be heard consistent with the hear­
ing procedures set forth in Eugene Code Sections 2.391-2.400 as such proce­
dures exist at the time this ordinance is adopted. Any s�ch ordinance shall 
not tkke effect sooner than 30 days after passage and sh�l1 be subject to 
judicial review.

Section 17. Change of Ownership. 

(1) Transfers and Assignments.

(a) This franchise shall not be assigned or transferred,
either in whole or in part, or leased, sublet, or mortgaged in any manner, 
nor shall title hereto, either legal or equitable, or any right, interest, or 
property therein, pass to or vest in any person without the prior written con­
sent of the Grantor. However, without the commission's consent Grantee may 
transfer or assign the franchis� to an affiliate of Grantee provided the 
transferee or assignee is wholly-owned by Grantee or by Grantee•s o�ner. The 
proposed assignee must show financial responsibility as determined by the 
Grantor and must agree to comply with all provisions of the franchise. 
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expert witnesses, all other expenses of suit, and reasonable attorney fees 
shall be paid as determined by the courts. 

Section 19. Penalties. Subject to the requirement of prior notice as 
set forth in {d) below, for violations of this ordinance occurring without 
just cause or excusable neglect. Grantor may, at its discretion, assess pen­
alties against Grantee as follot.: 

(a) For failure to adhere to material representations made in
the map and plan referred to in Section 7{3), $200 per day for each represen­
tation not fulfilled. 

(b) For failure to provide information nr repor .. s as required
by terms of the ordinance, $50 per day for each failure to perform a specific 
requirement. 

(c) For failure to make a good faith effort to correct a sub­
scriber service problem after notice from the commission, $50 per day for each 
such failure, except that should the penalty amount to more than $1,000 for 
any continuous period during which a penalty(ies} under this section is being 
applied, Section 15 procedures may be invoked by either Grantor or Grantee re­
garding any continuing penalties over $1,000 and the arbitration procedure of 
Section 15 shall apply without agreement of both Grantee and Grantor, but upon 
the request of either one. Should the arbitrator{s} determine that Grantee's 
effort was in good faith, Grantee shall be refunded the penalty amount pre­
viously paid. 

(d) As a condition precedent to imposition of a penalty,
Grantor shall give Grantee written notice specifying the nature of Grantee's 
violation of this ordinance with reasonable particularity. Notice shall be 
by certified United States mail with a return receipt requested, and shall be 
deemed given when actually delivered or as of 5 p.m. on the third day follow­
ing the date actually mailed. Except for violations creating an i11111inent 
threat to life or property which shall be corrected within the time stated 
in Grantor's notice or Grantee shall be subject to penalty, Grantee shall be 
subject to a penalty if the violation of the ordinance is not cured within 
30 days after notice is given o� in the event the violation cannot be cured 
for reasons beyond the control of Grantee �ithin 30 days, it shall be suffi­
cient if Grantee initiates all reasonable measures to cure the violation 
within 30 days and continues thereafter with all reasonable dispatch to cure 
the violation; provided, in any event the violation must be cured not later 
than 60 days after notice is given. Not�ce shall be given pursuant to Sec­
tion 24. 

Section 20. Remedies Not Exclusive. All remedies and penalties under 
this ordinance, including termination of the franchise, are cumulative, and 
the recovery or enforcement of one is not a bar to the recovery or enforce­
ment of any other such remedy or penalty. The remedies and penalties contain­
ed in this ordinance, including termination of the franchise, are not exclu­
sive, and the Grantor reserves the right to enforce the penal provisions of 
any ordinance or resolution and to avail itself of any and all remedies avail-
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The notices or responses to the Granter shali be addressed as follows: 

City of Eugene 
Attn: City Manager 
777 Pearl Street 
Eugene, Or 97401 

with a copy to: 

Lane Counc�l of Governments 
Attn: Metropolitan Policy Corrmittee 
125 East Eighth Avenue 
Eugene, Oregon 97401 

The notices or responses to the Grantee shall be addressed as fol1ows: 

with a copy to: 

TCI Cablevision of Oregon, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 2500
Eugene, Oregon 97402-0369

TCI Cablevision of Oregon, Inc. 
Attention: legal Department 
Terminal Annex P. 0. Box 5630� Denver, Colorado 80217 

Ok 4643 s�uth Ulster, Denver, Colorado 80237 

Grantor, the comission and the Grantee may each designate such other officer 
or address(es) from time to time by giving notice to the other. 

Section 25. Repealer. Ordinance Nos. 18284, 18936, �nd 19359, and any 
other ordinance in conflict herewith are hereby re\,ea led, effective upon the 
effective date of this Ordinance. 

Section 26. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be effective 45 days 
after its enactment. Subject to applicable federal, st�te and local law, 
Grantee must accept the provisions of this Ordinance and agree to be bound 
thereby. Such acceptance shall be in a �riting signed by an officer of the 
corporation which is delivered to Granter with1n 30 days of enactment of this 
Ordinance. In the event Grantee fails to deliver its acceptance as provided 
herein, and notwithstanding any other provision of this Ordinance, Grantor 
may repeal this Ordinance without further notice to Grantee and without giv­
ing Grantee an opportunity to be h2ard . 

Passed by the City Council this 

13 day of May, 1991 

!J_� �,ear 
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Approved by the Mayor this 

J.l. day of Hay, 1991 

I 1�-£:/f. 
ayor 

""---
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COUNCIL ORDINANCE NUMBER 20397 

COUNCIL BILL NUMBER 4958 

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING COMCAST OF OREGON II, INC., AN 
ADDITIONAL TERM AND FRANCHISE RENEWAL FOR THE 
OPERATION OF A CABLE COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM; 
AMENDING ORDINANCE 1977&; ADOPTING A SEVERABILITY 
CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

ADOPTED: October 22, 2007 

PASSED: 8:0 

REJECTED: 

OPPOSED: 

ABSENT: 

EFFECTIVE: November aa_ 2007
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ORDINANCE NO. 20397 

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING COMCAST OF OREGON 11, INC., 
AN ADDITIONAL TERM AND FRANCHISE RENEWAL FOR THE 
OPERATION OF A CABLE COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM; 
AMENDING ORDINANCE 19775; ADOPTING A SEVERABILITY 
CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The City Council of the City of Eugene finds that: 

A. Lane County and the cities of Eugene and Springfield, the local 
franchising authorities, entered into a franchise with TCI, Inc. which franchise was 
transferred to ATT Broadband, and subsequently transferred to Comcast of Oregon 11, 
Inc., (hereinafter "Comcast"), the successor in interest to ATT Broadband, the successor 
in interest to TCI, Inc., for the operation of a cable communication system and have 
designated the Metropolitan Policy Commission (MPC) as the representative of the local 
franchising authorities in administration of the franchise. 

B. The City of Eugene enacted Ordinance No. 19775 on May 13, 1991, 
granting such franchise. 

C. The current franchise agreement with all three local franchising authorities 
provides that the current franchise term expires in July, 2008, subject to certain renewal 
rights and rights to an additional term possessed by the Grantee. 

D. In prior cable franchise renewals, Lane County and the cities of Eugene 
and Springfield, and Grantee's predecessor used the renewal successfully to clarify, 
update and renew previous franchises with Lane County, Eugene and Springfield. 

E. Lane County and the cities of Eugene and Springfield, have had extensive 
discussions with Comcast that have resulted in the local franchising authorities 
concluding that an additional term and renewal of the franchise for an additional ten-year 
term to 20 18 is warranted upon certain terms and conditions as more particularly set forth 
herein and in a certain letter of agreement between the parties dated as of October 11, 
2007. 

F. The parties have agreed to certain amendments to the franchise as set forth 
herein below. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 

THE CITY OF EUGENE DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
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Section 1. Section 3 of Ordinance No. 19775 is hereby amended by deleting 
the current definitions of "Grantee" and "Gross Annual Revenue" in their entirety, and 
replacing them with the following: 

"Grantee" shall mean Comcast of Oregon 11, Inc., its successors and assigns. 

"Gross Annual Revenues" means any and all compensation in whatever 
form, grant, subsidy, exchange, or otherwise, directly or indirectly 
received by Grantee for services provided to subscribers within the 
franchise territory but excludes the following: taxes Grantee is required to 
separately state and collect from subscribers; commissions paid on 
advertising sales revenues; amounts received from programmers as 
reimbursement of marketing expenses and launch fees, and, PEG access 
capital support collected by the Grantee from subscribers if permitted by 
federal or state law. Except as expressly set forth in this definition, Gross 
Revenues shall be calculated in accordance with generally accepted 
accounting principles. 

Section 2. Section 5(4) of Ordinance No. 19775 is hereby deleted in its 
entirety, and replaced with the following: 

Service to Institutions. Upon request of the Commission, the 
Grantee shall provide single installations of basic service to each fire and 
police station, public school, City Hall, County Courthouse, and all public 
libraries on the terms provided in Section 7(2) of this Ordinance. In 
addition to the institutions listed above and after August 1, 2008, Grantee 
shall provide, upon request of the Commission and at no cost, a single 
installation of basic service to no more than 30 additional public buildings 
owned and occupied by Eugene, Springfield, or Lane County and located 
within the Franchise Area and within 150 feet of the then existing system 
operated by Grantee, except for portions of buildings used primarily to 
house jail populations. No standard installation fee and no monthly 
service charge shall be made for the distribution of the services described 
in this section to these locations. 

Section 3. Section 5(6) of Ordinance No. 19775 is hereby amended by 
deleting paragraphs (a) and (b) in their entirety, and replacing them with the following 
paragraphs (a) and (b) below, and adding a new paragraph (c) as follows: 

Access Channels. 

(a) Grantee shall provide four channels dedicated for public, 
educational, and local government access programming, three within basic 
service and one additional channel as provided in subsection (b). 

(b) Public Safety Channel. Grantee shall make available 
continued use of a fourth scrambled channel to the Commission providing 
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public safety programming created by the Commission or its designee. 
The channel shall reside on Grantee's digital service tier and Grantee shall 
make available, without charge, use of not more than 75 digital converters 
to each designated location that shall be configured to receive only the 
public safety channel. The location of the 75 converters shall be 
designated in writing by the Commission. Grantee shall provide, at no 
charge, replacement converters should technology change such that the 
originally distributed converters are no longer capable of providing access 
to the channel. The public safety channel as provided herein is the fourth 
PEG channel required under the franchise prior to this amendment and 
Grantee shall not be required to provide any other service over this fourth 
PEG channel. 

(c) Grantee shall not be responsible for programming, 
operations or oversight of any public, educational, governmental, or access 
channels provided for in this Section. 

Section 4. Section lO(5) of Ordinance No. 19775 is hereby deleted in its 
entirety, and replaced with the following: 

In addition to the franchise fees required by this section, Grantee 
shall pay to the Commission on or about March 1 of 2007 and 2008 
$50,000 per year. Beginning on or about March 1,2009, and on or about 
said date each year thereafter for the remaining term of this franchise, 
Grantee shall pay to the Commission $1 00,000 per year. Money received 
by the Commission under this subsection shall be used only for capital 
costs related to public, educational and governmental access facilities 
including but not limited to access center equipment acquisition or 
replacement. Payments under this subsection may, at Grantee's sole 
discretion, be made quarterly at the same time franchise fee payments are 
made pursuant Section lO(1). Grantee's right, if any, to pass through and 
itemize amounts collected from residential subscribers for payments 
required pursuant to this section is governed by provisions of federal or 
state law. 

Section 5. Sections 16(1) and (2) of Ordinance No. 19775 are hereby deleted 
in their entirety, and replaced with the following: 

(1) Duration and Renewal. This franchise and the rights and 
privileges granted herein shall remain in effect until August 1, 2018, 
unless terminated sooner under provisions of Subsection (4) of this 
section. Renewal of the Grantee's franchise at the end of such term shall 
be governed by and comply with the provisions of applicable law then in 
effect. 

(2) Franchise Review. 
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(a) A review of the franchise performance may be 
undertaken upon agreement of the Grantee and Commission. 

(b) Upon request of either the Commission or Grantee, 
a review of franchise performance may be undertaken once after 
August 1,201 3. As a result of such franchise performance review, 
the Commission and Grantee may negotiate modifications or 
revisions to the franchise upon mutually acceptable terms and 
conditions. 

(c) After January 1, 201 3 but before August 1, 201 3, 
Grantee shall submit a report to the Commission on the 
performance of the system under the fi-anchise. The report shall 
include: 

(i) The channel capacity and plans for additional channels; 
(ii) Service extension policies set forth in Section 7; 
(iii) Technical adequacy of the system, including, but 

not limited to, picture quality, two-way transmission 
capacity, and compliance with standards sets forth 
in Section 8; 

(iv) Changes in the Federal Act or FCC authority, rules, or 
regulations which, in Grantee's opinion, might affect the 
franchise; and 

(v) The franchise fee payments set forth in Section 10 and 
financial support for public, education, and governmental 
access. 

(d) The Grantee shall be represented during review 
negotiations by a representative of the company authorized to 
speak on questions or corporate practice, policy, and plans. 

Section 6. Severability. If any section, sentence, paragraph, term, or 
provision hereof is determined to be illegal, invalid, or unconstitutional, by any court of 
competent jurisdiction or by any state or federal regulatory authority having jurisdiction 
thereof, such determination shall have no effect on the validity of any other section, 
sentence, paragraph, term or provision hereof, all of which will remain in full force and 
effect for the term of the Franchise. 

Section 7. Savings Clause. Except as amended herein, all other provisions of 
Ordinance No. 19775 remain in full force and effect. 

Section 8. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days 
after its enactment by the City Council and approval by the Mayor. Subject to applicable 
federal, state and local law, Grantee must accept the provisions of this Ordinance and 
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agree to be bound thereby. Such acceptance shall be in writing signed by an officer of the 
corporation which is delivered to Grantor within 30 days of enactment of this Ordinance. 
In the event Grantee fails to deliver its acceptance as provided herein, and 
notwithstanding any other provision of this Ordinance, Grantor may repeal this 
Ordinance without further notice to Grantee and without giving Grantee an opportunity to 
be heard. 

Passed by the City Council this Approved by the Mayor this 

22nd day of October 2007 e d a y  of October, 2007 

%q City Recorder 
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EUGENE CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 
 
  

Action: An Ordinance Concerning Middle Housing; Making A Text Amendment To 
The Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area General Plan; Replacing Variations Of 

The Terms “One Family” And “Single Family” With “Single-Unit,” Replacing 
Variations Of The Term “Two Family” With “Duplex,” Replacing Variations Of The 

Term “Three Family” With “Triplex,” Replacing Variations Of The Term “Four 
Family” With “Fourplex,” And Replacing Variations Of The Terms “Multiple Family” 
And “Multi-Family” With “Multi-Unit” Or “Multiple-Unit” Throughout The Eugene 
Code; Amending Sections 9.0500, 9.2160, 9.2161, 9.2700, 9.2720, 9.2740, 9.2741, 
9.2750, 9.2751, 9.2760, 9.2761, 9.2770, 9.2775, 9.2777, 9.2780, 9.3050, 9.3065, 
9.3100, 9.3115, 9.3116, 9.3125, 9.3145, 9.3210, 9.3215, 9.3220, 9.3221, 9.3300, 
9.3310, 9.3510, 9.3625, 9.3630, 9.3800, 9.3810, 9.3811, 9.3815, 9.3822, 9.3823, 
9.3910, 9.3915, 9.6105, 9.6650, 9.6703, 9.6730, 9.6740, 9.6745, 9.6775, 9.6792, 
9.6793, 9.6795, 9.6885, 9.7000, 9.7015, 9.7020, 9.7025, 9.7030, 9.7055, 9.7230, 
9.7600, 9.8005, 9.8030, 9.8210, 9.8215, 9.8220, 9.8423, 9.8510, 9.8515, 9.8520, 

9.8705, 9.8710, And 9.8865 Of The Eugene Code, 1971; Deleting Sections 9.2705. 
9.2735, And 9.2737 Of That Code; Adding Sections 9.5550, 9.7640, 9.7641, 9.7642, 

9.7643, 9.7644, 9.7900, 9.7905, 9.7910, 9.7915, 9.7920, 9.7925, 9.8191, 9.8192, 
9.8193, 9.8194, 9.8195, 9.8196, 9.8197, 9.8198, And 9.8199 To That Code; 

Addressing The Oregon Land Use Board Of Appeals’ Remand Of Ordinance No. 
20705; And Providing An Effective Date.  

 
Meeting Date: November 25, 2024  Agenda Item Number: 4 
Department: Planning & Development  Staff Contact: Jeff Gepper 
www.eugene-or.gov  Contact Telephone Number: 541-682-5282 
  
ISSUE STATEMENT 
The City Council is scheduled to potentially take action on an ordinance readopting the City’s 
Middle Housing Code. The proposed ordinance addresses the remand of Ordinance No. 20705 by 
the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).     
 
 
BACKGROUND 
Eugene’s Middle Housing Code Amendments project was undertaken to implement and comply 
with Oregon House Bill 2001 (2019), codified as Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 197A.420, which 
requires Oregon’s large cities, including Eugene, to allow duplexes, triplexes, quadplexes, 
townhouses, and cottage clusters (collectively referred to as middle housing) in more places 
across the City, in order to increase housing choice and supply.  
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In 2022, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 20667 (the 2022 Middle Housing Ordinance), 
which amended both the City’s land use code and the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area 
Regional Plan (Metro Plan). The 2022 Middle Housing Ordinance allowed for the construction of 
middle housing in the City and in some respects went beyond the requirements of ORS 197A.420; 
for example, by allowing detached as well as attached middle housing. 
 
The 2022 Middle Housing Ordinance was appealed to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals 
(LUBA).  LUBA upheld the City’s ordinance on all counts. LUBA’s decision was then appealed to the 
Oregon Court of Appeals, who disagreed with LUBA and opined that the City Council’s findings 
were not robust enough on the issue of the 2022 Middle Housing Ordinance’s compliance with 
Statewide Planning Goal 11 (Public Facilities and Services).  Following the Court of Appeals’ 
decision, on October 12, 2023, LUBA remanded the 2022 Middle Housing Ordinance back to the 
City to allow the City Council to address the ordinance’s compliance with Goal 11.  
 
On March 11, 2024, the Eugene City Council approved Ordinance No. 20705, which incorporated 
additional findings explaining how existing Eugene Code provisions, similar to those in the State’s 
Large Cities Middle Housing Model Code, satisfy the City’s obligation to comply with Goal 11.  
Ordinance No. 20705 was appealed to LUBA.  On July 10, 2024, LUBA issued a final opinion 
explaining that the City’s evidence and findings did not adequately describe how existing city code 
provisions and permitting processes address the sufficiency of public facilities to satisfy the City’s 
Goal 11 planning obligation. LUBA further explained that the Oregon Court of Appeals has 
determined that the City can demonstrate the Middle Housing Code Amendments comply with 
Goal 11 by adopting the “sufficient infrastructure” provisions from the State’s Large Cities Middle 
Housing Model Code (Model Code), which limit development of middle housing on lots that lack 
sufficient infrastructure to support it. LUBA then remanded Ordinance No. 20705 back to the City. 
 
To address the most recent remand, the proposed 2024 Remand Ordinance, that is the topic of this 
public hearing, incorporates the “sufficient infrastructure” requirements from the Large Cities 
Middle Housing Model Code (Model Code). Incorporating the Model Code’s “sufficient 
infrastructure” provisions into the 2024 Remand Ordinance ensures that the higher density 
housing that may be allowed under the ordinance will only be allowed on “lots or parcels with 
sufficient infrastructure.” The language that is now included in both the Model Code and 2024 
Remand Ordinance requires that an applicant demonstrate that the following level of public 
services is already provided or will be provided upon submittal of a development application: 
 

• Connection to a public sewer system capable of meeting established service levels. 
• Connection to a public water system capable of meeting established service levels. 
• Access via public or private streets meeting adopted emergency vehicle access standards 

to a city’s public street system. 
• Storm drainage facilities capable of meeting established service levels for storm 

drainage. 

Other than incorporation of the “sufficient infrastructure” requirements from the Model Code, the 
text of the proposed 2024 Remand Ordinance is substantively identical to Ordinance No. 20705, 
except that the 2024 Remand Ordinance incorporates updates to the land use code that have 
occurred since the Council considered Ordinance No. 20705, and incorporates the following 
administrative corrections: the term “rowhouse” is changed to “townhouse” in a few places; 
references to “duplex divisions” are eliminated; references to ORS 197.758 are changed to ORS 
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197A.420, consistent with the State’s renumbering of the middle housing statutes; and Figure 
9.5550(6)(f) is updated for consistency with applicable code language.   
 
Since August 1, 2024, the City has been required to apply the State’s Large Cities Middle Housing 
Model Code adopted by the Oregon Land Conservation and Development Commission (Model 
Code) rather than the 2022 Middle Housing Ordinance.  The City must continue to apply the Model 
Code unless and until the Council adopts a new Middle Housing ordinance. During this time, City 
Staff has been reviewing building permits for compliance the state’s requirements for sufficient 
infrastructure. This evaluation is in addition to the review already occurring for compliance with 
the City’s existing infrastructure requirements at Eugene Code Section 9.6505. Under the 
proposed code amendments, staff would continue the practice of evaluating applications for 
triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters for sufficient infrastructure. Duplexes are 
not subject to the sufficient infrastructure requirements because duplexes must be subject to the 
same rules that apply to single-unit dwellings. However, both duplexes and single-unit dwellings 
are still subject to the land use code’s existing requirements for connection to City infrastructure.  
 
While the Model Code continues to allow middle housing development in Eugene, application of 
the Model Code has created confusion due to the differences between the Model Code and 
Eugene’s middle housing code. Additionally, without Eugene’s adopted code provisions, which 
included increased flexibility and incentives, applicants who would prefer to use the City’s middle 
housing regulations instead of the Model Code are faced with uncertainty around their planned 
middle housing projects in light of the remand. Consequently, the proposed 2024 Remand 
Ordinance includes an immediate effective date. If approved by at least 2/3 of the Council, the 
ordinance will take effect upon the Mayor’s signature. 
 
Remand Process 
The Eugene Code does not prescribe a process for City consideration of an ordinance that has been 
remanded. In making its decision on remand, the City Council will address the relevant approval 
criteria from the Eugene Code (EC), located in EC 9.7735 and 9.8065, as well as the terms of the 
remand from LUBA and the Oregon Court of Appeals. The City Council’s process on remand will be 
a continuation of the 2022 Middle Housing Code Amendments project adoption processes.  
 
On October 31, 2024, City staff provided written notice of the November 18, 2024, City Council 
Public Hearing to interested parties who participated in the process that preceded the adoption of 
the Ordinance Nos. 20667 and 20705 and to the Department of Land Conservation and 
Development (DLCD). On the same date, copies of the proposed 2024 Remand Ordinance were 
posted on the project website and on the City Recorder’s website. City staff have also made hard 
copies of the proposed 2024 Remand Ordinance available for interested parties to review. 
 
Community members are encouraged to send their comments to 
middlehousingtestimony@eugene-or.gov. All written comments will be provided to the City 
Council in batches and included in the record. A paper copy of the record has been placed in the 
City Manager’s Office for review by City Council, while any interested party may also view record 
materials on the project website or at the Planning & Development Department at 99 West 10th 
Avenue, Eugene, Oregon, 97401. 
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November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4 

PREVIOUS COUNCIL DIRECTION 
May 24, 2022 Special Meeting 
Councilor Syrett, seconded by Councilor Keating, moved to adopt an Ordinance Concerning Middle 
Housing, including Exhibits A and B attached thereto, as set forth in its entirety as Attachment C to 
the May 18, 2022, Agenda Item Summary. 
Passed 8:0 
 
March 11, 2024 Meeting 
Councilor Keating, seconded by Councilor Groves, moved to approve an Ordinance Concerning 
Middle Housing, including Exhibits A and B attached thereto, as set forth in its entirety as 
Attachment A to the March 11, 2024, Agenda Item Summary. 
Passed 6:2 (Opposed by Councilors Clark and Groves) 
 
November 18, 2024 Public Hearing 
City Council held a public hearing on the proposed ordinance. Four people provided testimony 
during the public hearing, three of which were in support of approving the ordinance and one was 
opposed. Written testimony has been received and continues to be submitted. Written testimony 
will be provided to the City Council in batches and included in the record. 
 
 
COUNCIL OPTIONS 
1. Approve the ordinance as proposed in Attachment A to this AIS. 
2. Approve the ordinance with specific modifications as determined by the City Council.  
3. Take no action. 
 
 
CITY MANAGER’S RECOMMENDATION  
The City Manager recommends approval of the ordinance as provided in Attachment A to this AIS.  
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION  
Move to approve an Ordinance Concerning Middle Housing, including Exhibits A and B attached 
thereto, as set forth in its entirety as Attachment A to the November 25, 2024, Agenda Item 
Summary. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
A. Proposed 2024 Remand Ordinance 
  Exhibit A: Figures 
  Exhibit B: Findings 
B. Remand Record Materials as of November 13, 2024 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION 
Staff Contact:   Jeff Gepper, Senior Planner 
Telephone:   541-682-5282 
Staff E-Mail:  JGepper@eugene-or.gov   
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ORDINANCE NO. ______ 
 
 
AN ORDINANCE CONCERNING MIDDLE HOUSING; MAKING A TEXT AMENDMENT TO THE 
EUGENE-SPRINGFIELD METROPOLITAN AREA GENERAL PLAN; REPLACING 
VARIATIONS OF THE TERMS “ONE FAMILY” AND “SINGLE FAMILY” WITH “SINGLE-
UNIT,” REPLACING VARIATIONS OF THE TERM “TWO FAMILY” WITH “DUPLEX,” 
REPLACING VARIATIONS OF THE TERM “THREE FAMILY” WITH “TRIPLEX,” REPLACING 
VARIATIONS OF THE TERM “FOUR FAMILY” WITH “FOURPLEX,” AND REPLACING 
VARIATIONS OF THE TERMS “MULTIPLE FAMILY” AND “MULTI-FAMILY” WITH “MULTI-
UNIT” OR “MULTIPLE-UNIT” THROUGHOUT THE EUGENE CODE; AMENDING SECTIONS 
9.0500, 9.2160, 9.2161, 9.2700, 9.2720, 9.2740, 9.2741, 9.2750, 9.2751, 9.2760, 9.2761, 9.2770, 
9.2775, 9.2777, 9.2780, 9.3050, 9.3065, 9.3100, 9.3115, 9.3116, 9.3125, 9.3145, 9.3210, 9.3215, 
9.3220, 9.3221, 9.3300, 9.3310, 9.3510, 9.3625, 9.3630, 9.3800, 9.3810, 9.3811, 9.3815, 9.3822, 
9.3823, 9.3910, 9.3915, 9.6105, 9.6650, 9.6703, 9.6730, 9.6740, 9.6745, 9.6775, 9.6792, 9.6793, 
9.6795, 9.6885, 9.7000, 9.7015, 9.7020, 9.7025, 9.7030, 9.7055, 9.7230, 9.7600, 9.8005, 9.8030, 
9.8210, 9.8215, 9.8220, 9.8423, 9.8510, 9.8515, 9.8520, 9.8705, 9.8710, AND 9.8865 OF THE 
EUGENE CODE, 1971; DELETING SECTIONS 9.2705. 9.2735, AND 9.2737 OF THAT CODE; 
ADDING SECTIONS 9.5550, 9.7640, 9.7641, 9.7642, 9.7643, 9.7644, 9.7900, 9.7905, 9.7910, 
9.7915, 9.7920, 9.7925, 9.8191, 9.8192, 9.8193, 9.8194, 9.8195, 9.8196, 9.8197, 9.8198, AND 
9.8199 TO THAT CODE; ADDRESSING THE OREGON LAND USE BOARD OF APPEALS’ 
REMAND OF ORDINANCE NO. 20705; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
 THE CITY OF EUGENE DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.   

(a) Except as provided in subsection (b) of this section, throughout Chapter 9 of the 

Eugene Code, 1971, variations of the terms “one family” and “single family” are replaced with 

“single-unit;” variations of the term “two family” are replaced with “duplex;” variations of the term 

“three family” are replaced with “triplex;” variations of the term “four family” are replaced with 

“fourplex;” and variations of the terms “multiple family” and “multi-family” are replaced with “multi-

unit” or “multiple-unit.” Where these changes occur in the Code sections further amended by this 

Ordinance, the changes are also shown. 

(b)  The changes described in subsection (a) of this section do not apply to EC Table 

9.1045, EC 9.9570, EC 9.9580, EC 9.9610, EC 9.9690, or to the term “One and Two Family 

Dwelling Code” as used in the definitions of “Development Permit” and “Manufactured 

Home/Manufactured Dwelling” in EC 9.0500. 
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Section 2.  Section 9.0500 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended by amending the 

definitions of “Cluster Subdivision;” “Dwelling;” “Dwelling, Duplex;” “Dwelling, Fourplex;” 

“Dwelling, Multiple-Family;” “Dwelling, One-Family;” “Dwelling, Row House;” “Dwelling, Tri-Plex;” 

“Front Lot Line;” “Manufactured Home/Dwelling Park;” deleting the definition of “Family;” and 

adding definitions for “Common Courtyard;” “Community Building;” “Cottage Cluster Project;” 

“Dwelling, Cottage Cluster;” “Expedited Land Division; “Income-Qualified Middle Housing;” “Lot, 

Cottage Cluster;” “Lot, Duplex;” “Lot, Fourplex;” “Lot, Triplex;” “Middle Housing;” “Middle Housing 

Conversion;” “Middle Housing Lot;” “Middle Housing Land Division;” and “Townhouse Project” to 

provide as follows: 

9.0500 Definitions.

As used in this land use code, unless the context requires otherwise, the following words and 
phrases mean: 

Cluster Subdivision. A subdivision with 64 or more lots with dwellings grouped in a manner that 
achieves protection of natural environmental features or creates common open space that is 
suitable for use by residents through the relaxation of the lot and development standards. The 
subdivision shall include reductions in the minimum lot area requirements. 

Common Courtyard. A common area for use by residents of a cottage cluster or other type of 
residential development. Constructed and natural features may be included in a common 
courtyard, such as, but not limited to, landscaping, lawn, pedestrian paths, paved areas, and 
recreational amenities. 

Community Building. A building intended for the shared use of residents in a development that 
provides space for accessory uses such as community rooms, guest housing, exercise rooms, 
day care, community eating areas, or picnic shelters. 

Cottage Cluster Project. A development site with one or more cottage clusters. Each cottage 
cluster that is part of a cottage cluster project must have its own common courtyard. 

Dwelling. A building, or portion thereof, designed and used as a residence for occupancy by 1 
familya person or persons. This includes both buildings constructed on-site and manufactured 
homes. 

Dwelling, Cottage Cluster. A grouping of no fewer than four detached dwellings per acre with a 
footprint of less than 900 square feet each that includes a common courtyard. Cottage clusters 
are not fourplexes or multiple-unit dwellings. 

Dwelling, Duplex. A building designed and used as dwellings for 2 families living independently 
of each other and having separate housekeeping facilities for each family that are connected 
either by common walls or common ceiling/floor connection. A building is not a duplex if one of 
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the dwellings is an accessory dwelling.Two dwellings on a single lot or parcel in any configuration. 
If one of the dwellings on the lot or parcel is an accessory dwelling, the two dwellings on that lot 
or parcel are not considered a duplex. 

Dwelling, Fourplex-Plex. A building designed and used as dwellings for 4 families living 
independently of each other and having separate housekeeping facilities for each family.Four 
dwellings on a single lot or parcel in any configuration. The dwelling type referred to as a fourplex 
in this land use code is the same dwelling type as the dwelling type referred to as a quadplex in 
the Metro Plan, ORS 197A.420, and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules. 

Dwelling, Multiple-FamilyUnits (Multi-Unit). One or more buildings on a single lot or parcel 
containing 5 or more dwellings in any configuration. that are designed and used for 3 or more 
families, all living independently of each other, and having separate housekeeping facilities for 
each family. The dwellings may be detached ormay share common walls, common roofs, or 
common foundations. Multiple-family unit dwellings include condominium and apartment units 
without regard to ownership status. Cottage clusters are not multiple-unit dwellings. 

Dwelling, One-FamilySingle-Unit. A dwelling that may have a common wall, roof or foundation 
with another one-family dwelling on a separate lot or may share a common wall, roof, or 
foundation with an accessory dwelling on the same lot. One detached dwelling on a single lot or 
parcel. A dwelling unit that is part of a duplex, triplex, fourplex, or cottage cluster, whether attached 
or detached, is not a single-unit dwelling. 

Dwelling, Row HouseTownhouse. A dwelling that is part of a townhouse project of two or more 
attached dwellings where each dwelling is located on an individual lot, parcel, or middle housing 
lot and shares 1 or more walls with 1 or more dwellings and which is located on a row house lot 
at least one common wall with an adjacent dwelling. 

Dwelling, Tri-Pplex. A building designed and used as dwellings for 3 families living independently 
of each other and having separate housekeeping facilities for each family.Three dwellings on a 
lot or parcel in any configuration. 

Expedited Land Division. A partition or subdivision of a lot or parcel that is processed pursuant to 
EC 9.7900 through EC 9.7925 and governed by the application requirements and approval criteria 
in EC 9.8200 through EC 9.8245 or EC 9.8500 through 9.8580. 

Family. A person living alone, or any of the following groups living together as a single nonprofit 
housekeeping unit and sharing common living, sleeping, cooking and eating facilities: 

(A) Any number of persons related by blood, marriage, adoption, guardianship or other duly-
authorized custodial relationship;

(B) A maximum of 5 unrelated persons;

(C) Two unrelated persons and any parents or children related to either.

Front Lot Line. A lot line abutting a public street or in cases of private streets or access easements, 
the front lot line shall be considered to be the boundary of the private street or the access 
easement for the private street. (See Figure 9.0500 Lot Lines, Lot Frontage, Lot Width, Lot 
Depth.) 
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Income-Qualified Middle Housing. A unit in a duplex, triplex, fourplex, townhouse or cottage 
cluster exclusively for low-income individuals and/or families, sponsored by a public agency, a 
non-profit housing sponsor, a developer, a combination of the foregoing, or other alternatives as 
provided for in the Oregon Revised Statutes or Federal Statutes, to undertake, construct, or 
operate housing for households that are low-income. For purposes of this definition, low-income 
means having income at or below 80 percent of the area median income. 

Lot, Cottage Cluster. A lot or parcel that meets the minimum lot area required for the development 
of a cottage cluster. 

Lot, Duplex. A lot or parcel that meets the minimum lot area required for the development of a 
duplex. 

Lot, Fourplex. A lot or parcel that meets the minimum lot area required for the development a 
fourplex. 

Lot, Triplex. A lot or parcel that meets the minimum lot area required for the development of a 
triplex. 

Manufactured Home/Dwelling Park. Any place where 4 or more manufactured dwellings are 
located within 500 feet of one another on a lot, tract or parcel of land under the same ownership, 
the primary purpose of which is to rent or lease space or keep space for rent or lease to any 
person for a charge or fee paid or to be paid for the rental or lease or use of facilities or to offer 
space free in connection with securing the trade or patronage of such person. “Manufactured 
dwelling park” does not include a lot or lots located within a subdivision being rented or leased for 
occupancy by no more than 1 manufactured dwelling per lot if the subdivision was approved by 
the city. “Manufactured dwelling park” also does not include a development permitted as a 
fourplex or a cottage cluster. 

Middle Housing. The following dwelling types: duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses, and 
cottage clusters. 

Middle Housing Conversion. A duplex, triplex, or fourplex created through addition to or 
conversion of an existing building other than an accessory building. 

Middle Housing Lot. A lot or parcel created through a middle housing land division. 

Middle Housing Land Division. A partition or subdivision of a lot or parcel on which the 
development of middle housing is allowed by this land use code. A middle housing land division 
is processed pursuant to EC 9.7900 through EC 9.7925 and governed by the application 
requirements and approval criteria in EC 9.8191 through EC 9.8199. 

Townhouse Project. Two or more townhouses constructed, or proposed to be constructed, 
together with the land that has been divided, or is proposed to be divided, to reflect the townhouse 
property lines and any commonly owned property. 
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Section 3.  The “Residential” “Dwellings” Section in Table 9.2160 of Section 9.2160 of 

the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.2160 Commercial Zone – Land Use and Permit Requirements. 

The following Table 9.2160 Commercial Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements identifies 
those uses in Commercial Zones that are: 

(P) Permitted.

(SR) Permitted, subject to an approved site review plan or an approved final planned unit 
development. 

(C) Subject to a conditional use permit or an approved final planned unit development.

(S) Permitted, subject to the Special Development Standards for Certain Uses beginning at EC
9.5000.

(#) The numbers in ( ) in the table are uses that have special use limitations described in EC 
9.2161. 

Examples shown in Table 9.2160 are for informational purposes, and are not exclusive. Table 
9.2160 does not indicate uses subject to Standards Review. Applicability of Standards Review 
procedures is set out at EC 9.8465. 

Table 9.2160 Commercial Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

C-1 C-2 C-3 GO 

* * *

Residential 

Dwellings 

One-FamilySingle-Unit Dwelling P(6) P(6) P(7)

Rowhouse (One-Family on Own Lot Attached to 

Adjacent Residence on Separate Lot with Garage 

or Carport Access to the Rear of the 

Lot)Townhouse (See EC 9.5550) 

S(6) S SP 

Duplex (Two-Family Attached on Same Lot) P(6) P(6) P(7) P 

Tri-plex (Three-Family Attached on Same Lot) 

(See EC 9.55500) 

S(6) S S S

Four-plex (Four-Family Attached on Same Lot) 

(See EC 9.55500) 

S(6) S S S
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Table 9.2160 Commercial Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

Multiple Family Unit (3 or More Dwellings on 

Same Lot) (See EC 9.5500) 

S(6) S S S

* * *

Section 4.  Subsections (6) and (7) of Section 9.2161 of the Eugene Code, 1971, are 

amended to provide as follows:  

9.2161 Special Use Limitations for Table 9.2160. 

* * *

(6) Residential Use Limitation in C-1 and C-2.

(a) All residential dwellings in the C-1 zone and one and two-family dwellings in the C-2
zone are allowed if the ground floor of the structure is used for commercial or non-residential
purposes according to Table 9.2161 Commercial Uses Requirements in Mixed-Use
Residential Developments. In the C-1 zone, all residential dwelling types are allowed in a
building if the ground floor of the structure is used for commercial or non-residential purposes
consistent with Table 9.2161. In the C-2 zone, up to two dwellings are allowed in a structure
if the ground floor of the structure is used for commercial or non-residential purposes
consistent with Table 9.2161. In the C-2 zone, triplexes, fourplexes, and multi-unit dwellings
are permitted in accordance with Table 9.2160. Dwellings in the C-1 zone and C-2 zone are
subject to the development standards of the applicable zone. The special development
standards at EC 9.5550 do not apply to dwellings in a building with non-residential use on the
ground floor.

(b) For lots zoned C-1 within the S-JW Jefferson Westside Special Area Zone boundaries
as shown on Figure 9.3605, the maximum number of dwellings per lot is specified at EC
9.3625(8) and 9.3626(1), except that middle housing is exempt from the dwelling maximums
specified in those sections.

Table 9.2161 Commercial Uses Requirements in Mixed-Use Residential 

Developments 

C-1 C-2

Commercial Uses Requirements in Mixed-Use Residential Developments 

Minimum Percent of Building Street 

Frontage in Commercial Use. 

Building street frontage shall be 

measured along the length of the 

80% 60%
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Table 9.2161 Commercial Uses Requirements in Mixed-Use Residential 

Developments 

C-1 C-2

building at the ground level within the 

maximum front yard setback. As used 

herein, “commercial” includes any non-

residential use occupying a space at 

least 15 feet deep from the street 

facade of the building, excluding 

parking areas and garages. 

Minimum Percent of Ground Floor 

Area in Commercial Use. 

80% 20%

(7) Residential Use Limitation in C-3. Within the Downtown Plan Area as shown on Map
9.2161(6) Downtown Plan Map,a structure may include one and two-family dwellings if 80 percent
of the ground floor of the structure is used for commercial or non-residential purposes. two
dwellings or less are only allowed in a building if 80% of the ground floor of the structure is used
for commercial or non-residential purposes according to Table 9.2161. In the C-3 zone, other
residential uses, such as triplexes, fourplexes, and multi-unit dwellings are permitted in
accordance with Table 9.2161. Dwellings in the C-3 zone will be subject to the development
standards of the applicable zone. The special development standards at EC 9.5550 do not apply
to dwellings in a building with non-residential use on the ground floor.

Section 5.  Section 9.2700 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.2700 Purpose of R-1 Low-Density Residential Zone. 

The purpose of the R-1 Low-Density Residential zone is to implement the comprehensive plan by 
providing areas for low-density residential use. The R-1 zone is designed for one-familysingle-
unit detached dwellings with some allowance for other types of dwellings and middle housing and 
is also intended to provide a limited range of non-residential uses that can enhance the quality of 
low-density residential areas. 

Section 6.  Section 9.2705 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is deleted. 

9.2705 Purpose of R-1.5 Rowhouse Zone. 

The purpose of the R-1.5 Rowhouse zone is to implement the comprehensive plan by providing 
areas for attached rowhouse dwellings. 
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Section 7.  Section 9.2720 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.2720 Purpose of R-3 Limited High-Density Residential Zone. 

The purpose of the R-3 Limited High-Density Residential zone is to implement the comprehensive 
plan by providing areas for limited high-density residential use that encourage attached one-family 
dwelling unitsmiddle housing and multiple-family unit dwellings units. The R-3 zone is also 
intended to provide a limited range of non-residential uses to help provide services for residents 
and enhance the quality of the limited high-density residential area. 

Section 8.  Section 9.2735 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is deleted. 

9.2735 Residential Zone Siting Requirements. 

In addition to the approval criteria of EC 9.8865 Zone Change Approval Criteria, a property 
proposed for the R-1.5 zone shall not exceed the area needed to accommodate up to 8 rowhouse 
lots and shall be located at least 500 feet, as measured along existing street public right-of-way, 
from any other property zoned R-1.5. Zone changes to R-1.5 are prohibited within the city-
recognized boundaries of Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University 
Neighborhood Association. 

Section 9.  Section 9.2737 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is deleted. 

9.2737 Residential Occupancy Requirements. 

Occupancy of a dwelling is limited by the definition of family at EC 9.0500. The city manager may 
require a property owner to provide copies of lease or rental agreements documenting compliance 
with occupancy limits. 

Section 10.  Table 9.2740 of Section 9.2740 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.2740 Residential Zone Land Use and Permit Requirements. 

The following Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Use and Permit Requirements identifies those 
uses in the residential zones that are: 

(P) Permitted.

(SR) Permitted, subject to an approved site review plan or an approved final planned unit 
development. 

(C) Subject to an approved conditional use permit or an approved final planned unit
development.

(PUD) Permitted, subject to an approved final planned unit development. 
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(S) Permitted, subject to the Special Development Standards for Certain Uses beginning
at EC 9.5000.

(#) The numbers in ( ) in the table are uses that have special use limitations that are
described in EC 9.2741 Special Use Limitations for Table 9.2740.

The examples listed in Table 9.2740 are for informational purposes and are not exclusive. Table 
9.2740 does not indicate uses subject to Standards Review. Applicability of Standards Review 
procedures is set out at EC 9.8465. 

Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Accessory Uses 

Accessory Uses. Examples include a 

garage, storage shed, and services 

primarily for use by residents on the site, 

such as a recreation room and laundry 

facility. Parking areas and garages 

constructed and used for a principle use 

on the development site, such as an 

apartment, are allowed as an accessory 

use. 

P P P P P

Agricultural, Resource Production and Extraction 

Community and Allotment Garden P P P P P

Display and Sale of Agricultural Products 

Grown on the Site 

P(9)

Urban Animal Keeping, including 

pastureland (See EC 9.5250) 

S S S S

Horticultural Use. Examples include field 

crops, orchards, berries, and nursery or 

flower stock. 

P

Education, Cultural, Religious, Social and Fraternal 

Church, Synagogue, and Temple, 

including associated residential structures 

for religious personnel. (All religious uses 

shall meet minimum and maximum 

density requirements in accordance with 

C C C C 

Attachment A

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4CC Agenda Page 70



Ordinance -- Page 10 of 106 

Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Table 9.2750 Residential Zone 

Development Standards unless 

specifically exempted elsewhere in this 

code or granted a modification through an 

approved conditional use permit.) 

Club and Lodge of State or National 

Organization (These uses shall meet 

minimum and maximum density 

requirements in accordance with Table 

9.2750 Residential Zone Development 

Standards unless specifically exempted 

elsewhere in this code or granted a 

modification through an approved 

conditional use permit.) 

C

Community and Neighborhood Center C C C P 

School, Elementary through High School C C SR SR 

University or College C C SR SR 

Entertainment and Recreation 

Athletic Facility and Sports Club C C C C 

Athletic Field, Outdoor C C C C 

Equestrian Academy and Stable (See 

also Table 9.1240) 

PUD

Equestrian Trail (See also Table 9.1240) PUD 

Golf Course, with or without country club 

(See also Table 9.1240) 

PUD

Park and Non-Publicly Owned Open 

Space Use (See EC 9.2620): 

Kiosk, Gazebo, Pergola, Arbor 

Trail, paved and non paved 

Arboretum, outdoors 

Athletic Areas, outdoors, unlighted 

S(97) S(97) S(97) S(97) 
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Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Natural Area or Environmental 

Restoration 

Ornamental Fountain, Art Work 

Park Furnishings, Examples include: play 

equipment, picnic tables, benches, 

bicycle racks, and interpretive signage 

Restroom 

Wetland Mitigation Area 

Theater, Live Entertainment (See also 

Table 9.1240) 

C

Government 

Government Services, not specifically 

listed in this or any other uses and permit 

requirements table. An example could 

include: a fire station. 

P P P P

Lodging 

Bed and Breakfast Facility (See EC 

9.5100) 

C C S S 

Manufacturing 

Recycling, small collection facility (See 

EC 9.5650) 

S S S S

Medical, Health and Correctional Services 

Clinic, or other Medical Health Facility 

(including mental health). 

C(1) C(1)

Correctional Facility, excluding 

Residential Treatment Center 

C C C

Hospital, Clinic, or other Medical Health 

Facility (including mental health). (These 

uses shall meet minimum and maximum 

density requirements in accordance with 

Table 9.2750 Residential Zone 

C (1) C (1)
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Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Development Standards unless 

specifically exempted elsewhere in this 

code or granted a modification through an 

approved conditional use permit.) 

Nursing Home (See also Table 9.1240) C C 

Residential Treatment Center C C C C 

Motor Vehicle Related Uses 

Transit, Neighborhood Improvement P P P P P

Transit Park and Ride, Major or Minor, 

Only when Shared Parking Arrangement 

with Other Permitted Use 

P P P

Transit Park and Ride, Major or Minor C 

Transit Station, Major C C 

Transit Station, Minor SR P P 

Residential 

Dwellings. (All dwellings shall meet 

minimum and maximum density 

requirements in accordance with Table 

9.2750 are subject to the Residential Zone 

Development Standards at EC 9.2750 

unless specifically exempted elsewhere in 

this land use code. All dwelling types are 

permitted if approved through the Planned 

Unit Development process.) 

One-Family Single-Unit Dwelling (1 Per 

Lot in R-1), except as provided at EC 

9.2741(108) for Churches, Synagogues 

and Temples) 

P(2) P(2) P(2) P(2) 

Accessory Dwelling P(23) P(23) P(23) P(23) 

Rowhouse Townhouse(One-Family on 

Own Lot Attached to Adjacent Residence 

PS(34) P(3) PS(4) PS(4) PS(4) 
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Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

on Separate Lot with Garage or Carport 

Access to the Rear of the Lot) (See EC 

9.5550) 

Duplex (Two-Family Attached on Same 

Lot) 

P(2)(4) P(2)(4) P(2)(4) P(2)(4) 

Tri-plex (Three-Family Attached on Same 

Lot) (See EC 9.55050) 

S(54) S(4) S(4) S(4) 

Four-plex (Four-Family Attached on 

Same Lot) (See EC 9.55050) 

S(64) S(4) S(4) S(4) 

Cottage Cluster (See EC 9.5550) S(4) S(4) S(4) S(4) 

Multiple-Family Unit Dwellings (3 or More 

Dwellings on Same Lot) (See EC 9.5500) 

PUD S S S 

Manufactured Home Park. Shall comply 

with EC 9.5400 or site review. 

S or SR S or SR 

Controlled Income and Rent Housing 

where density is above that normally 

permitted in the zoning yet not to exceed 

150%. (Shall comply with multiple-family 

unit standards in EC 9.5500 or be 

approved as a PUD.) 

S or 

PUD see 

Map 

9.2740 

S or 

PUD see 

Map 

9.2740 

S or 

PUD see 

Map 

9.2740 

Assisted Care & Day Care (Residences Providing Special Services, Treatment or 

Supervision) 

Assisted Care (5 or fewer people living in 

facility and 3 or fewer outside employees 

on site at any one time)(All Assisted Care 

uses shall meet minimum and maximum 

density requirements in accordance with 

Table 9.2750 Residential Zone 

Development Standards unless 

specifically exempted elsewhere in this 

code.) 

P P P P
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Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Assisted Care (6 or more people living in 

facility) (All Assisted Care uses shall meet 

minimum and maximum density 

requirements in accordance with Table 

9.2750 Residential Zone Development 

Standards unless specifically exempted 

elsewhere in this code or granted a 

modification through an approved 

conditional use permit.) 

C C C C 

Day Care (4 to 16 people served) (See 

EC 9.5200) 

S S S S

Day Care (17 or more people served) C C C C 

Rooms for Rent Situations 

Boarding and Rooming House C P 

Campus Living Organization, including 

Fraternities and Sororities 

C P 

Single Room Occupancy (SRO) (All SRO 

uses shall meet minimum and maximum 

density requirements in accordance with 

Table 9.2750 Residential Zone 

Development Standards unless 

specifically exempted elsewhere in this 

code or granted a modification through an 

approved conditional use permit.) 

C P P

University and College Dormitory P P 

Utilities and Communication 

Amateur Radio Antenna Structure (See 

EC 9.5050) 

S S S S

Electrical Substation, must meet 

landscape standards in EC 9.6210(3) 

High Screen Landscape Standard (L-3) 

unless fully enclosed within a building or 

P P P P
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Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

approved through a Type II procedure 

that shows low visual impact. 

Fiber Optic Station, must meet landscape 

standards in EC 9.6210(3) High Screen 

Landscape Standard (L-3) unless fully 

enclosed within a building or approved 

through a Type II procedure that shows 

low visual impact. 

P P P P

Pump Station, well head, non-elevated 

reservoir, and other water or sewer 

facilities, must meet landscape standards 

in EC 9.6210(3) High Screen Landscape 

Standard (L-3) unless fully enclosed 

within a building or approved through a 

Type II procedure that shows low visual 

impact. 

P P P P

Telecommunication Tower or Facility 

(See EC 9.5750) 

S S S S

Water Reservoir, elevated above ground 

level 

SR SR SR SR 

Other Commercial Services 

C-1 Neighborhood Commercial Zone

Permitted Uses – Uses listed as P

(Permitted) or SR (subject to site review)

in C-1 and which are not listed elsewhere

in this Table 9.2740

PUD 

(75) 

PUD 

(75) or

C(86)

PUD 

(75) or

C(86)

PUD 

(75) or

C(86)

Cemetery, includes crematoria, 

columbaria, and mausoleums 

C

Home Occupation (See EC 9.5350) S S S S S

Model Home Sales Office (See EC 

9.5450) 

S S S S

Temporary Activity (See EC 9.5800) S S S S S

Attachment A

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4CC Agenda Page 76



Ordinance -- Page 16 of 106 

Table 9.2740 Residential Zone Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Wildlife Care Center (See EC 9.5850) S 

Section 11.  Subsections (2) through (8) of Section 9.2741 of the Eugene Code, 1971, 

are amended to provide as follows: 

9.2741 Special Use Limitations for Table 9.2740. 

* * *

(2) A duplex is permitted on any lot or parcel where a single-unit dwelling is permitted.

(23) Accessory Dwellings. One accessory dwelling is allowed for each detached one-familysingle-
unit dwelling on the same lot, subject to the standards at EC 9.2750 and EC 9.2751.

(3) Rowhouses.

(a) In R-1, new rowhouses are prohibited within the city-recognized boundaries of Amazon
Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association.

(b) In R-1.5, rowhouses shall comply with all of the following:

1. Maximum Building Size: Eight rowhouses in a building, no more than 180 feet in
width.

2. Minimum Interior or Rear Open Space Required: 400 square feet per rowhouse with
a minimum smallest dimension of 14 feet.

3. Auto access and parking shall be provided from the alley to the rear of the lot; there
shall be no auto access from the front of the lot.

4. Siting requirements of EC 9.2735.

(4) Duplex. When located in R-1, a duplex shall conform to 1 of the following standards below,
except that new duplexes are prohibited within the city-recognized boundaries of Amazon
Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association:

(a) The duplex was legally established on August 1, 2001.

(b) The duplex is on a corner lot abutting public streets as provided in EC 9.2760 Residential
Zone Lot Standards, which is at least 8,000 square feet in size.

(c) The duplex is on a lot that was identified as being developable for a duplex on a
subdivision plat.
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(5)  Triplex. When located in R-1, a triplex shall be on a lot that was identified as a triplex lot in a
subdivision, except that new triplexes are prohibited within the city-recognized boundaries of
Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association.

(6) Fourplex. When located in R-1, a fourplex shall be on a lot that was identified as a fourplex
lot in a subdivision, except that new fourplexes are prohibited within the city-recognized
boundaries of Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood
Association.

(4) Middle Housing Special Use Limitations.

(a) Middle Housing is permitted on the following lots:

1. A duplex shall be permitted on:

A. Any lot or parcel where a single-unit dwelling is permitted; and

B. Any lot or parcel with a lot area that is at least 2,250 square feet.

2. A triplex shall be permitted on any lot or parcel with a lot area that is at least 3,500
square feet. 

3. A fourplex shall be permitted on any lot or parcel with a lot area that is at least
4,500 square feet. 

4. A cottage cluster shall be permitted on any lot or parcel with a lot area that is at
least 4,500 square feet. 

5. Individual units of middle housing are permitted on middle housing lots created
pursuant to a middle housing land division. 

(b) Lot Area Reduction for Small Dwelling Units. When the average size of all dwelling
units in a duplex, triplex, fourplex, or cottage cluster is less than 900 square feet as 
calculated using the formula in subparagraph (c), the lot area thresholds listed in 
subparagraphs (a)1. through (a)4. shall be reduced by 25 percent (for example, a triplex 
with units of an average size that is less than 900 square feet would be allowed on a lot 
with an area of 2,625 square feet). 

(c) For the purposes of this subsection, “Average size” means the average square
footage of all dwelling units in a duplex, triplex, fourplex, townhouse project, or cottage 
cluster using the formula:  

AS = (X1+ X2 + X3 …+ X N) divided by N 

Where: 

AS = Average Size of all Dwelling Units in a Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex, Townhouse 
Project, or Cottage Cluster 
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N = Total number of dwelling units in the duplex, triplex, fourplex, townhouse 
project, or cottage cluster. N is equal to the number of X# dwellings included within 
the parenthesis in the calculation. 

X# = Dwelling unit size. The size of one dwelling unit that is a part of a duplex, 
triplex, fourplex, townhouse project, or cottage cluster. Dwelling unit size is the 
total square footage of a dwelling, which is measured by adding together the 
square foot area of each full story or level in a dwelling. The square foot area must 
be measured at the exterior perimeter walls of each story of the dwelling, not 
including eaves, and is defined as all square footage inside of a dwelling, including, 
but not limited to, living rooms, kitchen, bedrooms, bathrooms, hallways, entries, 
closets, utility rooms, stairways, and bathrooms. For townhouses and attached 
duplexes, triplexes, and fourplexes, the exterior perimeter walls of a dwelling shall 
be measured from the midpoint of any common wall for that portion of the structure 
that shares a common wall with another unit in the townhouse project, duplex, 
triplex, or fourplex. The following are not included in the calculation of dwelling unit 
size: attached or detached garages; outdoor living areas and structures, including, 
but not limited to uncovered porches, uncovered decks, patios, porches, exterior 
stairways, decks, carports, and covered areas enclosed by no more than 50% on 
all sides; and crawlspaces, attics, and other areas that do not constitute a full story 
of the building. 

(d) Lot Area Reduction for Income-Qualified Middle Housing. When at least 50 percent
of the dwelling units in a duplex, triplex, fourplex, or cottage cluster meet the definition of 
income-qualified middle housing, the lot area thresholds listed in subparagraphs (a)1. 
through (a)4. shall be reduced by 25 percent. In calculating the number of income-qualified 
middle housing units for purposes of this subparagraph, fractional dwelling units shall be 
rounded down to the nearest whole number (for example, 50 percent of the units in a 
triplex equals 1.5 units, so at least 1 unit must be income-qualified for the triplex to qualify 
for the lot area reduction pursuant to this subparagraph). 

(e) For developments that qualify for the Lot Area Reductions in both subparagraphs (b)
and (d) above, the total lot area reduction shall not exceed 25 percent. 

(75) C-1 Neighborhood Commercial in Residential Zones. Uses permitted outright in the C-1
Neighborhood Commercial zone shall be permitted in any residential zone through the planned
unit development process with a demonstration that the commercial uses will serve residents
living in the PUD.

(86) C-1 Neighborhood Commercial in R-2, R-3 and R-4 Zones. Uses permitted outright or
subject to site review in the C-1 Neighborhood Commercial zone shall be conditionally permitted
in the R-2, R-3 and R-4 zone when the minimum residential density is achieved on the
development site. All applicable standards for uses in the C-1 zone shall be complied with or
granted an adjustment through the conditional use permit process except as follows:

(a) Neighborhood Commercial uses being approved through the conditional use permit
process shall be located on arterial streets.

(b) In R-2, EC 9.2161(1) Small Business Incentives in C-1 shall not apply. Instead, each
individual business shall be limited to a total of 2,500 square feet of floor area.
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(c) Buildings within the maximum front yard setback shall be oriented toward the street.

(d) Maximum front yard setback shall be no greater than the predominant front yard original
setback line in the immediate vicinity.

(e) No off-street parking shall be located between the front facade of any building and the
primary adjacent street. This standard applies to new buildings and to completely rebuilt
projects constructed after August 1, 2001.

(f) In new development, 60% of the site frontage abutting a street shall be occupied by a
building within the maximum setback or by an enhanced pedestrian space. No more than
20% of the 60% may be an enhanced pedestrian space.

(g) Building Entrances:

1. All building sides that face an adjacent public street shall feature at least one
customer entrance.

2. Building sides facing two public streets may feature one entrance at the corner.

3. Each commercial tenant of the building, unless an accessory to the primary tenant,
shall be accessed through individual storefront entrances facing the street.

(h) Ground floor walls shall contain display windows across a minimum of 50 percent of the
length of the street-facing wall of the building. Windows meeting the criteria of display
windows shall have sills at 30 inches or less above grade.

(97) Permitted, subject to the PRO zone use limitations and standards in Table 9.2630, EC
9.2631 and EC 9.2640.

(108) In addition to any residential structures for religious personnel, Churches, Synagogues
and Temples in R-1 are permitted to have up to two dwellings per lot that are not subject to the
multiple-familyspecial development standards at EC 9.5500 and 9.5550, provided all of the
following are met:

(a) Each dwelling is used exclusively for low-income individuals and/or families where all
units are subsidized. For the purposes of this section, low-income means having income at
or below 80 percent of the area median income as defined by the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development.

(b) Each dwelling is limited to 800 square feet in area and 18 feet in height.

(c) The development site does not exceed the maximum net density per acre in EC 9.2750.
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Section 12.  Table 9.2750 of Section 9.2750 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.2750  Residential Zone Development Standards. 

In addition to applicable provisions contained elsewhere in this code, the development standards 
listed in this section and in EC 9.2751 to EC 9.2777 shall apply to all development in residential 
zones. In cases of conflicts, standards specifically applicable in the residential zone shall apply. 
In cases of conflicts in this section between the general standards and the area-specific 
standards, the area-specific standards shall apply: 

The following Table 9.2750 sets forth the residential zone development standards, subject to the 
special development standards in EC 9.2751. 

Table 9.2750 Residential Zone Development Standards 

(See EC 9.2751 Special Development Standards for Table 9.2750.) 

R-1 R-

1.5 

R-2 R-3 R-4

Density (1) 

Minimum Net Density per 

Acre 

No Minimum  – 13 units 20 units 20 units 

Maximum Net Density per 

Acre 

14 units – 28 units 56 units 112 units 

Maximum Building Height (2), (3), (4), (5), (16), (17), (18) 

Main Building. Does not 

include main building on Alley 

Access Lot in R-1 

30 feet 35 

feet 

35 feet 50 feet 120 feet 

Main Building on Alley Access 

Lot in R-1 

See (18) – – – – 

Accessory Building. See (16) 20 

feet 

25 feet 30 feet 30 feet 

Accessory Dwelling See (17) – See (17) See (17) See (17) 

Minimum Building Setbacks (2), (4), (6), (9), (10), (11), (16), (17), (18) 

Front Yard Setback 

(excluding garages and 

carports) 

10 feet 10 

feet 

10 feet 10 feet 10 feet 
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Table 9.2750 Residential Zone Development Standards 

(See EC 9.2751 Special Development Standards for Table 9.2750.) 

R-1 R-

1.5 

R-2 R-3 R-4

Front Yard Setback for 

Garage Doors and Carports 

(12) 

18 feet – 18 feet 18 feet 18 feet 

Interior Yard Setback (except 

where use, structure, location 

is more specifically addressed 

below)(7) 

5 feet or 

minimum of 

10 feet 

between 

buildings 

– 5 feet or 

minimum of 

10 feet 

between 

buildings 

5 feet or 

minimum of 

10 feet 

between 

buildings 

5 feet or 

minimum of 

10 feet 

between 

buildings 

Interior Yard Setback for 

Education, Government and 

Religious Uses. 

15 feet – 15 feet 15 feet 15 feet 

Interior Yard Setback for 

Buildings Located on Flag 

Lots in R-1 Created After 

December 25, 2002 (See EC 

9.2775(5)(b)) 

10 feet – – – – 

Interior Yard Setback for 

Accessory Buildings in R-1 

See (16) – – – – 

Interior Yard Setback for 

Accessory Dwellings 

See (17) – See (17) See (17) See (17) 

Interior Yard Setback for Alley 

Access Lots in R-1 

See (18) – – – – 

Area-Specific Interior Yard 

Setback 

– – – See (8) See (8) 

Maximum Lot Coverage (17), (18) 

All Lots, except where 

specifically addressed below 

50% of Lot – 50% of Lot – – 

Lots with Accessory Dwellings 

(Area-Specific) 

See (17)(c) – – – – 

Alley Access Lots in R-1 See (18) – – – – 
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Table 9.2750 Residential Zone Development Standards 

(See EC 9.2751 Special Development Standards for Table 9.2750.) 

R-1 R-

1.5 

R-2 R-3 R-4

Rowhouse Townhouse Lots 75% of Lot 75% 

of 

Lot 

75% of Lot 75% of Lot 75% of Lot 

Cottage Clusters -  - - - 

Lots with Duplexes, Triplexes, 

or Fourplexes 

60% of Lot 75% of Lot - - 

Outdoor Living AreaOpen Space (13) 

Minimum Total Open Space – – 20% of dev. 

site 

20% of dev. 

site 

20% of dev. 

site 

Middle Housing Minimum 

Total Open Space 

- 10% of dev. 

site 

10% of dev. 

site 

10% of dev. 

site 

Fences (14) 

Maximum Height Within 

Interior Yard Setbacks 

6 feet 42 

inche

s 

6 feet 6 feet 6 feet 

Maximum Height within Front 

Yard Setbacks 

42 inches 42 

inche

s 

42 inches 42 inches 42 inches 

Deer Fencing See EC 

9.2751(14)(c) 

– – – – 

Driveways and Parking Areas (15) 

General Standards – – – See 

(15)(cb) 

See 

(15)(cb) 

Area-Specific See (15)(a) – – – – 

Accessory Buildings in R-1 (16) 

General Standards See (16)(a) – – – – 

Area-Specific See (16)(b) – – – – 
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Accessory Dwellings (17) 

General Standards See (17)(a) 

and (b) 

– See (17)(a) 

and (b) 

See (17)(a) 

and (b) 

See (17)(a) 

and (b) 

Area-Specific See (17)(c) – – – – 

Alley Access Lots (18) 

General Standards See (18)(a) – – – – 

Area-Specific See (18)(b) – – – – 

Maximum Bedroom Count (19) 

Area-Specific See (19) – – – – 

Section 13.  Section 9.2751 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended by amending 

subsection (1)(b); adding subsections (3)(e) and (3)(f); amending subsection (13) and the lead-in 

paragraph of subsection (15)(a); adding a new subsection (15)(b); re-lettering subsection (15)(b) 

as (15)(c) and amending the lead-in paragraph; amending the lead-in paragraph of (16)(b); 

amending subsections (18)(a)1., (18)(a)3., (18)(a)4., (18)(a)5.a., (18)(a)7., (18)(a)8., (18)(a)9., 

(18)(a)11.a., (18)(a)13., (18)(a)14., and (18)(b)1.; adding subsection (18)(d), and amending 

subsection (19) to provide as follows: 

9.2751 Special Development Standards for Table 9.2750. 

(1) Density.

* * *

(b) The maximum residential density requirements in Table 9.2750 do not apply to
accessory dwellings, duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses, or cottage clusters.

1. Cottage clusters in the R-1 zone shall have a minimum net density of 4 units per
acre. 

2. Townhouses in the R-1 zone shall have a maximum net density of 25 units per acre.
Townhouses in the R-2 zone shall have a maximum net density of 39 units per net acre. 

3. Density Increase for Small Townhouses. When the average size of all townhouses
in a townhouse project is less than 900 square feet, the maximum townhouse density 
listed in subparagraph 2. of this subsection (b) shall be increased by 5 units per acre (for 
example, a townhouse project in the R-1 zone with an average size of units that is less 
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than 900 square feet would be allowed up to 30 units per acre). For the purposes of this 
subparagraph, “Average size” means the average square footage of all townhouses in a 
townhouse project using the formula at EC 9.2741(4)(c). 

4. Density Increase for Income-Qualified Townhouses. When at least 50 percent of the
dwelling units in a townhouse project meet the definition of income-qualified middle 
housing, the maximum townhouse density listed in subparagraph 2. of this subsection (b) 
shall be increased by 5 units per acre. In calculating the number of income-qualified 
dwelling units, fractional dwelling units shall be rounded down to the nearest whole 
number (for example, 50 percent of the townhouses in a townhouse project consisting of 
3 townhouses equals 1.5 units, so at least 1 unit must be income-qualified for the 
townhouse project to qualify for the density increase pursuant to this subparagraph). 

5. If a townhouse project qualifies for the density increases in both subparagraphs 3.
and 4. above, the total density increase shall not exceed 5 units per acre over the density 
listed in subparagraph 2. 

* * *

(3) Building Height.

* * *

(e) In the R-1 zone, the maximum building height for a duplex, triplex, fourplex, or
townhouse is 30 feet, plus the allowance for additional height provided in subparagraph (d) 
of this subsection (3). 

(f) Maximum building height for all structures in cottage clusters is 25 feet, as provided in
EC 9.5550(6)(a)3. 

* * *

(13) For multiple-family unit projects dwellings, refer to EC 9.5500(9) Open Space.

* * *

(15) Driveways and Parking Areas.

(a) R-1 Zone. Within the city-recognized boundaries of the Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount
Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association, the following standards apply
when a new dwelling or a new parking area serving residential uses is created on a lot in the
R-1 zone, except for alley access lots, flag lots, and lots on the east side of Fairmount
Boulevard:

* * *

(b) R-1 Zone, Middle Housing: The standards in subparagraph (a) do not apply to duplexes
or to development subject to the Middle Housing Development Standards at EC 9.5550. 

(bc)  R-3 and R-4 Zones. Except for middle housing, development subject to the Multi-Family 
Unit Development Sstandards at EC 9.5500 and development authorized through a planned 
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unit development approved prior to June 15, 2012, the following standards apply when a new 
dwelling or new parking area serving residential uses is created in the R-3 or R-4 zones. 

* * *

(16) Accessory Buildings in R-1.

* * *

(b) Area – Specific Accessory Building Standards. With the exception of Accessory Buildings
that are accessory to middle housing, Tthe following standards apply to all new accessory
buildings associated with a dwelling in the R-1 zone within the city-recognized boundaries of
Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association:.
Accessory Buildings that are accessory to middle housing within the city-recognized
boundaries of Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood
Association are subject to the standards in subsection (a) above.

* * *

(18) Alley Access Lots in R-1.

(a) General Standards.

1. Applicability. Except as provided in (b) (c) and (dc) below, the following standards

apply to development on alley access lots in R-1.

* * *

3.  Building Size. The total square footage of all dwellings located on an alley access lot
The total building square footage of a dwelling or dwellings shall not exceed 1025 percent
of the total lot area or 800 1,200 square feet, whichever is smallergreaterlarger. Total
building square footage is measured at the exterior perimeter walls and is defined as all
square footage inside of athe dwelling, including, but not limited to hallways, entries,
closets, utility rooms, stairways and bathrooms.

4. Lot Coverage. Alley access lots shall meet the lot coverage requirements for R-1,
except that all roofed areas shall be included as part of the calculation of lot coverage.

5. Building Height/Interior Setback.

a. Interior yard setbacks shall be at least 5 feet, including along the alley frontage.
In addition, except for middle housing, at a point that is 158 feet above finished
grade, the setback shall slope at the rate of 10 inches vertically for every 12 inches
horizontally away from the property line perpendicular to the alley until a point not to
exceed a maximum building height of 1825 feet. For middle housing on an alley
access lots, the standards for maximum building height and setbacks at EC 9.2750
shall apply.

* * *
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7. Bedrooms. The Each dwelling shall contain no more than 3 bedrooms.

8. Primary Entrance. The primary entry to the at least one dwelling shall be defined by
a covered or roofed entrance with a minimum roof depth and width of no less than 3 feet.

9. Pedestrian Access. The dDwellings shall be served by a minimum three foot wide
hard-surfaced/hard-scaped (paved, concrete, asphalt, or pavers) pedestrian walkway
from the alley, or from the front street via an easement. The pedestrian walkway must be
recognizable and distinct (different color, materials and/or texture) from the driveway and
parking area, but is not required to be separated from the driveway or parking area.

* * *

11. Parking and Driveway.

a. Only one covered or enclosed parking space may be provided per dwelling (for
example, a carport or garage). The covered or enclosed parking space shall be
counted towards the total number of parking spaces.

* * *

13. Trash and Recycling.  Outdoor storage and garbage areas shall be screened from
view from adjacent properties and those across the alley with a minimum 42-inch tall
100-percent site obscuring fence or enclosure on at least three sides.

14. Accessory Buildings.

a. Except as provided in b. below, Ddetached accessory buildings are allowed
subject to the standards at EC 9.2751(16), except that the.

b. The total square footage of all accessory buildings on an alley access lot is
limited to 400 square feet.

(b) Area – Specific Alley Access Lot Standards in R-1. Except as provided below, the
standards in subsection (a) of this section apply to alley access lots existing as of April 12,
2014, in the R-1 zone within the city-recognized boundaries of Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount
Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association. In lieu of EC 9.2751(18)(a)(3)
Building Size, the following applies:

1.  Building Size. An alley access lot dwelling or dwellingsThe total square footage of all
dwellings located on an alley access lot shall not exceed 1,000 square feet of total
building square footage, measured at the exterior perimeter walls. For alley access lots,
total building square footage of all dwellings is defined as all square footage inside of the
a dwelling, including, but not limited to hallways, entries, closets, utility rooms, stairways
and bathrooms.

* * *
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(d) The standards in subparagraphs (a)3., (a)6. through (a)11., (a)13., (a)14., and (b)1. do

not apply to middle housing. Middle housing on alley access lots in R-1 shall comply with the 

special development standards at EC 9.5550. 

(19) Area – Specific Maximum Bedroom Count.

(a) Except as provided in b. below, Iin the R-1 zone within the city-recognized boundaries
of Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association, the 
maximum allowable number of bedrooms in a dwelling shall be limited to 3 bedrooms total, except 
that additional bedroom(s) may be added beyond 3 if, prior to the city’s issuance of a building 
permit for a new dwelling or for an addition, expansion or alteration that adds bedroom(s), the 
owner records a deed restriction with the Lane County Clerk, on a form approved by the city, that 
includes the following provisions: 

(1) The maximum number of unrelated individuals living in the dwelling shall be limited
to 3.

(21) The deed restriction runs with the land and binds the property owner(s), heirs,
successors and assigns.

(32) The deed restriction may be terminated, upon approval by the city, when bedrooms
are removed so that there are 3 bedrooms, or at such time as the city code no longer
requires a bedroom/occupancy limit in accordance with this section.

(b) The standards in subparagraph (a) above do not apply to middle housing.

Section 14.  Section 9.2760 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.2760 Residential Zone Lot Standards. 

The following Table 9.2760 sets forth residential zone lot standards, subject to the special 
standards in EC 9.2761: 

Table 9.2760 Residential Zone Lot Standards 

(See EC 9.2761 Special Standards for Table 9.2760.) 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Lot Area Minimum (1) 

Lots, except Rowhouse 

Townhouse Lots, Small Lots, 

Duplex Lots, Triplex Lots, 

4,500 

square feet 

– 4,500 

square feet 

4,500 

square feet 

4,500 

square feet 
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Table 9.2760 Residential Zone Lot Standards 

(See EC 9.2761 Special Standards for Table 9.2760.) 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Fourplex Lots, Residential Flag 

Lots, Cottage Cluster Lots, 

Duplex Division Lots and Middle 

Housing Lots 

Small Lots (2) Per Cluster 

Subdivision 

or PUD 

 2,250 

square feet 

or per 

Cluster 

Subdivision 

or PUD 

2,250 

square feet 

or per 

Cluster 

Subdivision 

or PUD 

2,250 

square feet 

or per 

Cluster 

Subdivision 

or PUD 

Rowhouse Lots (3) 

Townhouse Lots(Rowhouse lots 

shall be indicated on the final 

plat and shall be developed with 

a rowhouse.) 

1,600 

square 

feet- 

1,600 

squar

e feet 

1,600 

square 

feet- 

1,600 

square 

feet- 

1,600 

square feet- 

Duplex Lots (3) (In R-1, a duplex 

lot shall be indicated on the final 

subdivision plat as developable 

as a duplex. Such lots may not 

be created by a partition. 

Alternatively, a duplex lot may 

be located on a corner lot that 

contains at least 8,000 square 

feet.) 

8,0002,250 

square feet 

– –2,250 

square feet 

–2,250

square feet

–2,250

square feet

Triplex Lots (3)(In R-1, lots shall 

be indicated on the final 

subdivision plat as developable 

as a triplex. Such lots may not 

be created by a partition) 

12,0003,50

0 square 

feet 

– –3,500 

square feet 

–3,500

square feet

–3,500

square feet

Fourplex Lots (3) (In R-1, lots 

shall be indicated on the final 

16,0004,50

0 square 

feet 

– –4,500 

square feet 

–4,500

square feet

–4,500

square feet
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Table 9.2760 Residential Zone Lot Standards 

(See EC 9.2761 Special Standards for Table 9.2760.) 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

plat and shall be developed as a 

fourplex.) 

Residential Flag Lot (4) (Existing 

lot shall be at least 13,500 

square feet.) 

6,000 

square feet 

– 6,000 

square feet 

6,000 

square feet 

6,000 

square feet 

Cottage Cluster Lots (3) 4,500 

square feet 

 4,500 

square feet 

4,500 

square feet 

4,500 

square feet 

Middle Housing Lots (8)Duplex 

Division Lots (8) (Existing lot 

shall be at least 8,000 square 

feet.) 

3,600 

square 

feet- 

3,600 

square 

feet- 

3,600 

square 

feet- 

3,600 

square feet- 

Lot Frontage Minimum (1) 

Interior Lot (6) 50 feet 20 

feet 

35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 

Corner Lot (6) 50 feet 20 

feet 

35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 

Curved Lot (6) 35 feet 20 

feet 

35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 35 feet(9) 

Cul-de-sac Bulb Lot 35 feet 20 

feet 

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Residential Flag Lot (4)

1 Lot 15 feet 15 feet 15 feet 15 feet 

2 to 4 Lots 25 feet 25 feet 25 feet 25 feet 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 15 feet- 15 

feet 

15 feet- 15 feet- 15 feet- 

Lot Width Minimum (1) 

Interior Lot (6)(7) 50 feet 20 

feet 

35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 
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Table 9.2760 Residential Zone Lot Standards 

(See EC 9.2761 Special Standards for Table 9.2760.) 

R-1 R-1.5 R-2 R-3 R-4

Corner Lot (6) 50 feet 20 

feet 

35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 

Curved Lot 35 feet 20 

feet 

35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 35 feet (9) 

Cul-de-sac Bulb Lot 35 feet 20 

feet 

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Residential Flag Lot (4) 50 feet – – 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 150 feet 15 

feet 

150 feet 150 feet 150 feet 

Lot Area Maximum (5) 

(New subdivisions and partitions 

only) 

13,500 

square feet 

Housing Mix Maximum (6) 

Duplex See EC 

9.2741(4) 

– – – – 

Triplex See EC 

9.2741(5) 

– – – – 

Four-plex See EC 

9.2741(6) 

– – – – 

Section 15.  Subsections (3), (4), (6), and (8) of Section 9.2761 of the Eugene Code, 

1971, are amended to provide as follows: 

9.2761 Special Standards for Table 9.2760. 

* * *

(3) Rowhouse Lots.

(a) In R-1, rowhouse lots can be created only in a subdivision created after August 1, 2001
that contains 10 or more lots and where the overall residential density in the subdivision
complies with Table 9.2750 Residential Zone Development Standards, except that the
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creation of new rowhouse lots is prohibited within the city-recognized boundaries of Amazon 
Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association. 

(b) In all zones, rowhouses shall have street frontage for the residence and alley access for
off-street parking.

(3) Minimum Lot Area for Middle Housing

(a) A duplex may be developed on:

1. Any lot or parcel with a lot area that is at least 2,250 square feet; or

2. Any lot or parcel where a single-unit dwelling is permitted.

(b) A triplex may be developed on any lot or parcel with a lot area that is at least 3,500
square feet. 

(c) A fourplex may be developed on any lot or parcel with a lot area that is at least 4,500
square feet. 

(d) A cottage cluster may be developed on any lot or parcel with a lot area that is at least
4,500 square feet. 

(e) Lot Area Reduction for Small Middle Housing Units. When the average size of proposed
dwelling units in a duplex, triplex, fourplex, or cottage cluster is less than 900 square feet, the 
lot area minimum shall be reduced by 25 percent (for example, a 3,500 square foot lot created 
for development of a triplex with an average size of units less than 900 square feet would be 
allowed to reduce the minimum lot area requirement to 2,625 square feet). 

For the purposes of this subparagraph, “Average size” means the average square footage of 
all dwelling units in the duplex, triplex, fourplex or cottage cluster using the formula at EC 
9.2741(4)(c). 

(f) Lot Area Reduction for Income-Qualified Middle Housing. When at least 50 percent of
the dwelling units in a duplex, triplex, fourplex, or cottage cluster meet the definition of 
income-qualified middle housing, the lot area minimum shall be reduced by 25 percent. In 
calculating the number of income-qualified middle housing units for this subparagraph, 
fractional dwelling units shall be rounded down to the nearest whole number (for example, 
50 percent of the units in a triplex equals 1.5 units, so at least 1 unit must be income-qualified 
for the triplex to qualify for the lot area reduction pursuant to this subparagraph). 

(g) For developments that qualify for the Lot Area Reductions in both subparagraphs (e) and
(f) above, the total lot area reduction shall not exceed 25 percent.

(4) Flag Lots.

(a) No variances to residential flag lot standards are allowed.

(b) With the exception of flag lots created for the purpose of siting middle housing, Tthe
creation of new flag lots is prohibited in the R-1 zone within the city-recognized boundaries
of Amazon Neighbors, Fairmount Neighbors and South University Neighborhood Association.
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(c) Other residential flag lot standards also apply. (See EC 9.2775 Residential Flag Lot
Standards for R-1, R-2, R-3 and R-4.)

(d) Middle Housing on Flag Lots. When development of a duplex, triplex, fourplex or cottage
cluster, is proposed on a flag lot the lot area minimum for the flag lot shall be 4,500 square 
feet, excluding the pole portion of the lot. 

* * *

(6) Unless approved through a planned unit development process, in any 1 subdivision there
shall be a maximum of 25% duplex lots, 15% triplex lots, and 10% fourplex lots. At least 50% of
the lots must be for one-family detached dwellings or rowhouses. Fractions are reduced to the
next lowest number.

(6) Duplex and Triplex Lot Frontage and Width. The minimum lot frontage and minimum lot width
is 20 feet for interior and corner duplex lots. The minimum lot frontage and minimum lot width is 
35 feet for interior and corner triplex lots. 

* * *

(8) Duplex DivisionMiddle Housing Lots. Duplex divisionMiddle Housing lots shall comply with
other duplex divisionMiddle Housing Lot provisions. (See EC 9.2777 Duplex DivisionMiddle
Housing Lot Standards.)

Section 16.  Subsections (1) and (3)(a) of Section 9.2770 of the Eugene Code, 1971, 

are amended to provide as follows: 

9.2770 Small Lot Standards For R-2, R-3 and R-4 Zones. 

(1)  Purpose and Applicability. The small lot provisions are intended to increase opportunities for
affordable housing, home ownership, and infill development. The small lot standards in subsection
(3) shall apply when, as part of a subdivision or partition, a lot is proposed which has less than
4,500 square feet in lot area, except for lots for middle housing development. Small lots proposed
as part of a cluster subdivision or a PUD are not subject to these small lot standards.

* * *

(3) Development Standards.

(a) Zero interior yard setback option: Permitted, provided there is common wall construction
or as permitted by the building code with required fire separation with a building on the
adjacent lot, or there is at least 10 feet of separation between the building and all buildings
on the adjacent lot.

* * *
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Section 17.  Subsection (3)(a) of Section 9.2775 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended 

to provide as follows: 

9.2775 Residential Flag Lot Standards for R-1, R-2, R-3 and R-4. 

* * *

(3) Land Division Regulations.

(a) Flag Lot Area. The required minimum lot area for the flag lot, excluding the pole portion
of the lot, is 6,000 square feet. Where a duplex, triplex, fourplex, or cottage cluster is
proposed, the minimum lot area for a flag lot is 4,500 square feet, excluding the pole portion
of the lot. The original lot, prior to creation of the flag lot, shall be at least 13,500 square feet.

* * *

Section 18.  Section 9.2777, including the heading, of the Eugene Code, 1971, is 

amended to provide as follows: 

9.2777 Duplex DivisionMiddle Housing Lot Standards. 

(1) Purpose. Duplex division lots allow existing duplexes to be divided into two separate legal
lots in order to increase opportunities for affordable home ownership.

(2) Land Division Regulations. All applicable regulations for the type of land division process
being used must be met except where the duplex division lot standards create different
requirements.

(a) The existing lot must contain at least 8,000 square feet.

(b) The resulting lots will be relatively equal in size with the maximum difference equal to 10
percent or less of the total area of the original lot.

(c) The lot width is at least 40 feet.

(d) The minimum lot area is at least 3,600 feet.

(3)  Use Regulations. Duplex division lots have the same land use regulations as the base zone.

(4) Development Standards.

(a) All base zone standards must be met unless otherwise stated in this section.

(b) The existing lot is occupied by a duplex that conforms to all applicable regulations.

(c) A single family dwelling will not replace or be added to the lot.

(d) Each parcel will have independent service unless common service is approved by the
affected utility agency and is adequately covered by a city attorney approved easement
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recorded in the Lane County Recorder’s office and establishing the rights, responsibilities, 
and liabilities of the affected parties. 

(e) Prior to approval, the planning director may require an applicant(s) to enter into a written,
city attorney approved agreement suitable for recording in the Lane County Recorder’s office
that establishes rights, responsibilities, and liabilities with respect to maintenance and use of
common areas such as, but not limited to, roofing, water pipes, and wiring.

(1) There are no frontage, width, or lot area standards for middle housing lots.

(2) A middle housing lot may not contain more than one unit of middle housing. A middle
housing lot that includes a common area, but does not include a dwelling, is permitted. 

(3) A middle housing lot may not be divided.

Section 19.  Section 9.2780 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.2780 Purpose of Solar Standards. 

Solar standards are utilized to create lot divisions, layouts and building configurations to help 
preserve the availability of solar energy to one and two family dwellingssingle-unit and duplex 
dwellings. 

Section 20.  Subsection (2) of Section 9.3050 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.3050 Purpose of S-C Chambers Special Area Zone. 

The S-C Chambers Special Area zone is intended to: 

(2) Promote a general increase in density with a mix of multi-family unit, middle housing, and
single- family unit residential development that contributes positively to the neighborhood pattern
of single family detached -unit dwellings;

* * *
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Section 21.  The introductory paragraph of subsection (2), and the introductory 

paragraph of subsection (3) of Section 9.3065 of the Eugene Code, 1971, are amended to provide 

as follows: 

9.3065  S-C Chambers Special Area Zone – Development Standards. 

(2) Development Standards Applicable in the S-C/R-1 Subarea. Except as provided in this
subsection, the development standards applicable in the S-C/R-1 Subarea shall be those set forth
in EC 9.2750 to EC 9.2777 for the R-1 zone, Special Development Standards for Certain Uses in
EC 9.5000 through EC 9.5850, and the General Standards for all Development in EC 9.6000
through 9.6885. The development standards in EC 9.3065 (2)(a) – (c) do not apply to middle
housing in the S-C/R-1 Subarea. Middle housing in the S-C/R-1 Subarea is subject to the
development standards established for the R-1 zone in EC 9.2750 to 9.2751, the Special
Development Standards for Certain Uses in EC 9.5000 through EC 9.5850, and the General
Standards for All Development in EC 9.6000 through EC 9.6885.

* * *

(3) Development Standards Applicable in S-C/R-2 Subarea. Except as provided in this
subsection, the development standards applicable in the S-C/R-2 subarea shall be those set out
in EC 9.2750 to 9.2777 for the R-2 zone, Special Development Standards for Certain Uses in EC
9.5000 through EC 9.5850, and the General Standards for all Development in EC 9.6000 through
9.6885. The development standards in EC 9.3065 (3)(a) – (j) do not apply to middle housing in
the S-C/R-2 Subarea. Middle housing in the S-C/R-2 Subarea is subject to the development
standards established for the R-2 zone in EC 9.2750 to 9.2751, the Special Development
Standards for Certain Uses in EC 9.5000 through EC 9.5850, and the General Standards for All 
Development in EC 9.6000 through EC 9.6885. 

* * *

Section 22.  Subsections (3), (4), and (5) of Section 9.3100 of the Eugene Code, 1971, 

are amended to provide as follows: 

9.3100 Purpose of S-CN Chase Node Special Area Zone. 

The special area zone applied to the Chase Node area is intended to implement the 
comprehensive plan and TransPlan by ensuring that: 

* * *

(3) Multi-family unit developments retain visual and physical links to adjacent public parks and
natural areas and preserve unique natural features found on the site.

(4) New multi-family unit developments shall front onto public and private streets with building
entrances visible from the street.
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(5) Setbacks and building designs for multi-family unit developments shall promote privacy and
compatibility with abutting lower intensity residential uses and historic properties.

* * *

Section 23.  The Residential section of Table 9.3115 of Section 9.3115 of the Eugene 

Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.3115 S-CN Chase Node Special Area Zone Land Use and Permit Requirements. 

The following Table 9.3115 S-CN Chase Node Special Area Zone Land Uses and Permit 
Requirements identifies those uses in the S-CN zone that are: 

(P) Permitted, subject to zone verification.

(C) Subject to an approved conditional use permit.

(S) Permitted subject to zone verification and the Special Development Standards for Certain
Uses beginning at EC 9.5000.

(#) The numbers in ( ) in the table are uses that have special use limitations described in EC 
9.3116. 

Examples of uses in Table 9.3115 are for informational purposes and not exclusive. Table 9.3115 
does not include uses subject to Standards Review. Applicability of Standards Review procedures 
is set out at EC 9.8465. 

Table 9.3115 S-CN Chase Node Special Area Zone 

Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

Land Use Type C HDR/MU HDR 

* * *

Residential 

Dwellings  

One FamilySingle-Unit  Dwelling per lot 

(Includes zero lot line dwellings) 

P P

Accessory Dwelling (1 Per Detached One-

Family Single-Unit Dwelling on Same Lot) 

P P

Controlled Income and Rent Housing where 

density is above that normally required in the 

zoning district but does not exceed 150% of the 

S S
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Table 9.3115 S-CN Chase Node Special Area Zone 

Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

Land Use Type C HDR/MU HDR 

maximum permitted density. (Shall comply with 

multiple-family unit standards in EC 9.5500.) 

RowhouseTownhouse (One-family on own lot 

attached to adjacent residence on separate lot) 

(See 9.5550) 

P(3)(4)S P(3)(4)S P(3)(4)S 

Duplex (Two-family attached on the same lot) P P

Tri-plex (Three family attached on the same lot) 

(See EC 9.55050) 

PS PS 

Four-plex (Four-family attached on the same lot) 

(See EC 9.55050) 

S S

Cottage Cluster (See EC 9.5550) S S 

Multiple Family Unit (3 or more dwellings on the 

same lot) (See 9.5500) 

S S S

Manufactured Home Park (See 9.5400) P(53) 

* * *

Section 24.  Subsections (3) through (10) of Section 9.3116 of the Eugene Code, 1971, 

are amended to provide as follows:  

9.3116 Special Use Limitation for Table 9.3115. 

* * *

(3) Rowhouses. Rowhouses are not required to comply with the density requirements for other
types of residential development. Rowhouses shall comply with the following:

(a) Maximum Building Size. Eight rowhouses in a building, no more than 180 feet in total
width.

(b) Minimum Interior or Rear Open Space Required. 400 square feet per rowhouse with a
minimum smallest dimension of 14 feet.

(c) Access. Vehicular access and garages must be provided from an alley located to the
rear of the rowhouses, not from the primary street.
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(4) Alley. Required for vehicular access and parking, no motor vehicle access in front of lot.

(53)  Manufactured Home Park. The number of spaces designed for manufactured homes in the
park shall comply with minimum residential density standards for the Chase Gardens Node.

(64) Business Size Limits in S-CN/C. Except as provided herein, no single retail store, single
retail tenant, or number of retail tenants sharing a common space shall occupy more than 20,000
square feet of building area within the same building. Notwithstanding this general rule, within the
S-CN Special Area Zone, 1 store may occupy up to 50,000 square feet of building area in a single
building if that store’s primary use of building area is for grocery sales. The limitations of this
subsection do not apply to offices or other non-retail uses, which may occupy more than 50,000
square feet of building area.

(75) Motion Picture Theater. A motion picture theater must be a single screen or an accessory
to other uses, such as a restaurant, live theater, or for private use.

(86)  Information Technology Services and E-Commerce. May not have more than 15 employees
and customers on-site at any one time.

(97) Adjustment. An adjustment may be made to the special use limitations in this section if
consistent with the criteria in EC 9.8030(18).

(108)  Separation between Retail Marijuana Uses. No portion of the premises of a retail marijuana
use may be located within 1,000 feet from the premises of another retail marijuana use.

(a) “Premises” means the location of a retail marijuana use described in a license issued by
the Oregon Liquor Control Commission pursuant to ORS 475B.105.

(b) “Retail Marijuana Use” means a recreational marijuana retail facility licensed by the
Oregon Liquor Control Commission pursuant to ORS 475B.105.

(c) “Within 1,000 Feet” means a straight line measurement in a radius extending for 1,000
feet or less in every direction from the closest point anywhere on the premises of a retail
marijuana use to the closest point anywhere on the premises of another retail marijuana use.

Section 25.  Subsection (1) of Section 9.3125 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.3125 S-CN Chase Node Special Area Zone Development Standards. 

(1)   
(a) Application of Standards. In addition to the special use limitations in EC 9.3116 and the
development standards in EC 9.3125 to 9.3126, Special Development Standards for Certain
Uses in EC 9.5000 through EC 9.5850 and the General Standards for All Development in
section 9.6000 through 9.6885 apply within this zone. Except as provided in subsection (b),
below, Iin the event of a conflict between those general development standards and the
development standards in EC 9.3125 to 9.3126, and the special development standards in
EC 9.5000 through EC 9.5850 or the general development standards in EC 9.6000 through
EC 9.6885, the specific provisions of EC 9.3125 to 9.3126 shall control.
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(b) Middle Housing Standards. The development standards in EC 9.3125 to 9.3126 do not
apply to middle housing in the S-CN special area zone. Middle housing in the S-CN special 
area zone is subject to the development standards established for the R-4 zone in EC 9.2750 
to 9.2751, the Special Development Standards for Certain Uses in EC 9.5000 through EC 
9.5850, and the General Standards for All Development in EC 9.6000 through EC 9.6885. 

(bc)  Adjustment. The development standards in subsections (2) and (3) of this section may 
be adjusted in accordance with EC 9.8030(18). 

Section 26.  Subsection (3) of Section 9.3145 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.3145 S-DR Downtown Riverfront Special Area Zone Permitted Uses. 

(3) Residential Uses. Permitted in S-DR/MU, S-DR/MU/1 (above ground floor only), and S-
DR/MU/2. This category of uses refers to the residential occupancy of a dwelling unit by one
family. Tenancy is arranged for a minimum of 30 days or longer. Uses where tenancy may be
arranged for a shorter period are not considered residential. They are considered to be a form of
temporary lodging and are listed under “Retail Sales and Service.” Examples of residential uses
include, but are not limited to:

(a) Apartments and retirement center apartments (including those with accessory services
such as food service, dining rooms, and housekeeping);

(b) Condominiums;

(c) RowhousesTownhouses.

Section 27.  The “Residential” “Dwellings” section in Table 9.3210 of Section 9.3210 of 

the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.3210 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone – Land Use and Permit 
Requirements. 

The following Table 9.3210 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone Uses and Permit 
Requirements identifies those uses in the S-DW zone that are: 

(P) Permitted, subject to zone verification.

(C) Subject to an approved conditional use permit or an approved final planned unit development.

(S) Permitted subject to zone verification and the Special Development Standards for Certain
Uses beginning at EC 9.5000.

(#) The numbers in ( ) in the table are uses that have special use limitations described in EC 
9.3211. 
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Examples listed in Table 9.3210 are for informational purposes and are not exclusive. Table 
9.3210 does not indicate uses subject to Standards Review. Applicability of Standards Review 
procedures is set out at EC 9.8465. 

Table 9.3210 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone 

Uses and Permit Requirements 

S-DW

* * *

Residential 

Dwellings (All dwellings types are permitted if approved through the 

Planned Unit Development process.) 

One-FamilySingle-Unit  Dwelling (1 Per Lot) P 

Accessory Dwelling (1 Per Detached One-Family Single-Unit Dwelling on 

Same Lot) 

P 

Rowhouse Townhouse (One-Family on Own Lot Attached to Adjacent 

Residence on Separate Lot with Garage or Carport Access to the Rear 

of the Lot) (See EC 9.5550) 

PS 

Duplex P

Tri-plex (Three-Family Attached on Same Lot) (See EC 9.5550) PS 

Four-plex (Four Family Attached on Same Lot) (See EC 9.5550) PS 

Cottage Cluster (See EC 9.5550) S 

Multiple-FamilyUnit Dwellings (35 or More Dwellings on Same Lot) (See 

EC 9.5500) 

PS 

* * *

Section 28.  Subsection (1) of Section 9.3215 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.3215 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone Development Standards. 

(1)   
(a) Application of Standards. Except as provided in subsection (1)(b) below, Iin addition to
applicable provisions contained elsewhere in this land use code, the development standards
listed in Table 9.3215 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone Development Standards
in this section, and in EC 9.3216 Special Development Standards for Table 9.3215 shall apply
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to all development within this zone. In cases of conflict, the development standards 
specifically applicable in the S-DW special area zone shall apply. 

(b) Middle Housing Standards. All middle housing development in the S-DW special area
zone shall be exempt from the development standards in EC 9.3215 to 9.3216. Middle 
housing in the S-DW special area zone is subject to the development standards established 
for the R-4 zone in EC 9.2750 to 9.2751, the Special Development Standards for Certain 
Uses in EC 9.5000 through EC 9.5850, and the General Standards for All Development in 
EC 9.6000 through EC 9.6885. 

* * *

Section 29.  Section 9.3220 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.3220 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone Lot Standards. 

The following Table 9.3220 sets forth lot standards within the S-DW zone. The numbers in ( ) are 
references to special limitations that are set forth in EC 9.3221. The lot standards in EC 9.3220 
to 9.3221 do not apply to middle housing in the S-DW special area zone. The creation of lots for 
middle housing (including duplex lots, triplex lots, fourplex lots, townhouse lots, cottage cluster 
lots, and middle housing lots) in the S-DW special area zone is subject to the lot standards 
established for the R-4 zone in EC 9.2760 to EC 9.2777. 

Table 9.3220 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone Lot Standards 

S-DW

Area Minimum 

All Lots except Small Lots, Rowhouse Lots, and Residential 

Flag Lots and Duplex Division Lots (1)  

4,500 square feet 

Small Lots (2) Per Cluster Subdivision or 

PUD 

Rowhouse Lots (3) (Rowhouse lots shall be indicated on the 

final plat and shall be developed with a rowhouse.) 

1,600 square feet 

Duplex Division Lots (4) (Existing lot shall be at least 8,000 

square feet.) 

3,600 square feet 

Flag Lot (53) 6,000 square feet 

Frontage Minimum 

Interior Lot (1) 20 feet 

Corner Lot (1) 20 feet 

Curved Lot (1) 20 feet 
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Table 9.3220 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone Lot Standards 

S-DW

Alley Access na 

Width Minimum 

Interior Lot (1) 20 feet 

Corner Lot (1) 20 feet 

Curved Lot (1) 20 feet 

Alley Access 20 feet 

Section 30.  Section 9.3221 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.3221 Special Standards for Table 9.3220. 

(1) Lot area, frontage, and width minimums may be modified with an approved planned unit
development permit. (For planned unit development procedures refer to EC 9.7300 General
Overview of Type III Application Procedures and for approval criteria refer to EC 9.8320 Tentative
Planned Unit Development Approval Criteria – General/Discretionary or EC 9.8325 Tentative
Planned Unit Development Approval Criteria – Housing/Clear and Objective.)

(2) Shall comply with other small lot provisions unless approved as a cluster subdivision or a
Planned Unit Development (PUD). (See EC 9.2770 Small Lot Standards for R-2, R-3 and R-4
Zones.)

(3) Rowhouses shall have street frontage for the residence and rear frontage for off-street
parking.

(4) Shall comply with other duplex division provisions. (See EC 9.2777 Duplex Division Lot
Standards.

(53) No variance to residential flag lot standards are allowed. Minimum lot area excludes the
pole portion of the lot. Other residential flag lot standards also apply. (See EC 9.2775 Residential
Flag Lot Standards for R-1.)
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Section 31.  Section 9.3300 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.3300 Purpose of S-E Elmira Road Special Area Zone. 

The purpose of the S-E Elmira Road Special Area Zone is to allow a mix of low- and medium-
density residential uses and a limited range of commercial uses. The S-E zone is also intended 
to achieve the following, more specific purposes: 

(1) Allow use of existing non-residential structures on property and the development of
complementary structures for video, audio, and film production related purposes.

(2) Ensure that non-residential uses of property are compatible with adjacent residential areas,
both on and off the development site to which the S-E zone is applied.

(3) Ensure that portions of the area zoned S-E Elmira Road are kept available for residential
development.

(4) Ensure that development within the S-E zone is developed in a manner compatible with the
surrounding neighborhood.

Section 32.  The “Residential” “Dwellings” section of Table 9.3310 of Section 9.3310 of 

the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.3310 S-E Elmira Road Special Area Zone – Land Use and Permit Requirements. 

The following Table 9.3310 S-E Elmira Road Special Area Zone Uses and Permit Requirements 
identifies those uses in the S-E zone that are: 

(P) Permitted, subject to zone verification.

(SR) Permitted, subject to an approved site review plan or an approved final planned unit 
development. 
(C) Subject to an approved conditional use permit or an approved final planned unit development.

(PUD) Permitted, subject to an approved final planned unit development. 

(S) Permitted subject to zone verification and the Special Development Standards for Certain
Uses beginning at EC 9.5000.

(#) The numbers in ( ) in the table are uses that have special use limitations that are described in 
EC 9.3311. 

The examples listed in Table 9.3310 are for informational purposes and are not exclusive. Table 
9.3310 does not indicate uses subject to Standards Review. Applicability of Standards Re view 
procedures is set out at EC 9.8465. 
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Table 9.3310 S-E Elmira Road Special Area Zone 

Uses and Permit Requirements 

S-E

* * *

Residential 

Dwellings

One-FamilySingle-Unit Dwelling (1 Per Lot) P 

Townhouse (One-Family on Own Lot Attached to Adjacent 

Residence on Separate Lot with Garage or Carport Access to 

the Rear of the Lot) (See EC 9.5550) 

PS 

Duplex (Two-Family Attached on Same Lot) P 

Triplex (See EC 9.5550) S 

Fourplex (See EC 9.5550) S 

Cottage Cluster (See EC 9.5550) S 

Multiple Family Unit Dwellings (35 or More Dwellings on Same 

Lot) (See EC 9.5500) 

PUD 

* * *

Section 33.  Subsection (1) of Section 9.3510 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.3510 S-HB Blair Boulevard Historic Commercial Special Area Zone Uses. 

The S-HB zone designation is based on the area’s association with the city’s working class and 
the mix of residential, commercial and light industrial uses within the zone. The S-HB zone is the 
commercial core of the residential districts located to the east and west of the zone. The Whiteaker 
Plan Land Use Diagram reflects four underlying land use designations for this zone of residential, 
commercial, mixed use, and parks. Uses permitted within the S-HB zone are as follows: 

(1) Areas Designated for Low and Medium Density Residential. Allowable uses are:

(a) One-familySingle-Unit dwellings.

(b) Accessory Dwellings (1 Per Detached One-Family Single-Unit Dwelling on Same Lot)

(c) Duplexes.

(d) Triplexes.
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(e) Fourplexes.

(f) Townhouses.

(g) Cottage Clusters.

(eh)  Multiple-family Unit dwellings. 

(fi)  Home occupations. 

(gj)  Bed and breakfast facilities. 

* * *

Section 34.  Subsection (1) of Section 9.3625 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.3625 S-JW Jefferson Westside Special Area Zone Development Standards. 

(1) Application of Standards and Adjustment.

(a) Application of Standards. Except as provided in (b) and (c) below, in addition to the
special use limitations in EC 9.3615 and the development standards in EC 9.3625 to 9.3640
and EC 9.5000 to 9.5850, the General Standards for All Development in EC 9.6000 through
9.6885 apply within this zone. In the event of a conflict between the development standards
in EC 9.3625 to 9.3640 and the special development standards in EC 9.5000 to 9.5850 or
those general development standards and the development standards in EC 9.3625 to
9.3640 in EC 9.6000 through 9.6885, the provisions of EC 9.3625 to 9.3640 shall control.

(b) Development Standards for Accessory Dwellings.  The development standards
applicable to accessory dwellings in the S-JW zone shall be those set out in EC 9.2751(17)(c)
and the General Standards for all Development in EC 9.6000 through 9.6885.

(c) Middle Housing Standards. The development standards in EC 9.3625, 9.3626, and
9.3640 do not apply to middle housing development in the S-JW special area zone. Middle 
housing development in the S-JW special area zone is subject to the development standards 
established for the R-2 zone in EC 9.2750 to 9.2751, the Special Development Standards for 
Certain Uses in EC 9.5000 through EC 9.5850, and the General Standards for All 
Development in EC 9.6000 through EC 9.6885. 

(cd) Adjustment. The development standards in subsections EC 9.3625(6) regarding
driveway width and EC 9.3625(3)(a)(2)(b) regarding primary vehicle access may be adjusted
in accordance with EC 9.8030(26). For sites zoned S-JW Special Area Zone, these are the
only standards that may be adjusted.

* * *
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Section 35.  The introductory paragraph of Section 9.3630 of the Eugene Code, 1971, 

is amended to provide as follows: 

9.3630 S-JW Jefferson Westside Special Area Zone Lot Standards. 

The following Table 9.3630 sets forth S-JW Jefferson Westside Special Area Zone lot standards, 
subject to the special standards in EC 9.3631. The lot standards in EC 9.3630 to 9.3631 do not 
apply to lots for middle housing development in the S-JW special area zone. Middle housing 
development in the S-JW special area zone is subject to the lot standards established for the R-
2 zone in EC 9.2760 to EC 9.2777. 

* * *

Section 36.  Subsections (14), (15), (16), (17) and (20) of Section 9.3800 of the Eugene 

Code, 1971, are amended to provide as follows: 

9.3800 Purpose of S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone. 

The special area zone applied to the Royal Node area is intended to ensure that: 

* * *

(14) Residential garages shall be provided access from alleys whenever possible to improve the
visual character of the street, improve pedestrian qualities along the street, and to promote
construction of small-lot single-unit family housing dwellings with reduced lot widths;

(15)  Multi-family unit developments shall retain visual and physical links to adjacent public parks
and natural areas and preserve unique natural features found on the site;

(16) Multi-family unit developments shall front onto public and private streets with building
entrances visible from the street;

(17) Setbacks and building designs for multi-family unit developments shall insure privacy for
and promote compatibility with abutting lower intensity uses;

(18) Vehicle parking lots or areas shall not be located between buildings and the public street;

(19) Large parking areas shall be separated into smaller lots to minimize their visual impact;

(20) Vehicle access points for multi-familyunit, commercial, and mixed-use developments shall
connect to local or collector streets, via alleys whenever possible, rather than arterial streets;

* * *
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Section 37.  The “Residential” “Dwellings” section in Table 9.3810 of Section 9.3810 of 

the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.3810 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Land Use and Permit Requirements. 

The following Table 9.3810 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Uses and Permit Requirements 
identifies those uses in the S-RN zone that are: 

(P) Permitted, subject to zone verification.

(C) Subject to an approved conditional use permit.

(S) Permitted subject to zone verification and the Special Development Standards for Certain
Uses beginning at EC 9.5000.

(SR) Permitted, subject to an approved site review plan or approved final planned unit 
development. 

(#) The numbers in ( ) in the table are uses that have special use limitations described in EC 
9.3811 Special Use Limitations for Table 9.3810. 

Examples listed in Table 9.3810 are for informational purposes and are not exclusive. Table 
9.3810 does not indicate uses subject to Standards Review. Applicability of Standards Review 
procedures is set out at EC 9.8465. 

Table 9.3810 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone 

Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

LDR MDR RMU CMU MSC 

* * *

Residential 

Dwellings. (All dwellings 

shall meet minimum and 

maximum density 

requirements for 

development within the 

Royal Specific Plan area. 

All dwelling types are 

permitted.) 

One-FamilySingle-Unit  

Dwelling (1 Per Lot, 

P P P
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Table 9.3810 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone 

Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

LDR MDR RMU CMU MSC 

includes zero lot line 

dwellings) 

Accessory Dwelling (1 

Per Detached One-

Family Single-Unit 

Dwelling on Same Lot) 

P(1) P(1) P(1)

Rowhouse Townhouse 

(One-Family on Own 

Lot Attached to 

Adjacent Residence on 

Separate Lot with 

Garage or Carport 

Access to the Rear of 

the Lot)(See EC 

9.5550) 

SP(2) (3) SP(2) (3) SP(2) (3) SP(2) (3) SP(2) (3) 

Duplex (Two-Family 

Attached on Same Lot) 

P P P

Tri-plex (Three family 

attached on the same 

lot) See EC 

9.5500(See EC 

9.5550) 

PS PS PS PS 

Four-plex (Four-Family 

Attached on Same Lot) 

See EC 9.5500(See 

EC 9.5550) 

PS PS PS 

Cottage Cluster (See 

EC 9.5550) 

S S S 

Multiple-FamilyUnit 

Dwellings (3 or More 

Dwellings on Same 

Lot) (See EC 9.5500) 

S(3) (9) S(3) (9) S(3) (9) S(3) (9) S(3) (9) 
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Table 9.3810 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone 

Land Uses and Permit Requirements 

LDR MDR RMU CMU MSC 

Manufactured Home 

Park. Shall comply with 

EC 9.5400 or site 

review. 

S – SR (4) S – SR (4) 

Controlled Income and 

Rent Housing where 

density is above that 

normally permitted in 

the zoning district but 

does not exceed 150% 

of the maximum 

permitted density. 

(Shall comply with 

multiple-familyunit 

standards in EC 

9.5500.) 

S (9) S (9) 

* * *

* * *

Section 38.  Subsection (2) of Section 9.3811 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is deleted; 

subsection (11) is renumbered as subsection (2); and subsection (9) is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.3811 Special Use Limitations for Table 9.3810. 

* * *

(2) Rowhouses. Rowhouses shall comply with the following:

(a) Maximum Building Size. Eight rowhouses in a building, no more than 180 feet in width.

(b) Minimum Interior or Rear Open Space Required. 400 square feet per rowhouse with a
minimum smallest dimension of 14 feet.

(c) Auto Access and Parking. Auto access and parking shall be provided from an alley to
the rear of the lot; there shall be no auto access from the front of the lot.
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(112)  Separation between Retail Marijuana Uses. No portion of the premises of a retail marijuana
use may be located within 1,000 feet from the premises of another retail marijuana use.

(a) “Premises” means the location of a retail marijuana use described in a license issued by
the Oregon Liquor Control Commission pursuant to ORS 475B.105.

(b) “Retail Marijuana Use” means a recreational marijuana retail facility licensed by the
Oregon Liquor Control Commission pursuant to ORS 475B.105.

(c) “Within 1,000 Feet” means a straight line measurement in a radius extending for 1,000
feet or less in every direction from the closest point anywhere on the premises of a retail
marijuana use to the closest point anywhere on the premises of another retail marijuana use.

* * *

(9) Multiple-FamilyUnit Structures. On development sites that will result in 100 feet or more of
public or private street frontage, at least 60% of the site frontage abutting the street (including
required yards) shall be occupied by a building(s) or enhanced pedestrian space with not more
than 20 percent of the 60 percent in enhanced pedestrian space, placed within 10 feet of the
minimum front yard setback line. On development sites with less than 100 feet of public or private
street frontage, at least 40% of the site width shall be occupied by a building(s) placed within 10
feet of the minimum front yard setback line. Building projections and offsets with an offset interval
of 10 feet or less meet this standard (excluding required yards). “Site width” as used in this
standard, shall not include areas of street frontage that have significant natural resources as
mapped by the city, delineated wetlands, slopes greater than 15%, recorded easements, required
fire lanes or other similar non-buildable areas, as determined by the planning director.

Section 39.  Subsection (1), the lead-in paragraph of subsection (2)(e), subsection (3)(c), 

and the lead-in paragraph of subsection (3)(h) of Section 9.3815 and the Maximum Lot Coverage 

portion of Table 9.3815(n) of the Eugene Code, 1971, are amended to provide as follows: 

9.3815 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Development Standards – General. 

(1)   

(a) Application of Standards. In addition to the special use limitations in EC 9.3811 and the
development standards in EC 9.3815 to EC 9.3823, the Special Development Standards for
Certain Uses in EC 9.5000 through EC 9.5850 and the General Standards for All
Development in EC 9.6000 through 9.6885 apply within this zone. Except as provided in
subsection (b) below, Iin the event of a conflict between the development standards in EC
9.3815 to EC 9.3823, those and the special development standards in EC 9.5000 through
EC 9.5850 or the general development standards in EC 9.6000 through 9.6885 and the
development standards in EC 9.3815 to EC 9.3823, the specific provisions of EC 9.3815 to
EC 9.3823 shall control.
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(b) Middle Housing Standards. The development standards in EC 9.3815 to 9.3816 do not
apply to middle housing development in the S-RN/LDR, S-RN/MDR, and S-RN/RMU 
subareas. Middle housing development in the S-RN/LDR, S-RN/MDR, and S-RN/RMU 
subareas is subject to the development standards established for residential zones in EC 
9.2750 to 9.2751 as follows: 

1. S-RN/LDR: R-1 zone

2. S-RN/MDR: R-2 zone

3. S-RN/RMU: R-2 zone

(cb)  Adjustment. The development standards in subsections (2) and (3) of this section may 
be adjusted in accordance with EC 9.8030(17). 

(2) Development Standards Applicable in the LDR, MDR, RMU, CMU and MSC Subareas.

* * *

(e) Multi-FamilyUnit Development. With the following exceptions, Multi-FamilyUnit
Development Standards in EC 9.5500 shall be applied to new multi-familyunit development
within the S-RN Special Area Zone:

* * *

(3) Development Standards Applicable in Specific Subareas of the S-RN Zone.

* * *

(c) Front Porches. Within the LDR subarea, front porches shall be provided on the ground
floor of all dwelling units, other than multi-familyunit dwelling units. Front porches shall be a
minimum of 6 feet deep by 10 feet wide (a minimum of 60 square feet). A minimum of 60%
of each porch shall be covered to provide weather protection.

* * *

(h) Landscaping Standards. In addition to the landscape standards beginning with EC
9.6200 Purpose of Landscape Standards, and for multi-familyunit development in EC
9.5500(8), the following standards apply to Commercial Mixed-Use area developments in the
RMU, CMU and MSC subareas:

* * *
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Table 9.3815(3)(n) S-RN Royal Node Special Zone Development Standards 

(See EC 9.3816 Special Development Standards for Table 9.3815(3)(n).) 

LDR MDR RMU CMU MSC 

Maximum Lot Coverage 

All Lots, Excluding Rowhouse Townhouse 

Lots 

50% 50% 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lots 75% 75% 

Section 40.  The first paragraph of Section 9.3822 and Table 9.3822 of the Eugene 

Code, 1971, are amended to provide as follows: 

9.3822 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Lot Standards. 

The following Table 9.3822 sets forth lot standards within the S-RN zone. The numbers in () are 
references to special limitations that are set forth in EC 9.3823. All The lot standards in EC 9.3822 
to 9.3823 do not apply to middle housing development in the S-RN/LDR, S-RN/MDR, and S-
RN/RMU subareas. Middle housing in the S-RN/LDR, S-RN/MDR, and S-RN/RMU subareas is 
subject to the lot standards established for residential zones in EC 9.2760 to 9.2777 as follows: 

1. S-RN/LDR: R-1 zone

2. S-RN/MDR: R-2 zone

3. S-RN/RMU: R-2 zone
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Table 9.3822 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Lot Standards 

(See EC 9.3823 Special Standards for Table 9.3822.) 

LDR MDR RMU CMU MSC 

Lot Area Minimum 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 

(2) 

1,600 square 

feet 

1,600 square 

feet 

1,600 

square feet 

1,600 

square feet 

1,600 

square feet 

Duplex Lots (3) 6,400 square 

feet 

6,400 square 

feet 

1,600 

square feet 

Triplex Lots (4) 9,600 square 

feet 

9,600 square 

feet 

1,600 

square feet 

Fourplex Lots (5) 12,800 square 

feet 

12,800 square 

feet 

1,600 

square feet 

All Other Lots in LDR and 

MDR 

3,200 square 

feet 

1,600 square 

feet 

All Commercial Lots 10,000 
square feet 

10,000 
square feet 

10,000 
square feet 

Duplex Division Lots (8) 

(Existing lot shall be at least 

8,000 square feet.) 

3,600 square 

feet 

3,600 
square feet 

3,600 
square feet 

3,600 
square feet 

Maximum Lot Area Per 

Residential Unit (Except 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lots, 

Duplex Lots, Triplex Lots, 

Fourplex Lots, Duplex 

Division Lots) 

4,500 
square feet 

4,500 
square feet 

4,500 
square feet 

Lot Frontage Minimum 
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Table 9.3822 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Lot Standards 

(See EC 9.3823 Special Standards for Table 9.3822.) 

LDR MDR RMU CMU MSC 

Interior Lot 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 

(2) 

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex 40 feet 40 feet 20 feet 

Other Residential Lot 40 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Commercial Lot 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Corner Lot 

TownhouseRowhouse Lot 

(2)  

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex 40 feet 40 feet 20 feet 

Other Residential Lot 40 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Commercial Lot 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Curved Lot 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 

(2)  

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex 30 feet 30 feet 20 feet 

Other Residential Lot 30 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Commercial Lot 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 
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Table 9.3822 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Lot Standards 

(See EC 9.3823 Special Standards for Table 9.3822.) 

LDR MDR RMU CMU MSC 

Cul-de-sac Bulb (6)(7) 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 

(2) 

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex 30 feet Duplex 

only 

20 feet

Other Residential Lot 30 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Lot Width Minimum 

Interior Lot 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 

(2) 

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex 40 feet 40 feet 20 feet 

Other Residential Lot 40 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Commercial Lot 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Corner Lot 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 

(2) 

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex 50 feet 50 feet 20 feet 

Other Residential Lot 50 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Commercial Lot 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 
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Table 9.3822 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Lot Standards 

(See EC 9.3823 Special Standards for Table 9.3822.) 

LDR MDR RMU CMU MSC 

Curved Lot 

Rowhouse Townhouse Lot 

(2) 

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex 30 feet 30 feet 20 feet 

Other Residential Lot 30 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Commercial Lot 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Cul-de-sac Bulb (6)(7) 

Rowhouse Townhouse 

Lot (2) 

20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Duplex, Triplex, Fourplex 30 feet, 

Duplex Only 

20 feet

Other Residential Lot 30 feet 20 feet 20 feet 20 feet 

Section 41.  Section 9.3823 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.3823 Special Standards for Table 9.3822. 

(1) An adjustment may be made to the development standards of Table 9.3822 and this

section in accordance with EC 9.8030(17).

(2) Rowhouse Townhouse lots shall be indicated on the final plat and shall be developed with

a rowhousetownhouse. Rowhouses Townhouses are not required to comply with the density

requirements for other types of residential development.
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(3) Duplex lots shall be indicated on the final plat and shall be developed as a duplex.

(4) Tri-plex lots shall be indicated on the final plat and shall be developed as a triplex.

(5) Four-plex lots shall be indicated on the final plat and shall be developed as a four-plex.

(6) Cul-de-sacs will only be permitted as provided in EC 9.6815 and EC 9.6820.

(7) Cul-de-sacs are not permitted in areas designated for Medium-Density residential use.

(8) Duplex division lots shall comply with other duplex division provisions. (See EC 9.2777

Duplex Division Lot Standards.)

Section 42. The “Residential” “Dwellings” section in Table 9.3910 of Section 9.3910 of 

the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.3910 S-W Whiteaker Special Area Zone – Land Use and Permit Requirements. 

The following Table 9.3910 S-W Whiteaker Special Area Zone Uses and Permit Requirements 
identifies those uses in the S-W zone that are: 

(P) Permitted, subject to zone verification.

(SR) Permitted, subject to an approved site review plan or an approved final planned unit 
development. 

(C) Subject to conditional use permit or an approved final planned unit development.

(PUD) Permitted, subject to an approved final planned unit development. 

(S) Permitted subject to zone verification and the Special Development Standards for Certain
Uses beginning at EC 9.5000.

(#) The numbers in ( ) in the table are uses that have special use limitations that are described in 
EC 9.3911. 

Examples of uses in Table 9.3910 are for informational purposes and not exclusive. Table 9.3910 
does not include uses subject to Standards Review. Applicability of Standards Review procedures 
is set out at EC 9.8465. 

Table 9.3910 S-W Whiteaker Special Area Zone Uses and Permit 

Requirements 

S-W

* * *
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Table 9.3910 S-W Whiteaker Special Area Zone Uses and Permit 

Requirements 

S-W

Residential 

Dwellings 

One-FamilySingle-Unit Dwelling P(2) 

Accessory Dwelling (1 Per Detached One-Family Single-Unit Dwelling on 

Same Lot) 

P 

Townhouse (One-Family on Own Lot Attached to Adjacent Residence on 

Separate Lot with Garage or Carport Access to the Rear of the Lot)(See 

EC 9.5550) 

PS(2) 

Duplex (Two-Family Attached on Same Lot) PS(2) 

Tri-plex (Three-Family Attached on Same Lot)(See EC 9.5550) PS(2) 

Fourplex (See EC 9.5550) S(2) 

Cottage Cluster (See EC 9.5550) S(2) 

Multiple Family Unit Dwellings (3 or More Dwellings on Same Lot) (See EC 

9.5500) 

PS(2) 

* * *

Section 43.  Subsection (8) of Section 9.3915 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.3915 S-W Whiteaker Special Area Zone Development and Lot Standards. 

Except as provided in subsections (5) to (13) of this section, sections 9.6000 to 9.6885 General 
Standards for All Development in this land use code shall apply within this S-W zone. In the event 
of a conflict between the general development standards of this land use code and the standards 
set forth in this section, the specific provisions of this section shall control: 

* * *

(8)  
(a) Lot Area. Except as provided in subsection (b), Eeach lot or development site shall
have a minimum area of 4,500 square feet. However, lot area, frontage, and width
minimums may be adjusted by the planning director if consistent with the purpose and
intent of this land use code and necessary and suitable within the zone.
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(b) Lot Area for Middle Housing. Notwithstanding subsection (a), lots created or adjusted
for the purpose of middle housing development shall comply with the lot standards at EC 
9.2760 for the R-4 zone. 

* * *

Section 44.  The heading titled “Special Development Standards for Certain Uses” and 

Section 9.5550 of the Eugene Code, 1971, are added to provide as follows.  Figure 

9.5550(4)(a)2., Figure 9.5550(4)(b)2-3., Figure 9.5550(4)(b)4., Figure 9.5550(4)(b)5.c.(2), Figure 

9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(1), Figure 9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(2), Figure 9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(3), Figure 

9.5550(4)(c)1.c., Figure 9.5550(4)(c)2., Figure 9.5550(5)(b), Figure 9.5550(5)(c)2., Figure 

9.5550(5)(c)3.b., Figure 9.5550(5)(c)3.c., Figure 9.5550(6)(b)-(c), and Figure 9.5550(6)(f) 

attached to this Ordinance at Exhibit A are added.  

Special Development Standards for Certain Uses 

9.5550  Middle Housing Development Standards. 

(1) Purpose of Middle Housing Development Standards. The purpose of these development
standards is to: 

(a) Ensure that new middle housing development enhances the variety of housing options
available to Eugene’s residents; 

(b) Ensure consistency with state requirements for middle housing;

(c) Promote development of middle housing that provides opportunities for both rental and
ownership housing; 

(d) Provide an adequate supply and range of housing types and prices that will meet the
city’s future population growth; 

(e) Promote building and site design that contributes positively to a sense of neighborhood
and to the overall streetscape; and 

(f) Provide a physical environment that contributes to and enhances the quality of life.

(2) Applicability of Middle Housing Development Standards.

(a) Except as provided in subsection (b), Middle Housing Development Standards in this
section 9.5550 apply to: 

1. The development of all new middle housing, excluding duplexes; and

Attachment A

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4CC Agenda Page 120



Ordinance -- Page 60 of 106 

2. The development of middle housing, excluding duplexes, on a site with an existing
dwelling or dwellings; and 

3. The development of middle housing, excluding duplexes, created by adding building
area to an existing dwelling or dwellings. 

(b) Except as provided at EC 9.5550(6)(g), the Middle Housing Development Standards do
not apply to existing dwellings, buildings, and structures that are not being altered as part of 
the middle housing development. 

(c) The Middle Housing Development Standards do not apply to middle housing conversion.

(d) The Middle Housing Development Standards shall apply in all zones.

(e) The Middle Housing Development Standards do not apply to dwellings in a building with
non-residential use on the ground floor. 

(f) The Middle Housing standards apply in addition to the development standards for the
applicable base zone. In the event of a conflict between the Middle Housing Development 
Standards and other applicable development standards in this code, the Middle Housing 
Development Standards control. 

(3) Adjustment. Except as provided otherwise in this section, the Middle Housing Development
Standards in EC 9.5550 may be adjusted consistent with the criteria in EC 9.8030(37). 

(4) Standards for Triplexes and Fourplexes. Triplexes and fourplexes shall comply with all of the
following: 

(a) Garages and Off-Street Parking Areas. Garages and off-street parking areas shall not
be located between a building and a public street, except in compliance with the standards 
in subsections 1 or 2 below. 

1. The garage or off-street parking area is separated from the front lot line by a dwelling
or a lot/parcel; or 

2. The combined width of all garages and outdoor on-site parking and maneuvering
areas does not exceed a total of 50 percent of the street frontage (see Figure 
9.5550(4)(a)2. Triplex/Fourplex Width of Garages and Parking Areas). 

(b) Driveways.

1. In lieu of the access connection standards in EC 7.410, triplexes and fourplexes shall
comply with subparagraphs 2-5 of this subsection. Triplexes and fourplexes shall comply 
with the access connection standards in EC 7.420 through 7.445.  

2. The total width of all driveway approaches must not exceed 32 feet per frontage, as
measured at the property line (see Figure 9.5550(4)(b)2-3. Triplex/Fourplex Driveway 
Approach Width and Separation on Local Street). For lots or parcels with more than 
one frontage, see subsection 5. 
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3. Driveway approaches may be separated when located on a local street if they
comply with the access connection spacing standards in EC 7.420 (see Figure 
9.5550(4)(b)2-3. Triplex/Fourplex Driveway Approach Width and Separation on 
Local Street).  

4. For lots or parcels abutting an alley that meets the paving width standards of EC
9.6870, access must be taken from the alley (see Figure 9.5550(4)(b)4. 
Triplex/Fourplex Alley Access). 

5. Lots or parcels with more than one frontage must comply with the following:

a. Lots or parcels with frontages on major collectors and/or arterial streets must
meet the access connection standards applicable to major collectors and/or arterials 
located in EC 7.420(2).  

b. A lot or parcel with frontage on two or more streets of different street
classifications shall comply with EC 7.420(1)(c). 

c. Lots or parcels with frontages only on local streets may have either:

(1) Two driveway approaches not exceeding 32 feet in total width on one
frontage; or 

(2) One maximum 16-foot-wide driveway approach per frontage (see Figure
9.5550(4)(b)5.c.2 Triplex/Fourplex Driveway Approach Options for Multiple 
Local Street Frontages). 

(c) Entry Orientation and Windows.

1. Entry Orientation.

a. At least one main entrance for each triplex or fourplex structure must meet the
standards in subparagraphs b. or c. below. Any detached structure where more than 
50 percent of its street-facing facade is separated from the street property line by a 
dwelling is exempt from meeting these standards.  

b. The main entrance must either:

(1) Face the street (see Figure 9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(1) Middle Housing Main
Entrance Facing the Street); 

(2) Be located at an angle of up to 45 degrees from the street (see Figure
9.5550(4)(c)1.b(2) Middle Housing Main Entrance at 45° Angle from the 
Street); or  

(3) Open onto a porch with one entrance facing the street (see Figure
9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(3) Middle Housing Main Entrance Opening onto a Porch). 

c. In lieu of meeting the standards in subparagraph b. above, main entrances for
triplexes and fourplexes may instead face a common open space that is adjacent to 
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the street and is abutted by dwellings on at least two sides (see Figure 
9.5550(4)(c)1.c. Middle Housing Main Entrance Facing Common Open Space). 

d. Criteria for Adjustment. Adjustments to the standards in EC 9.5550(4)(c)1. may
be made, consistent with the criteria in EC 9.8030(37)(a) Entry Orientation. 

2. Windows.  All street-facing facades, except those separated from the front lot line
by a dwelling, shall have windows or entrance doors covering at least 15 percent of the 
applicable facade area. Half of the window area in a door of an attached garage may 
count toward meeting this standard. This standard may not be adjusted. (See Figure 
9.5550(4)(c)2. Middle Housing Window Coverage.) 

(d) Criteria for Adjustment. Except as provided in subparagraph (c), adjustments to the
standards in this subsection (4) may be made, consistent with the criteria of EC 9.8030(37)(b) 
Garages, Off-Street Parking Areas, and Driveways for Triplexes and Fourplexes.  

(5) Standards for Townhouses. Townhouses shall comply with all of the following:

(a) Number of Attached Dwelling Units. These standards may not be adjusted.

1. Minimum. A townhouse project must contain at least two attached units.

2. Maximum. In the R-1 zone, the maximum number of townhouse units that may be
attached is 10. In all other zones, there is no maximum number of townhouses that may 
be attached. 

(b) Unit Features. Each townhouse unit must include a minimum of one of the features in
subsections 1 through 7 below on a minimum of one street-facing façade (see Figure 
9.5550(5)(b). Townhouse Unit Features): 

1. A roof dormer a minimum of 4 feet in width, or

2. A balcony a minimum of 2 feet in depth and 4 feet in width and accessible from an
interior room, or 

3. A bay window that extends from the facade a minimum of 2 feet, or

4. An offset of the facade of a minimum of 2 feet in depth, either from the neighboring
townhouse or within the façade of a single townhouse, or 

5. An entryway that is recessed a minimum of 3 feet, or

6. A covered entryway with a minimum depth of 4 feet, or

7. A porch meeting the standards of subsection 9.5550(5)(d)1.b.3.

(c) Driveway Access and Parking. Townhouses on lots with public street frontage shall meet
the following standards: 

1. EC 7.420 and 7.445 and subparagraphs 2-4 of this subsection.
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2. Garages on the front façade of a townhouse, off-street parking areas within the front
yard setback, and driveways in front of a townhouse are allowed only if they meet the 
following standards in this subsection 2 (see Figure 9.5550(5)(c)2. Townhouses with 
Parking in Front Yard).  

a. Each townhouse lot has a street frontage of at least 15 feet on a local street.

b. A maximum of 1 driveway approach is allowed for every townhouse. Driveway
approaches and/or driveways may be shared. 

c. Outdoor on-site parking and maneuvering areas do not exceed a total width of
12 feet on any lot. 

d. The garage width does not exceed 12 feet.

3. The following standards apply to driveways and parking areas for townhouse
projects that do not meet all of the standards in subsection 2 of this section. 

a. Off-street parking areas shall be accessed on the back façade of the townhouse
or located in the rear yard of the townhouse. No off-street parking shall be allowed 
in the front yard or side yard of a townhouse. 

b. A townhouse project that includes a corner lot shall take access from a single
driveway approach on the side of the corner lot. (See Figure 9.5550(5)(c)3.b. 
Townhouses on Corner Lot with Shared Access.) 

c. Townhouse projects that do not include a corner lot shall consolidate access for
all lots into a single driveway. The driveway and approach are not allowed in the 
area between the front building façade and front lot line of any of the townhouses. 
(See Figure 9.5550(5)(c)3.c. Townhouses with Consolidated Access.) 

d. Townhouse projects shall include access easements recorded with Lane County
Deeds and Records for vehicular access and emergency access for any 
consolidated access or shared driveways. 

4. Townhouse projects in which all units take exclusive access from a rear alley are
exempt from compliance with subsections 2 and 3 of this section. 

5. Criteria for Adjustment. Except for those standards that cannot be adjusted,
adjustments to the standards in this subsection may be made, based on the criteria of 
EC 9.8030(37)(d) Townhouse Driveway Access and Parking. 

(d) Entry Orientation and Windows.

1. Entry Orientation.

a. The main entrance of each townhouse dwelling with frontage on a public street
must meet the standards in subparagraphs b and c below. 

b. The main entrance must either:
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(1) Face the street (see Figure 9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(1) Middle Housing Main
Entrance Facing the Street); 

(2) Be located at an angle of up to 45 degrees from the street (see Figure
9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(2) Middle Housing Main Entrance at 45° Angle from the 
Street); or  

(3) Open onto a porch with one entrance facing the street (see Figure
9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(3) Middle Housing Main Entrance Opening onto a Porch).  

c. In lieu of meeting a or b. above, main entrances for townhouses may instead
face a common open space, private street, or driveway. 

d. Criteria for Adjustment. Except for those standards that cannot be adjusted,
adjustments to the standards in EC 9.5550(5)(d)1. may be made, consistent with the 
criteria in EC 9.8030(37)(a) Entry Orientation.  

2. Windows. All street-facing facades on each individual townhouse unit shall have
windows or entrance doors covering at least 15 percent of the area of all facades. Half 
of the window area in a door of an attached garage may count toward meeting this 
standard. This standard may not be adjusted. (See Figure 9.5550(4)(c)2. Middle 
Housing Window Coverage.) 

(6) Standards for Cottage Clusters. Cottage cluster development shall comply with all of the
following: 

(a) General Standards.

1. Number of Dwellings.

a. A single cottage cluster shall contain a minimum of 4 and a maximum of 8
cottages. The minimum number of cottages required by this subparagraph (a) may 
not be adjusted. 

b. All cottages within a single cottage cluster must share a common courtyard. This
standard may not be adjusted. 

c. A cottage cluster project may include more than one cluster with more than one
associated common courtyard. There is no limit to how many cottage clusters are 
permitted on a single lot.  

2. Setbacks.

a. Building Separation. Cottages shall be separated by a minimum distance of 6
feet between walls. This standard may not be adjusted. The minimum distance 
between all other structures, including accessory structures, shall be in accordance 
with building code requirements. 

b. All other setbacks are provided in Table 9.2750 or in the development standards
for the applicable zone. 
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3. Building Height. The maximum building height for all structures in a cottage cluster
is 25 feet. This standard may not be adjusted. 

4. Footprint. The building footprint for each cottage shall be less than 900 square feet.
This standard may not be adjusted. The building footprint shall be measured by 
calculating the total square foot area of a building, when viewed directly from above, that 
covers a portion of a lot, except that the following structures or parts of structures shall 
themselves not be included in calculating building footprint:  

a. Any part of a structure without a roof.

b. Roof eaves.

c. Carports, porches, and balconies that are open at least 50 percent of their
respective perimeter. 

d. Detached garages or accessory buildings.

5. Maximum Dwelling Size.  The maximum average dwelling size permitted for a
cottage cluster is 1,400 square feet. Community buildings shall be included in the
maximum average size calculation for a cottage cluster. For the purposes of this
subparagraph, “Average size” means the average square footage of all dwelling units
and any community building in the cottage cluster as calculated using the formula at EC
9.2741(4)(c).

6. Accessory Buildings. Accessory buildings must not exceed 400 square feet in floor
area. Accessory buildings in the R-1 zone must also comply with the standards in EC 
9.2751(16). Accessory building size is the total square foot area of an accessory 
building, which is calculated by adding together the square foot area of each full story or 
level in an accessory building, measuring square foot area from the exterior perimeter 
walls of the accessory building. Eaves, decks, porches, exterior stairways and carports 
are not included in the accessory building size. 

7. Windows.  All street-facing facades of dwellings within 20 feet of a property line
abutting a street shall have windows or entrance doors covering at least 15 percent of 
the area of the facades. Half of the window area in a door of an attached garage may 
count toward meeting this standard. This standard may not be adjusted. (See Figure 
9.5550(4)(c)2. Middle Housing Window Coverage.). 

8. Criteria for Adjustment. Except for those standards that cannot be adjusted,
adjustments to the standards in this subsection may be made, based on the criteria of 
EC 9.8030(37)(e) General Standards for Cottage Clusters. 

(b) Cottage Orientation. Cottages must be clustered around a common courtyard and must
meet the following standards (see Figure 9.5550(6)(b)-(c). Cottage Cluster Orientation 
and Common Courtyard Standards):  

1. Each cottage within a cluster must either abut the common courtyard or must be
connected to it by a pedestrian path. This standard may not be adjusted. 

2. A minimum of 50 percent of cottages within a cluster must:
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a. Have a main entrance facing the common courtyard;

b. Be within 10 feet from the common courtyard, measured from the façade of the
cottage to the nearest edge of the common courtyard; and 

c. Be connected to the common courtyard by a pedestrian path.

3. As long as the standard in subsection 2 is met, the main entrances of cottages within
20 feet of a property line abutting a street may face the street. 

4. Cottages not facing the common courtyard or the street must have their main
entrances facing a pedestrian path that is connected to the common courtyard. 

5. Criteria for Adjustment. Adjustments to the standards in this subsection may be
made, based on the criteria of EC 9.8030(37)(f) Cottage Cluster Orientation Standards. 

(c) Common Courtyard Design Standards. Each cottage cluster must include a common
courtyard in order to provide a sense of openness and community of residents. Common 
courtyards must meet the following standards (see Figure 9.5550(6)(b)-(c). Cottage Cluster 
Orientation and Common Courtyard Standards): 

1. The common courtyard must be a single, contiguous piece.

2. The common courtyard must contain a minimum of 150 square feet per cottage
within the associated cluster. 

3. The common courtyard must be a minimum of 15 feet wide at its narrowest
dimension. 

4. The common courtyard shall be developed with a mix of landscaping, lawn area,
pedestrian paths, and/or paved courtyard area, and may also include recreational 
amenities. Impervious elements of the common courtyard shall not exceed 75 percent of 
the total common courtyard area. 

5. Pedestrian paths must be included in a common courtyard. Paths that are contiguous
to a courtyard may count toward the courtyard’s minimum dimension and area. Parking 
areas, required setbacks, and driveways do not qualify as part of a common courtyard. 

6. Criteria for Adjustment. Adjustments to the standards in this subsection may be
made, based on the criteria of EC 9.8030(37)(g) Common Courtyard Design Standards. 

(d) Community Buildings. Cottage cluster projects may include community buildings for the
shared use of residents that provide space for accessory uses, such as community rooms, 
guest housing, exercise rooms, day care, community eating areas, or picnic shelters. 
Community buildings must meet the following standards: 

1. Each cottage cluster is permitted one community building.
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2. The community building shall have a maximum floor area of 1,200 sf. In addition, the
community building shall count towards the maximum average dwelling size calculation 
of the cottage cluster, pursuant to subsection 9.5550(6)(a)5.  

3. If a community building meets the definition of a dwelling unit, a covenant must be
recorded against the property stating that the structure is not a legal dwelling unit and 
will not be used as a primary dwelling. 

4. Criteria for Adjustment. Adjustments to the standards in this subsection may be
made, based on the criteria of EC 9.8030(37)(h) Community Building Standards. 

(e) Pedestrian Access. These standards may not be adjusted.

1. A pedestrian path must be provided that connects the main entrance of each cottage
to the following: 

a. The common courtyard;

b. Shared parking areas;

c. Community buildings;

d. Sidewalks; and

e. Public rights-of-way abutting the site.

2. The pedestrian path must be hard-surfaced (concrete, asphalt, or pavers) and a
minimum of 3 feet wide. 

(f) Parking Design (see Figure 9.5550(6)(f). Cottage Cluster Parking Design Standards).

1. Clustered parking. Off-street parking may be arranged in parking clusters, subject to
the following standards: 

a. Cottage cluster projects are permitted parking clusters of not more than 10
contiguous spaces. 

b. Parking clusters must be separated from other parking spaces or parking
clusters by at least 4 feet of landscaping. 

c. Clustered parking areas may be covered.

d. Clustered parking areas must meet the standards in EC 9.6420; however, where
the standards in EC 9.6420 conflict with the clustered parking standards in this 
subsection 1, the clustered parking standards in this subsection 1 control. 

2. Parking location and access.

a. Off-street parking areas with 5 or more spaces shall not be located within 10 feet
from any property line that abuts a street; 
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b. No off-street parking space or vehicle maneuvering area is permitted between a
property line that abuts a street and the front façade of cottages located closest to 
that property line. 

c. No off-street parking space is permitted within 10 feet of any property line
external to the cottage cluster or cottage cluster project, except property lines 
abutting an alley. Driveways and drive aisles are permitted within 10 feet of property 
lines external to the cottage cluster or cottage cluster project. 

d. Driveways must meet the access connection standards in EC 7.410 and 7.420.

3. Screening. Screening that is at least three feet tall, consisting of landscaping,
fencing, or walls shall separate clustered parking areas and parking structures from 
common courtyards and public streets. 

4. Garages and carports.

a. Garages and carports (whether shared or individual) must not abut more than
25 percent of a common courtyard’s perimeter. 

b. Individual detached garages must not exceed 400 square feet in floor area.

c. Garage doors for attached and detached individual garages must not exceed 20
feet in width. 

5. Criteria for Adjustment. Adjustments to the standards in this subsection may be
made, based on the criteria of EC 9.8030(37)(i) Cottage Cluster Parking Design 
Standards. 

(g) Existing Structures. An existing single-unit dwelling and accessory uses and buildings
on a lot or parcel to be used for a cottage cluster project may remain within the cottage cluster 
project area provided they comply with the standards in subsections 1 – 4 below. These 
standards may not be adjusted. 

1. The existing dwelling may be nonconforming with respect to the requirements of this
section EC 9.5550(6). 

2. The existing dwelling may be altered or expanded up to a maximum height of 25 feet
or a maximum building footprint of 900 square feet. Existing dwellings that exceed the 
maximum height and/or footprint standards may not be expanded. 

3. The existing dwelling shall be excluded from the calculation of maximum average
dwelling size of a cottage cluster, per 9.5550(6)(a)5. 

4. The existing dwelling shall be excluded from the calculation of orientation toward the
common courtyard, per subsection 9.5550(6)(b)2. 

(7) Sufficient Infrastructure.
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(a) Development of new triplexes, fourplexes, cottage clusters and townhouses, and those
created through conversion of existing detached single-unit dwellings or duplexes, is allowed 
on lots or parcels with sufficient infrastructure. 

(b) Applicants must demonstrate that sufficient infrastructure is provided, or will be provided,
upon submittal of a triplex, fourplex, townhouse, or cottage cluster development application. 

(c) For purposes of this subsection (7): “Sufficient Infrastructure” means the following level
of public services to serve triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses or cottage cluster development: 

1. Connection to a public sewer system capable of meeting established service levels;

2. Connection to a public water system capable of meeting established service levels;

3. Access via public or private streets meeting adopted emergency vehicle access
standards to a city’s public street system; and 

4. Storm drainage facilities capable of meeting established service levels for storm
drainage. 

Section 45.  The “Residential” section in Table 9.6105(5) of subsection (5) of Section 

9.6105 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.6105 Bicycle Parking Standards. 

* * *

(5) Minimum Required Bicycle Parking Spaces. The minimum required number of bicycle
parking spaces shall be calculated according to Table 9.6105(5) Minimum Required Bicycle
Parking Spaces.

Table 9.6105(5) Minimum Required 

Bicycle Parking Spaces 

Uses 

Required Bicycle Parking 

(Minimum 4 bicycle spaces 

required unless – 0 – is indicated.) 

Type and % 

of Bicycle 

Parking 

* * *

Residential 

One-FamilySingle-Unit Dwelling – 0 – NA 

Accessory Dwelling (Either attached 

or detached from primary one-family 

dwelling on same lot) 

– 0 – NA 
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Table 9.6105(5) Minimum Required 

Bicycle Parking Spaces 

Uses 

Required Bicycle Parking 

(Minimum 4 bicycle spaces 

required unless – 0 – is indicated.) 

Type and % 

of Bicycle 

Parking 

Middle Housing Rowhouse (One-

Family on own lot attached to 

adjacent residence on separate lot 

with garage or carport access to the 

rear of the lot) 

– 0 – NA 

Duplex (Two-Family attached on 

same lot) 

– 0 – NA 

Triplex (Three-Family attached on 

same lot) 

1 per dwelling. 100 % long 

term 

Four-Plexes (Four-Family attached 

on same lot) 

1 per dwelling. 100 % long 

term 

Multiple FamilyUnit Dwelling (35 or 

more dwellings on same lot) 

1 per dwelling. 100% long 

term 

Manufactured Home Park – 0 – NA 

Controlled Income and Rent Housing 

where density is above that usually 

permitted in the zoning yet not to 

exceed 150% 

1 per dwelling. 100% long 

term 

* * *

Section 46.  Subsection (4)(a) of Section 9.6650 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended 

to provide as follows: 

9.6650 Residential Sign Standards. 

(4) Maximum Sign Area. The residential sign standards apply the following size limitations:

(a) Freestanding Signs.

1. Located on property used for residences other than one – or two-familysingle-unit
dwellings or duplexes shall be no more than 12 square feet for 1 face and 24 square feet
for 2 or more faces.
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2. Located on non-residentially used property or classified as a permanent subdivision
or planned unit development sign shall be no more than 32 square feet for 1 face and 64
square feet for 2 or more faces.

3. Classified as temporary subdivision or planned unit development sales signs shall be
no more than 64 square feet in area for 1 or more faces.

Section 47.  Subsection (2) of Section 9.6703 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.6703 Driveways and Internal Circulation. 

* * *

(2) If eight five or more single-family detached or duplex dwellings lots will share one access
connection, the driveway shall be designed and constructed as a private street in accordance with
EC 9.6875.

Section 48.  The introductory paragraph of subsection (2)(c) of Section 9.6730 of the 

Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as follows: 

9.6730 Pedestrian Circulation On-Site. 

* * *

(2)  Applicability of Standards. As more specifically provided in this section, the standards in this
section apply to any development that creates a new building entrance, but not to a building
alteration or change in use.

* * *

(c) In all zones, on-site pedestrian paths shall be constructed within new multiple-familyunit
residential developments with 35 or more units to insure that access is provided:

* * *

Section 49.  The introductory paragraph of Section 9.6740 of the Eugene Code, 1971, 

is amended to provide as follows: 

9.6740 Recycling and Garbage Screening. 

Except for one- and two-family dwellings single-unit dwellings, accessory dwelling units and 
middle housing, outdoor storage areas and refuse collection areas within or adjacent to vehicular 
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use areas shall be screened on all sides so that materials stored within these areas are obscured 
from streets, accessways, or adjacent properties. 

* * *

Section 50.  Subsection (7)(a)1. of Section 9.6745 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is 

amended to provide as follows: 

9.6745 Setbacks – Intrusions Permitted. 

* * *

(7) Parking Spaces in Required Setbacks.

(a) Except as provided in EC 9.2751(15) Driveways and Parking Areas in R-3 and R-4, in
areas with a broad zone category of residential, as depicted in Table 9.1030 Zones, parking
in required front and interior yard setbacks is permitted with the following restrictions:

1. Parking spaces in required front yard setbacks are permitted in conjunction with a
one familysingle-unit detached dwelling, accessory dwelling, or duplex, provided the
parking spaces are located on driveways.

* * *

Section 51.  Section 9.6775 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.6775 Underground Utilities.

(1) Exemptions from Underground Utility Standards. The following are exempt from the
undergrounding requirement of this section:

(a) Temporary uses on a development site.

(b) New utility connections to structures or buildings with legally established above ground
utility service.

(c) Accessory dwellings that can be served from an existing legally established above
ground utility service to the primary dwelling on the development site.

(d) Dwellings on alley access lots that can be served from an existing above ground utility-
owned structure without required addition of above ground utility owned structures.

(2) Underground Utility Standards. All new on-site utilities shall be placed underground if there
is a utility-owned structure immediately adjacent to the development site, unless adjusted
pursuant to the provisions of EC 9.8030(5). This requirement is satisfied if the applicant verifies
in writing that utilities will be placed underground concurrent with planned future development to
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occur within 12 months. Exceptions shall be made for such features as padmounted transformers, 
switch cabinets, back flow prevention devices and closures needed to safely operate and maintain 
utility systems. 

Section 52.  Subsections (2)(e)5. and (2)(e)6., and (3)(b)1. of Section 9.6792 of the 

Eugene Code, 1971, are amended to provide as follows: 

9.6792 Stormwater Quality. 

* * *

(2) Applicability and Exemptions.

* * *

(e) The standards in EC 9.6792(3)(d)-(g) do not apply to development permit applications:

* * *

5. For the construction of a  one or two family single-unit dwelling or duplex on a lot or
parcel that was created by a land division application submitted and approved by the City
prior to March 1, 2014, that is consistent with the approved land use application and the
City’s stormwater quality (pollution reduction) standards in place at the time of the land
division application; or

6. For the construction of a one or two familysingle-unit dwelling or duplex on a lot or
parcel that was created by a land division application that included the construction of a
public or private street or shared driveway submitted and approved by the City after
March 1, 2014, if the lot or parcel adjoins the public or private street or shared driveway
and the facility within the public or private street or shared driveway is an infiltration or
filtration facility designed and sized to accommodate stormwater runoff from the adjoining
lots or parcels at full buildout of the lots or parcels.

* * *

(3) Standards.

* * *

(b) For land use applications proposing the construction of a public street, stormwater quality
facilities to treat the stormwater runoff from the proposed public street shall be selected from
the Stormwater Management Manual and shall be based on the following priority order:
infiltration, filtration, mechanical treatment.

1. If selecting an infiltration or filtration facility to treat the stormwater runoff from the
public street, the facility can be sized to also treat the stormwater runoff from the one and
two familysingle-unit dwelling and duplex lots or parcels adjoining the public street based
on full buildout of those lots or parcels.
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* * *

Section 53.  Subsection (2)(c)2. of Section 9.6793 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is 

amended to provide as follows: 

9.6793 Stormwater – Flow Control (Headwaters). 

* * *

(2) Applicability and Exemptions.

* * *

(c) The standards in EC 9.6793(3) do not apply to:

* * *

2. A development permit application for any of the following:

a. Development of a lot or parcel included in a land use application that was
determined by the city to comply with the standards in EC 9.6793(3). For such a
development permit, the approved land use plan shall control.

b. Development of a lot or parcel that was not included in a land use application
that was determined by the city to comply with the standards in EC 9.6793(3) and:

(1) Will result in less than 1,000 square feet of new or replaced impervious
surface within a 12 month period; or

(2) Is to construct or alter a one or two familysingle-unit dwelling or duplex; or

(3) Is for the replacement of more than 1,000 square feet of impervious surface
for purposes of maintenance or repair for the continuance of the current
function, providing that as part of such maintenance and repair the applicant is
replacing less than 50% of the length of the stormwater drainage system
(including pipes, drainageway catch basins and drywells) on the development
site.

Section 54.  Subsections (2)(c) and (2)(f)(3) of Section 9.6795 of the Eugene Code, 

1971, are amended to provide as follows: 

9.6795 Stormwater – Source Controls. 

* * *
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(2)  Applicability and Exemptions. Except as exempted below and except when the source control
would duplicate source controls required by a state or federal permit obtained by the applicant,
source control standards set forth in EC 9.6795(3), apply to all land use applications, development
permits and tenant improvements that result in any of the defined site uses or characteristics
listed in EC 9.6795(2)(a) – (h).

* * *

(c) All facilities that store solid waste. A solid waste storage area is a place where solid
waste containers, including compactors, dumpsters, and garbage cans, are collectively
stored. Solid waste storage areas include, areas used to collect and store refuse or recyclable
materials collection areas. Exempt from this subsection are solid waste storage areas for one
and two familysingle-unit dwellings and duplexes and areas used for the temporary storage
of wood pallets or cardboard.

* * *

(f) All development with a designated equipment or vehicle washing or steam cleaning area,
including smaller activity areas such as wheel-washing stations. Exempt from this subsection
are:

1. Washing activity areas generally used to service oversized equipment than cannot
maneuver under a roof or canopy, for example cranes and sail boats.

2. Evaporation unit installed as part of a wash recycling system are exempt from the
wastewater connection requirement.

3. One and two familySingle-unit dwelling and duplex sites.

Development that is intended for the storage of 10 or more fleet vehicles shall include a 
designated vehicle washing area. 

Section 55.  Subsection (1)(a) and (1)(b) of Section 9.6885 of the Eugene Code, 1971, 

is amended to provide as follows: 

9.6885 Tree Preservation and Removal Standards. 

(1)  Exemptions from Standards. The standards in this section do not apply to activities regulated
under EC 9.4900 through 9.4980, or an application for development activity that includes or will
result in:

(a) Residential Lots Under 20,000 Square Feet. Removal of significant trees from a parcel
of property not subject to the provisions of subsection (c) of this section with an area of less
than 20,000 square feet when:

1. Such parcel is occupied by a one-familysingle-unit dwelling, accessory dwelling, or
duplexmiddle housing;
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2. An application to construct a one-familysingle-unit dwelling, accessory dwelling, or
duplex middle housing on such lot is being reviewed by the city. However, no significant
trees may be removed prior to the approval of the development permit; or

3. The city has entered into an agreement authorizing the start of construction for a one-
familysingle-unit dwelling, accessory dwelling, or duplexmiddle housing.

(b) Lots 20,000 Square Feet or Larger. Removal of up to 5 significant trees within a period
of 12 consecutive months from a parcel of property not subject to the provisions of subsection
(c) of this section consisting of 20,000 or more square feet of area;

* * *
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Section 56.  Section 9.7000 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.7000 Introduction.

Review of an application to annex property, divide land, develop or use property, or amend this 
land use code, the comprehensive plan, or a refinement plan, shall be processed as provided in 
sections 9.7000 through 9.78359.7925. 

Section 57.  Section 9.7015 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.7015 Application Completeness Review. 

Except as provided in EC 9.7905, tThe city shall review an application, other than an application 
for a final plat for a middle housing land division, partition, or subdivision final plat, and, within 30 
days of its receipt, notify the applicant as to whether the application is complete. If the city 
determines that the application contains sufficient information for review, the city shall advise the 
applicant in writing that the application is deemed complete and begin the application review 
process. If the city determines that the application is incomplete, the city shall advise the applicant 
in writing of the necessary missing information. The city shall begin review of the application 
either: 

(1) Upon receipt of all of the missing information requested by the city; or

(2) Upon receipt of some of the missing information and a written statement from the applicant
indicating that none of the other missing information will be provided; or

(3) Upon receipt of a written statement from the applicant indicating that none of the missing
information will be provided.

On the 181st day after being first submitted, the application will be void if the applicant has been 
notified of the missing information and has not complied with (1), (2), or (3) of this section. 

Section 58.  Section 9.7020 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.7020 Extension of Time Limit Restrictions. 

(1) Except as provided in subsection (2) of this section, uUpon the written request of the
applicant submitted to the planning director, any applicable time limits may be extended for a
specified period of time, but in no case may the total of all extensions exceed 245 days.

(2) Prior to expiration of the time period identified in EC 9.7915, the city council may, at a
regularly scheduled meeting, extend the time period for the planning director’s decision on an 
Expedited Land Division application or Middle Housing Land Division application to a date certain 

Attachment A

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4CC Agenda Page 138



Ordinance -- Page 78 of 106 

that is no more than 120 days from the date the application was deemed complete pursuant to 
EC 9.7905. The city council’s decision to extend the time period in EC 9.7915 must be based on 
a finding that an unexpected or extraordinary increase in applications makes a decision within the 
time period identified in EC 9.7915 impracticable. The city shall mail notice of the meeting at which 
the city council will consider extending the time for the planning director’s decision on an 
Expedited Land Division application or Middle Housing Land Division application to the applicant 
at least ten days in advance of the meeting. The city council’s decision under this subsection (2) 
is not a land use decision or a limited land use decision. 

Section 59.  Subsection (1) of Section 9.7025 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.7025 Performance Agreements.

(1) Applicability. The city shall require execution of a performance agreement by the applicant
for all of the following types of applications:

(a) Conditional use permit and any modifications.

(b) Design review.

(c) Historic property alteration and any modifications.

(d) Middle Housing Land Divisions described in EC 9.8192(3).

(ed)  Planned unit development, final plan and any modifications. 

(fe)  Site review and any modifications. 

(gf)  Subdivisions final plat and any modifications. 

(hg)  Standards review and any modifications. 

Section 60.  Section 9.7030 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.7030 Recordation of Certain City Decisions. 

After a decision becomes final at the local level, the city shall record at Lane County Deeds and 
Records a notice of a decision concerning property that is the subject of the following types of 
applications: 

(1) Conditional use permit and any modifications.

(2) Design Review.

(3) Historic landmark, designation.
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(4) Historic property, alteration.

(5) Middle Housing Land Division.

(65) Planned unit development, final plan and any modifications.

(76) Property line adjustment.

(87) Site review and any modifications.

(98) Variances.

(109) Willamette River Greenway Permit and any modifications.

(110) Zone change.

(121) Vacations.

Section 61.  Section 9.7055 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.7055 Applications and Review Authorities. 

Table 9.7055 Applications and Review Authorities, lists applications and the typical review 
authorities for the decision and the appeal of the decision. To accommodate a request for 
concurrent review, the city may instead review multiple applications according to the highest 
applicable type: 

Table 9.7055 Applications and Review Authorities 

R = Recommendation, D = Decision Maker, A = Appeal Review Authority 

Application Type
Planning 

Director 

Hearings 

Official 

Historic 

Review 

Board 

Planning 

Commission 

City 

Council 

Adjustment Review 

– Minor II D A 

– Major II D A 

Annexations (See EC 

9.7800 

D

Cluster Subdivision II D A 

Code Amendment V R D 
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Table 9.7055 Applications and Review Authorities 

R = Recommendation, D = Decision Maker, A = Appeal Review Authority 

Application Type
Planning 

Director 

Hearings 

Official 

Historic 

Review 

Board 

Planning 

Commission 

City 

Council 

Conditional Use 

Permit 

III D A

Conditional Use 

Permit, Modification 

II D A

Design Review II D A 

Design Review, 

Modification 

II D A

Envision Eugene 

Comprehensive Plan 

Amendment 

IV or V R D 

Expedited Land 

Division 

N/A (See 

9.7900) 

D A 

Extra-Territorial 

Extension of Water or 

Sewer Service 

D

Hazardous Materials 

Review  

II D A

Historic Landmark 

(Local): 

– Designation III D A 

– Removal of

Designation

I D

Historic Property: 

– Alteration II D A 

– Demolition II D A 

– Moving II D A 
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Table 9.7055 Applications and Review Authorities 

R = Recommendation, D = Decision Maker, A = Appeal Review Authority 

Application Type
Planning 

Director 

Hearings 

Official 

Historic 

Review 

Board 

Planning 

Commission 

City 

Council 

Metro Plan 

Amendment 

N/A (See 

EC 

9.7700) 

R D

Middle Housing Land 

Division 

- Tentative Plan N/A (See 

9.7900) 

D A 

- Final Plat I D 

Partition:

– Tentative Plan II D A 

– Final Plat I D 

Planned Unit 

Development: 

– PUD Tentative

Plan

III D A

– PUD Final Plan II D A 

– PUD Modification II D A 

Property Line 

Adjustment 

I D

Refinement Plan 

Amendment 

IV or V R D 

Site Review II D A 

Site Review, 

Modification 

II D A

Standards Review II D A 

Street Name Change IV R D 

Subdivision:
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Table 9.7055 Applications and Review Authorities 

R = Recommendation, D = Decision Maker, A = Appeal Review Authority 

Application Type 
Planning 

Director 

Hearings 

Official 

Historic 

Review 

Board 

Planning 

Commission 

City 

Council 

 – Tentative Plan II D A    

 – Final Plat I D     

Temporary 

Manufactured 

Dwelling Hardship 

Permit 

I D     

Temporary 

Manufactured 

Dwelling Hardship 

Permit, Renewal 

I D     

Traffic Impact 

Analysis Review 

II D A    

Vacations:       

 – Unimproved 

Easement 

I D     

 – Undeveloped 

Plat 

     D 

 – Unimproved 

Public Right – of-

way, Improved 

Public Easements 

II D A    

 – Vacation and Re-

dedication of 

Unimproved Public 

Right-of-way 

II D A    

 – Vacation of 

Improved Public 

Right-of-way, and 

vacation of any 

     D 
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Table 9.7055 Applications and Review Authorities 

R = Recommendation, D = Decision Maker, A = Appeal Review Authority 

Application Type 
Planning 

Director 

Hearings 

Official 

Historic 

Review 

Board 

Planning 

Commission 

City 

Council 

public way acquired 

with public funds 

Variance II D A    

/WQ Water Quality 

Overlay Zone 

 – Map or Zone Error 

(See EC 9.4786 

II D A    

/WR Water 

Resources 

Conservation Overlay 

Zone 

 – Map or Zone Error 

(See EC 9.4960) 

I or II D A    

Willamette River 

Greenway Permit 

III  D  A  

Willamette River 

Greenway Permit, 

Modification 

II D A    

Zone Change III  D  A  

Zone Change, 

concurrent with a 

refinement plan, land 

use code, Envision 

Eugene 

Comprehensive Plan 

or Metro Plan 

amendment shall 

follow applicable 

procedure for each 

type of amendment. 
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Section 62.  Table 9.7230 of Section 9.7230 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended and 

subsection (10) is added to provide as follows: 

9.7230 Expiration.

(1) The planning director’s approval of an application shall expire in 12 months, 18 months, or
36 months from the effective date of approval, depending upon the type of land use application
as specified in Table 9.7230 Expiration of Type II Application Approvals, or as provided in
subsections (2) through (9) of this section. If an application approval has expired according to any
of the conditions stated in subsections (2) through (9), the original application approval is revoked
and a new application must be filed.

Table 9.7230 Expiration of Type II Application Approvals 

Application 12 months 18 months 36 months 

Adjustment Review X 

Conditional Use Permit, Modification X 

Design Review X 

Design Review, Modification X 

Historic Property, Alteration X 

Middle Housing Land Division, Tentative Plan X 

Partition: 

– Tentative Plan X 

Planned Unit Development, Final X 

Planned Unit Development, Modification X 

Site Review X 

Site Review, Modification X 

Standards Review X 

Standards Review, Modification X 

Subdivision: 

– Tentative Plan X 

Traffic Impact Analysis Review X 

Variance X

* * *
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(10) Approval of a Middle Housing Land Division tentative plan shall be effective for 36 months
after the effective date of approval. Within that time, any conditions of approval shall be fulfilled 
and the final plat, as approved by the city, shall be recorded by the applicant at Lane County 
Deeds and Records. 

Section 63.  Section 9.7600 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.7600 General Overview of Appeal Procedures. 

These appeal procedures in EC 9.7605 through EC 9.7635 apply to appeals of interpretations of 
this land use code made according to EC 9.0040(1) and to appeals to all Type II land use 
applications. The appeal procedures in EC 9.7640 through EC 9.7644 apply to appeals of 
decisions made pursuant to EC 9.7915. The appeal of the planning director’s decision provides 
for a review of an administrative decision by a higher review authority specified in this land use 
code. The planning director’s decision may be affirmed, reversed, or modified. 

Section 64.  Section 9.7640 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7640 Filing of Appeal of Planning Director’s Decision on Expedited Land Division 
or Middle Housing Land Division Application. 

(1) Within 14 days of the date of the mailing of notice of the planning director’s decision on an
Expedited Land Division application or a Middle Housing Land Division application, the decision 
may be appealed to the hearings official by: 

(a) The applicant.

(b) Any group or individual who submitted written comments during the 14-day comment
period identified in the notice mailed pursuant to EC 9.7910. 

(2) The appeal shall be submitted on a form approved by the city manager, be accompanied by
a deposit for costs established by the city manager pursuant to EC 2.020 City Manager – Authority 
to Set Fees and Charges and be received by the city no later than 5:00 p.m. on the 14th day after 
the notice of decision is mailed. The record from the planning director’s proceeding shall be 
forwarded to the hearings official. New evidence shall be accepted. 

(3) The appeal shall include a statement of issues on appeal. The appeal statement shall explain
specifically how: 

(a) The Planning Director’s decision violates the substantive provisions of land use
regulations applicable to the application; 

(b) The Planning Director’s decision is unconstitutional;

(c) The application is not eligible for review under the procedures at EC 9.7900 through
9.7925; or 
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(d) The parties’ substantive rights have been substantially prejudiced by an error in
procedure made by the city. 

Section 65.  Section 9.7641 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7641 Notice of Appeal Procedure. 

(1) Within seven days of the date an appeal pursuant to EC 9.7640 is filed, city staff, on behalf
of the hearings official, shall mail written notice of the appeal to all of the following: 

(a) Applicant.

(b) Owner of the subject property.

(c) The Planning Director.

(d) Appellant.

(e) Any person or organization entitled to notice under EC 9.7910 that provided written
comments prior to the close of the public comment period identified in the notice mailed 
pursuant to EC 9.7910. 

(f) Any state agency, local government or special district responsible for providing
public facilities or services to the subject property. 

(2) The notice shall include all of the following:

(a) The street address or other easily understood geographical reference to the subject
property. 

(b) The applicable criteria for the decision, listed by commonly used citation.

(c) The nature of the application and the proposed use or uses which could be authorized.

(d) An explanation of the requirements for submission of testimony and appeal procedures.

(e) A statement that copies of the application and all evidence and documents submitted by
or on behalf of the applicant are available for review, and that copies can be obtained at cost. 

(f) The name and telephone number of a city contact person.

(g) A statement that a person or organization that provided written comments to the
planning director prior to the close of the public comment period identified in EC 9.7910, but 
did not file an appeal within the time set by EC 9.7640, may participate in the appeal only 
with respect to the issues raised in the written comments submitted to the planning director 
by that person or organization. 
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Section 66.  Section 9.7642 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7642 Appeal Procedure. 

(1) Only written evidence and argument will be accepted.

(2) The hearings official may use any appeal procedure that is consistent with the interests of
the parties and will ensure a fair opportunity to present information and argument. 

( 3 )  The hearings official shall provide the city an opportunity to explain the planning director’s 
decision, but the hearings official is not limited to reviewing the planning director’s decision and 
may consider information not presented to the planning director. 

(4) A person or organization that provided written comments to the planning director prior to
the close of the public comment period identified in EC 9.7910, but did not file an appeal within 
the time set by EC 9.7640, may participate in the appeal only with respect to the issues raised in 
the written comments submitted to the planning director by that person or organization. 

Section 67.  Section 9.7643 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7643 Decision. 

(1) The hearings official shall issue a written decision on an appeal of an Expedited Land Division
application or a Middle Housing Land Division application within 42 days of the date the appeal is 
received by the city. 

(2) Except as provided in subsection (5) the hearings official shall affirm, reverse, or modify the
decision of the planning director. Before reversing or modifying the planning director’s decision, 
the hearings official shall make findings and conclusions clearly stating how the planning director 
failed to properly evaluate the application or make a decision consistent with applicable criteria. 
The hearings official shall seek to identify means by which the application can satisfy the 
applicable approval criteria. 

(3) The decision of the hearings official is final.

(4) The hearings official’s decision is not a land use decision or limited land use decision.

(5) If the hearings official finds that the application does not qualify as an Expedited Land Division
application or a Middle Housing Land Division application, the hearings official shall remand the 
application to the appropriate initial decisionmaker for consideration as a land use application or 
limited land use application. 

(6) The hearings official’s decision may not reduce the density of an Expedited Land Division
application. 

(7) The hearings official shall assess the costs of the appeal as follows:

(a) If the hearings official’s decision materially improves the appellant’s position in
comparison to the planning director’s decision, the hearings official shall order the city to 
refund the deposit for costs required by EC 9.7640(2) to the appellant.   
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(b) If the hearings official’s decision does not materially improve the appellant’s position in
comparison to the planning director’s decision, the hearings official shall order the appellant 
to pay to the city the costs of the appeal that exceed deposit required by EC 9.7640(2), up 
to a maximum of $500. 

(8)  As used in subsection (7), “costs of the appeal” include the compensation paid the
hearings official and other costs incurred by the city, but not the costs incurred by other parties. 

Section 68.  Section 9.7644 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7644 Notice of Decision. 

(1) Within 5 days after the date of the hearings official’s decision on the appeal of an Expedited
Land Division application or a Middle Housing Land Division application, notice of the decision 
shall be mailed to all of the following: 

(a) Applicant.

(b) Appellant.

(c) Any person who provided oral or written testimony in a timely manner during the appeal.

(d) Any person who requested notice of the appeal decision.

(2) The notice shall:

(a) Summarize the decision of the hearings official.

(b) Explain the appeal rights.

(3) Responsibility and procedures for mailing the notice described in this section may be
established by administrative rule of the city manager pursuant to section 2.019 of this code. 

Section 69.  The following heading and Section 9.7900 of the Eugene Code, 1971, are 

added to provide as follows: 

Expedited Land Division/Middle Housing Land Division Application Procedures 

9.7900 General Overview of Expedited Land Division/Middle Housing Land 
Division Application Procedures. 

The Expedited Land Division/Middle Housing Land Division review process provides for review 
by the planning director of an application based on provisions specified in this land use code. The 
application process includes notice to nearby occupants and property owners to allow for public 
comments prior to the planning director’s decision.  
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Section 70.  Section 9.7905 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7905 Expedited Land Division/Middle Housing Land Division Application 
Completeness. 

(1) The city shall review an application for an Expedited Land Division or Middle Housing Land
Division, and, within 21 days of its receipt, notify the applicant as to whether the application is 
complete. If the city determines that the application contains sufficient information for review, the 
city shall advise the applicant in writing that the application is deemed complete and begin the 
application review process. If the city determines that the application is incomplete, the city shall 
advise the applicant in writing of the necessary missing information. The city shall begin review 
of the application either: 

(a) Upon receipt of all of the missing information requested by the city; or

(b) Upon receipt of some of the missing information and a written statement from the
applicant indicating that none of the other missing information will be provided; or 

(c) Upon receipt of a written statement from the applicant indicating that none of the missing
information will be provided. 

(2) If the application was complete when first submitted or the applicant submits the missing
information identified by the city within 180 days of the date the application was first submitted, 
approval or denial of the application will be based on the standards and criteria that were 
applicable at the time the application was first submitted. 

Section 71.  Section 9.7910 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7910 Notice of Application. 

(1) Within 10 days of the city’s determination that an application is complete, but at least 20 days
before the planning director makes a decision, written notice of the application shall be mailed to 
all of the following, using information from the most recent property tax assessment roll: 

(a) Applicant.

(b) Owners and occupants of the subject property.

(c) Owners and occupants of properties located within 100 feet of the perimeter of the
subject property. 

(d) Neighborhood group or community organization officially recognized by the city council
that includes the area of the subject property. 

(e) Community organizations that have submitted written requests for notification.

(f) Any state agency, local government or special district responsible for providing
public facilities or services to the subject property. 

(2) The notice shall include all of the following:
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(a) The street address or other easily understood geographical reference to the subject
property. 

(b) The applicable criteria for the decision, listed by commonly used citation.

(c) The place, date, and time that comments are due.

(d) A statement that copies of all evidence relied upon by the applicant are available for
review and can be obtained at cost. 

(e) A statement that issues that may provide the basis for an appeal to the hearings official
must be raised in writing prior to the end of the comment period and with sufficient specificity 
to enable the hearings official to respond to the issue. 

(f) The name and phone number of a city contact person.

(g) A brief summary of the local decision-making process for the decision being made.

(3) The notice shall allow a 14-day period for the submission of written comments, starting from
the date of mailing. All comments must be received by the city within that 14-day period. 

(4) Responsibility and procedures for mailing and posting the notices described in this section
may be established by administrative rule of the city manager adopted pursuant to section 2.019 
of this code. 

Section 72.  Section 9.7915 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7915 Decision. 

Within 58 days of the city’s determination that an application is complete, the planning director 
shall approve, conditionally approve, or deny an Expedited Land Division or Middle Housing Land 
Division application. The decision shall: include a brief statement that explains the criteria and 
standards considered relevant to the decision; state the facts relied upon in rendering the 
decision; and explain the justification for the decision based upon the criteria, standards and facts 
set forth.  The planning director’s decision on an application for an Expedited Land Division or 
Middle Housing Land Division is not a land use decision or limited land use decision. 

Section 73.  Section 9.7920 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows 

9.7920 Notice of Decision. 

(1) Within 5 days after the planning director renders a decision, notice of the decision shall be
mailed to the following: 

(a) Applicant.

(b) Owner and occupants of the subject property.
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(c) Owners and occupants of properties located within 100 feet of the perimeter of the
subject property. 

(d) Neighborhood group or community organization officially recognized by the city that
includes the area of the subject property. 

(e) Community organizations that have submitted written requests for notification.

(f) Any state agency, local government or special district responsible for providing
public facilities or services to the subject property. 

(g) Any group or individual who submitted written comments during the comment period.

(h) Those groups or individuals who requested notice of the decision.

(2) The notice shall include all of the following:

(a) A description of the nature of the decision of the planning director.

(b) An explanation of the nature of the application and the proposed use or uses which could
be authorized. 

(c) The street address or other easily understood geographical reference to the subject
property. 

(d) The name of a city representative to contact and the telephone number where additional
information may be obtained. 

(e) A statement that a copy of the application, all documents and evidence submitted by or
on behalf of the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and 
will be provided at reasonable cost. 

(f) A statement that the applicant and any person or organization that submitted written
comments during the comment period may appeal as provided in EC 9.7640. 

(g) A statement that the planning director’s decision will not become final until the period for
filing a local appeal has expired. 

(h) An explanation that a person who is mailed written notice of the planning director’s
decision cannot appeal directly to LUBA. 

(3) Responsibility and procedures for mailing the notice described in this section may be
established by administrative rule of the city manager pursuant to section 2.019 of this code. 

(4) Unless appealed according to the procedures in EC 9.7640 Filing of Appeal of Planning
Director’s Decision on Expedited Land Division or Middle Housing Land Division Application, the 
planning director’s decision is effective on the 15th day after notice of the decision is mailed. 
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Section 74.  Section 9.7925 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.7925 Approved Site Plans. 

The applicant shall provide the city with 4 copies of site plans that meet the conditions of approval 
of the planning director’s decision. 

Section 75.  Subsection (1) of Section 9.8005 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.8005 Applicability and Effect of Application Requirements, Criteria, and 
Concurrent Review. 

(1) Additional provisions addressing the applicability of sections 9.8000 through 9.8865 are
found in EC 9.2000 through 9.3980, which identify various uses that require approval of a
particular land use application. Land use applications referred to in EC 9.8000 through 9.8865 are
subject to the procedural requirements in EC 9.7000 through  9.79259.7835, Application
Procedures, and any additional requirements of EC 9.8000 through 9.8865. To the extent there
is a conflict, the provisions in EC 9.8000 through 9.8865 control.

Section 76.  Subsection (37) of Section 9.8030 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to 

provide as follows: 

9.8030 Adjustment Review – Approval Criteria. 

The planning director shall approve, conditionally approve, or deny an adjustment review 
application. Approval or conditional approval shall be based on compliance with the following 
applicable criteria: 

* * *

(37) Middle Housing Standards Adjustment. Where EC 9.5550 provides that standards
applicable to triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses, or cottage clusters may be adjusted, approval of 
the request shall be given if the applicant demonstrates consistency with all of the following, as 
applicable: 

(a)  Entry Orientation. The requirements set forth in EC 9.5550(4)(c) and 9.5550(5)(d)1. may
be adjusted if the overall proposal creates building orientations and entrances that achieve 
all of the following: 

1. Enhances public safety for residents and visitors; and

2. Provides opportunities for community interaction; and

3. Ensures that the main entrance is visible or clearly identifiable from the street or from
common open spaces by its orientation or articulation; and 
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4. Ensures that residents, visitors, and emergency personnel can easily find the main
entrance, and so establish how to enter the residence. 

(b) Garages, Off-Street Parking Areas, and Driveways for Triplexes and Fourplexes. The
requirements set forth in EC 9.5550(4)(a) and (b) may be adjusted if the proposal achieves 
the following: 

1. Supports a pedestrian-friendly street environment by minimizing the visual and
safety impacts of garages, parking areas, and vehicle circulation areas. 

2. Consistency with EC 9.8030(28).

(c) Townhouse Unit Features. The requirements set forth in EC 9.5550(5)(b) may be
adjusted if the proposed building design utilizes architectural masses, features or details to 
distinguish elements of the building, such as entryways, windows, garages, and other 
elements. 

(d) Townhouse Driveway Access and Parking. The requirements set forth in EC
9.5550(5)(c) may be adjusted if the proposal supports a pedestrian-friendly street 
environment by minimizing the visual and safety impacts of garages, parking areas, and 
vehicle circulation areas. 

(e) General Standards for Cottage Clusters. The requirements set forth in EC 9.5550(6)(a)
may be adjusted if the proposal overall achieves an equivalent or higher quality design by 
including the following:  

1. Higher quality design elements, such as durable, high quality materials, architectural
detail and craftsmanship, sustainable building design features, enhanced landscaping, 
or user amenities;  

2. An enhanced sense of openness and community for residents by including elements
such as abundant and highly functional common open space that is easily accessible 
and viewable from individual units through abundant windows and porches; 

3. Amenities or design that enhance the livability, walkability, and safety of the residents
and community, such as enhanced lighting features or easily accessible connectivity to 
neighborhood amenities;  

4. Design that promotes compatibility with adjacent properties and the neighborhood
through the scale of buildings and of the overall development pattern, through design 
elements that may include privacy screening, enhanced landscape buffers, or frontage 
improvements and amenities that are supportive of an active, walkable, and neighborly 
streetscape; 

5. Enhanced design elements for cottage clusters over 8 units, such as design
elements that enhance the common courtyard and open space and provide connectivity 
and access to shared amenities consistent with the intent of openness and community 
for residents. A single cottage cluster shall contain a maximum of 12 cottages; 

6. An Accessory building must not exceed 600 square feet in floor area and shall comply
with standards in EC 9.2751(16) 
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(f) Cottage Cluster Orientation Standards. The requirements set forth in EC 9.5550(6)(b)
may be adjusted if the overall proposal achieves all of the following: 

1. Provides a sense of community within a cottage cluster by including design features
such as porches, outdoor living areas, and other features that incorporate transparency 
and openness to encourage passive observation and neighborly interactions, and  

2. Each dwelling has pedestrian access to a common courtyard.

3. Dwellings within 20 feet of a front property line that abuts a street shall provide a
pedestrian-friendly frontage that includes design features such as street facing porches, 
abundant windows, gateway elements, and other architectural features.  

(g) Common Courtyard Design Standards. The requirements set forth in EC 9.5550(6)(c)
may be adjusted if the requested adjustment will allow the project to achieve an equivalent 
or higher quality design of open space than would result from strict adherence to the 
standards through: 

1. Enhanced spaces that contribute positively to the site, streetscape, and adjoining
properties by including design elements such as high-quality materials, outdoor seating, 
enhanced pedestrian space, pedestrian-scaled lighting, canopy trees and other 
landscape materials and other user amenities; and 

2. An overall design that promotes safety and security for residents and visitors.

(h) Community Building Standards. The requirements set forth in EC 9.5550(6)(d) may be
adjusted if the community building is compatible in scale with dwellings in the cottage cluster, 
including, but not limited to, building height and building size.  

(i) Cottage Cluster Parking Design Standards. The requirements set forth in EC 9.5550(6)(f)
may be adjusted if the proposal achieves all of the following: 

1. Supports a pedestrian-friendly street environment; and

2. Supports livability for cottage cluster residents by minimizing the impacts of parking
areas and garages. 

3. Consistency with EC 9.8030(28).

Section 77.  The following heading and Section 9.8191 of the Eugene Code, 1971, are 

added to provide as follows: 

Middle Housing Land Division, Tentative Plan 

9.8191 Purpose of Middle Housing Land Division, Tentative Plan. 

Sections 9.8191 through 9.8199 govern the approval of middle housing land divisions. These 
regulations are intended to accomplish the orderly development of land within the community, 
ensure the adequate provision of public facilities and services, protect public health and safety, 
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enable development to occur consistent with applicable provisions of the comprehensive plan, 
enable home ownership, and comply with state laws requiring the allowance of land divisions to 
create small lots for individual units of middle housing. 

Section 78.  Section 9.8192 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.8192 Applicability of Middle Housing Land Division, Tentative Plan Applications. 

(1) Except as provided in subsection (2), Middle housing land divisions are subject to the
application procedures in EC 9.7900 through EC 9.7925. 

(2) An applicant may elect to have a Middle Housing Land Division application reviewed
concurrently with a subdivision or partition application. If the applicant elects concurrent review, 
the procedures that will apply to review and appeal of the Middle Housing Land Division 
application are the procedures applicable to review and appeal of the subdivision or partition 
application. EC 9.7640 through 9.7644 and EC 9.7900 through 9.7925 do not apply to Middle 
Housing applications reviewed concurrently with subdivision or partition applications.  All other 
provisions of this code continue to apply to each application, including but not limited to approval 
criteria. 

(3) The creation of middle housing lots through a middle housing land division is permitted:

(a) On a lot or parcel prior to the development of middle housing, consistent with the
approval criteria in subsections (1) and (3)-(9), of EC 9.8194. 

(b) On a lot or parcel developed with middle housing, consistent with the approval criteria
in subsections (2) and (3)-(9), of EC 9.8194. 

Section 79.  Section 9.8193 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.8193 Middle Housing Land Division, Tentative Plan Application Requirements. 

In addition to the provisions in EC 9.7010 Application Filing, the following specific requirements 
apply to middle housing land division tentative plan applications: 

(1) The tentative plan included in the middle housing land division application must be prepared
by an Oregon licensed land surveyor. 

(2) The application must include a preliminary title report.

(3) The application must identify all contiguous property under the same ownership as the
property to be divided. 

(4) The application must be signed by the owner of the property to be divided.

(5) The property to be divided must be a legal lot.
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Section 80.  Section 9.8194 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.8194 Middle Housing Land Division, Tentative Plan Approval Criteria. 

The planning director shall approve, conditionally approve, or deny the middle housing land 
division tentative plan application based on compliance with the following criteria: 

(1) If the property to be divided is not yet developed with middle housing:

(a) The application proposes development of middle housing on the lot or parcel to be
divided; and 

(b) The lot or parcel or be divided is developable with middle housing consistent with
the following: 

1. EC 9.2750;

2. EC 9.2751;

3. EC 9.2760;

4. EC 9.2761;

5. EC 9.2775; and

6. EC 9.5550.

(2) If the property to be divided is developed with middle housing:

(a) The middle housing complies with EC 9.5550; or

(b) The certificate of occupancy for the middle housing was issued before June 30,
2022, and the middle housing complied with applicable land use requirements at the time 
the certificate of occupancy was issued.  

(3) The proposed middle housing land division complies with all of the following:

(a) EC 9.2777, Middle Housing Lot standards;

(b) EC 9.6505, Improvements, Specifications for any street frontage improvements
required for middle housing lots that abut a street; 

(c) EC 9.6805, Dedication of Public Ways; and

(d) All other applicable development standards for features explicitly included in the
application. 

(4) The following easements are shown on the tentative plan:

(a) Easements necessary for locating, accessing, replacing, and servicing all utilities;
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(b) Easements for pedestrian access from each dwelling unit to a street;

(c) Easements necessary for any common areas or shared building elements;

(d) Easements necessary for any shared driveways or parking.

(5) Separate utilities are provided for each dwelling unit.

(6) The middle housing land division results in one dwelling unit on each middle housing lot,
except lots, parcels or tracts that include a common area. Lots, parcels or tracts that include a 
common area, but do not include a dwelling unit, are permitted.   

(7) The application demonstrates that buildings or structures on the middle housing lots created
by the middle housing land division will comply with applicable building code provisions related to 
new property lines; and, notwithstanding the creation of new lots or parcels, that structures or 
buildings located on the middle housing lots will comply with the Oregon Residential Specialty 
Code. 

(8) The following notes are included on the tentative plan:

(a) The middle housing lots shown on the tentative plan were created pursuant to a
middle housing land division and may not be further divided. 

(b) The middle housing developed on the middle housing lots shown on the tentative
plan shall remain middle housing and shall not be considered to be any other housing type 
as a result of the middle housing land division. 

(9) The proposed middle housing land division will not cause any existing improvements on the
middle housing lots to be inconsistent with applicable standards in this land use code. 

Section 81.  The following heading and Section 9.8195 of the Eugene Code, 1971, are 

added to provide as follows: 

Middle Housing Land Division, Final Plat 

9.8195 Purpose of Middle Housing Land Division, Final Plat. 

The middle housing land division process includes both a tentative plan and final plat procedure. 
Sections 9.8195 through 9.8199 provide the regulations for processing middle housing land 
division final plat applications to ensure that tentative plan approval conditions have been met. 

Section 82.  Section 9.8196 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.8196 Applicability of Middle Housing Land Division, Final Plat Applications. 

A middle housing land division final plat application may not be submitted unless the subject 
property has received tentative plan approval and any required approval conditions have been 
met. 
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Section 83.  Section 9.8197 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.8197 Middle Housing Land Division, Final Plat – Application Requirements. 

In addition to the provisions in EC 9.7010 Application Filing, final plat applications shall: 

(1) Be signed by the owner of the property.

(2) Contain a proposed final plat stamped and signed by an Oregon licensed land surveyor,
complying with state and local platting and surveying requirements. 

(3) Contain documentation addressing all conditions of tentative plan approval and state and
local platting requirements. 

Section 84.  Section 9.8198 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.8198 Middle Housing Land Division, Final Plat – Approval Criteria. 

The planning director shall approve or deny the final plat for the middle housing land division. 
Approval shall be based on compliance with the following criteria, unless specifically exempt from 
compliance through a code provision applicable to a special area zone or overlay zone: 

(1) The city surveyor has approved the final plat for compliance with applicable platting
requirements in accordance with state law. 

(2) Streets, bicycle paths, accessways, and alleys for public use have been dedicated without
any reservation or restriction other than reversionary rights upon vacation. 

(3) Public improvements as required by this land use code or as a condition of tentative plan
approval are completed, or: 

(a) A performance bond or suitable substitute as agreed upon by the city and applicant has
been filed with the city finance officer in an amount sufficient to assure the completion of all 
required public improvements; or 

(b) A petition for public improvements and for the assessment of the real property for the
improvements has been signed by the property owner seeking the partition and the petition 
has been accepted by the city engineer. 

(4) Public assessments, liens, and fees with respect to the middle housing land division have
been paid, or: 

(a) A segregation of assessments and liens has been applied for and granted by the city, or

(b) An adequate guarantee in a form acceptable to the city manager has been provided
assuring the liens, assessments and fees will be paid prior to recording the final plat. 

(5) All conditions of tentative middle housing land division approval have been met and the final
plat substantially conforms to the provisions of the approved tentative middle housing land 
division. 
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Section 85.  Section 9.8199 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to provide as follows: 

9.8199 Middle Housing Land Division, Final Plat – Recordation. 

(1) The city surveyor and planning director shall note their approval of the middle housing land
division on the final plat along with the effective date of approval, which constitutes the city’s 
acceptance of any dedications to the public contained therein. After approval, the city shall 
forward the final plat for the middle housing land division to Lane County for signature by the 
county assessor and recording. 

(2) A notice of middle housing land division shall be recorded for each middle housing lot with
the Lane County Deeds and Records that states: 

(a) The middle housing lot may not be further divided.

(b) No more than one unit of middle housing may be developed on each middle housing lot.

(c) The dwelling developed on the middle housing lot is a unit of middle housing and is not a
single attached or detached dwelling, or any other housing type. 

Section 86.  Subsection (5) of Section 9.8210 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to 

provide as follows: 

9.8210 Partition, Tentative Plan Application Requirements. 

In addition to the provisions in EC 9.7010 Application Filing, the following specific requirements 
apply to partition tentative plan applications: 

* * *

(5) The written statement submitted with the partition application shall clearly state whether the
applicant believes that the proposal qualifies for the expedited land division procedures in EC 
9.7900 through EC.97925, and whether the applicant is electing to use the expedited land division 
procedures in EC 9.7900 through EC 9.7925. 

Section 87.  Subsection (7) of Section 9.8215 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to 

provide as follows: 

9.8215 Partition, Tentative Plan Approval Criteria – General/Discretionary. 

The planning director shall approve, approve with conditions, or deny a partition, with findings and 
conclusions. Approval, or approval with conditions, shall be based on compliance with the 
following criteria: 

* * *
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(7) If the applicant elects to use the expedited land division procedures in EC 9.7900 through
EC 9.7925, the application must meet the following additional approval criteria in subparagraphs 
(a)-(c): 

(a) The proposed partition only includes land zoned for residential uses;

(b) The parcels created will only be developed for residential use, including recreational
or open space accessory to residential use; and 

(c) The parcels created will either allow construction of residential units at a density of
80 percent or more of the maximum net density per acre permitted in the zone and 
identified in Table 9.2750; or, existing and future dwellings located on the property that is 
the subject of the partition application will be sold or rented to households with incomes 
below 120 percent of the median family income for Lane County. 

Section 88.  Subsection (5) of Section 9.8220 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.8220 Partition, Tentative Plan Approval Criteria – Housing/Clear and Objective. 

Unless the applicant elects to use the discretionary criteria contained in EC 9.8215 Partition, 
Tentative Plan Approval Criteria – General/Discretionary, for housing applications entitled to clear 
and objective review pursuant to state statute, the planning director shall approve, conditionally 
approve, or deny the partition application based on compliance with the following criteria: 

* * *

(5) If the applicant elects to use the expedited land division procedures in EC 9.7900 through EC
9.7925, the application must meet the following additional approval criteria in subparagraphs (a)-
(c):

(a) The partition only includes land zoned for residential uses;

(b) The parcels created will only be developed for residential use, including recreational
or open space accessory to residential use; and

(c) The parcels created will either allow construction of residential units at a density of
80 percent or more of the maximum net density per acre permitted in the zone and
identified in Table 9.2750; or, and(d) Eexisting and future dwellings located on the property
that is the subject of the partition application will be sold or rented to households with
incomes below 120 percent of the median family income for Lane County.
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Section 89.  Section 9.8423 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to provide as 

follows: 

9.8423 General Requirements.

Applications for refinement plan amendments shall be submitted on a form approved by the city 
manager and reviewed under a Type IV process for site specific amendments or otherwise, a 
Type V process according to EC 9.7000 through 9.79259.7835 Application Procedures. 

Section 90.  Subsection (6) of Section 9.8510 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to 

provide as follows: 

9.8510 Subdivision, Tentative Plan Application Requirements. 

In addition to the provisions in EC 9.7010 Application Filing, the following specific requirements 
shall apply to tentative subdivision plan applications: 

* * *

(6) The written statement submitted with the subdivision application shall clearly state whether
the applicant is electing to use the expedited land division procedures in EC 9.7900 through EC 
9.9725 and how the applicant believes that the proposal qualifies for the expedited land division 
procedures in EC 9.7900 through EC 9.7925. 

Section 91.  Subsection (13) of Section 9.8515 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is added to 

provide as follows: 

9.8515 Subdivision, Tentative Plan Approval Criteria – General/Discretionary. 

The planning director shall approve, approve with conditions, or deny a proposed subdivision. 
Approval, or approval with conditions shall be based on compliance with the following criteria: 

* * *

(13) If the applicant elects to use the expedited land division procedures in EC 9.7900 through
EC 9.7925, the application must meet the following additional approval criteria in subparagraphs 
(a)-(c): 

(a) The subdivision only includes land zoned for residential uses;

(b) The lots created will only be developed for residential use, including recreational or
open space accessory to residential use; and 

(c) The lots created will either allow construction of residential units at a density of 80
percent or more of the maximum net density per acre permitted in the zone and identified 
in Table 9.2750; or, existing and future dwellings located on the property that is the subject 
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of the subdivision application will be sold or rented to households with incomes below 120 
percent of the median family income for Lane County. 

Section 92.  Subsection (9) of Section 9.8520 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.8520 Subdivision, Tentative Plan Approval Criteria – Housing/Clear and 
Objective. 

Unless the applicant elects to use the discretionary criteria contained in EC 9.8515 Subdivision, 
Tentative Plan Approval Criteria – General/Discretionary, for housing applications entitled to clear 
and objective review pursuant to state statute, the planning director shall approve, conditionally 
approve, or deny the subdivision application based on compliance with the following criteria: 

* * *

(9) If the applicant elects to use the expedited land division procedures in EC 9.7900 through
EC 9.7925, the application must meet the following additional approval criteria in subparagraphs
(a)-(c):

(a) The subdivision only includes land zoned for residential uses;

(b) The lots created will only be developed for residential use, including recreational or
open space accessory to residential use; and

(c) The lots created will either allow construction of residential units at a density of 80
percent or more of the maximum net density per acre permitted in the zone and identified
in Table 9.2750; or, and (d) Existingexisting and future dwellings located on the property
that is the subject of the subdivision application will be sold or rented to households with
incomes below 120 percent of the median family income for Lane County.

Section 93.  Subsection (3) of Section 9.8705 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.8705 Applicability of Vacation Procedures. 

* * *

(3) Vacation of public ways and public easements may be applied for by private citizens, public
agencies, or the city council in accordance with EC 9.7000 through 9.79259.7835 Application
Procedures.
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Section 94.  Subsections (1) and (2) of Section 9.8710 of the Eugene Code, 1971, are 

amended to provide as follows: 

9.8710 Vacations, Application Requirements. 

(1) Vacation of unimproved public easements shall be considered in accordance with the Type
I Application Procedures contained in EC 9.7000 through 9.79259.7835 and the approval criteria
contained in EC 9.8715. In the case of public utility easements, statements of concurrence with
the vacation from affected utility providers must be submitted with the application.

(2) Vacation of improved public easements, unimproved public right-of-way, and vacation and
rededication of unimproved public rights-of-way, except improved public easements and public
right-of-way located within undeveloped subdivision or partition plats, shall be considered in
accordance with the Type II Application Procedures contained in EC 9.7000 through
9.79259.7835 and the approval criteria contained in EC 9.8720. In the case of public utility
easements, letters of concurrence to the vacation from affected utility providers must be submitted
with the application.

Section 95.  Subsection (4) of Section 9.8865 of the Eugene Code, 1971, is amended to 

provide as follows: 

9.8865 Zone Change Approval Criteria. 

Approval of a zone change application, including the designation of an overlay zone, shall not be 
approved unless it meets all of the following criteria: 

* * *

(4) The proposed zone change is consistent with the applicable siting requirements set out for
the specific zone in:

(a) EC 9.2150 Commercial Zone Siting Requirements.

(b) EC 9.2430 Employment and Industrial Zone Siting Requirements.

(c) EC 9.2510 Natural Resource Zone Siting Requirements.

(d) EC 9.2610 Park, Recreation, and Open Space Siting Requirements.

(e) EC 9.2681 Public Land Zone Siting Requirements.

(f) EC 9.2735 Residential Zone Siting Requirements.

(gf)  EC 9.3055 S-C Chambers Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 

(hg)  EC 9.3105 S-CN Chase Node Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 

(ih)  EC 9.3140 S-DR Downtown Riverfront Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 
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(ji)  EC 9.3205 S-DW Downtown Westside Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 

(kj)  EC 9.3305 S-E Elmira Road Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 

(lk)  EC 9.3605 S-JW Jefferson Westside Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 

(ml) EC 9.3705 S-RP Riverfront Park Special Area Zone Siting Requirements.

(nm)  EC 9.3805 S-RN Royal Node Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 

(on)  EC 9.3905 S-W Whiteaker Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 

(po)  EC 9.3955 S-WS Walnut Station Special Area Zone Siting Requirements. 

(qp)  EC 9.4160 /CL Clear Lake Overlay Zone Siting Requirements. 

(rq)  EC 9.4205 /EC East Campus Overlay Zone Siting Requirements. 

(sr)  EC 9.4715 /WP Waterside Protection Overlay Zone Siting Requirements. 

(ts)  EC 9.4776 /WQ Water Quality Overlay Zone Siting Requirements (only for the 
purposes of adding the overlay zone. See EC 9.4786.). 

(ut)  EC 9.4915 /WR Water Resources Conservation Overlay Zone Siting Requirements 
(only for the purposes of adding the overlay zone. See EC 9.4960.). 

(vu)  EC 9.4815 /WB Wetland Buffer Overlay Zone Siting Requirements. 

(wv)  An uncodified ordinance establishing a site specific S-H Historic Special Area Zone, 
a copy of which is maintained at the city’s planning and development department. 

Section 96.  Policy A.9 of the Metropolitan Residential Land Use and Housing Element 

of the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area Plan is amended as follows: 

A. Metropolitan Residential Land Use and Housing Element

*** 

Residential Density 

*** 

Policies  

*** 

A.9    Establish density ranges in local zoning and development regulations that are consistent
with the broad density categories of this plan. 
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Low density: Through 10 dwelling units per gross acre (could translate up to 14.28 
units per net acre depending on each jurisdictions implementation measures and 
land use and development codes)  

Medium density: Over 10 through 20 dwelling units per gross acre (could translate 
to over 14.28 units per net acre through 28.56 units per net acre depending on 
each jurisdictions implementation measures and land use and development 
codes)  

High density: Over 20 dwelling units per gross acre (could translate to over 28.56 
units per net acre depending on each jurisdiction’s implementation measures and 
land use and development codes)  

The maximum residential densities established in this policy A.9, do not apply to the following 
housing types located within the City of Eugene: duplexes, triplexes, quadplexes, cottage clusters, 
and townhouses. A maximum residential density established by a refinement plan policy (whether 
through a limit on the number of dwelling units per acre, a minimum lot size requirement, a limit 
on total number of dwelling units in an area, or by any other similar regulation that has the effect 
of limiting density), may not be applied to the development of duplexes, triplexes, quadplexes, 
cottage clusters, or townhouses. The City of Eugene may incorporate maximum residential 
density requirements applicable to duplexes, triplexes, quadplexes, cottage clusters, and 
townhouses into the Eugene Code (including limits on the number of dwelling units per acre and 
minimum lot size requirements), as long as those requirements comply with Oregon state law. If 
an adopted refinement plan policy is inconsistent with this policy, this policy will prevail. 

Section 97.  The findings set forth in Exhibit B attached to this Ordinance are adopted as 

findings in support of this Ordinance. 

Section 98.  The City Recorder, at the request of, or with the concurrence of the City 

Attorney, is authorized to administratively correct any reference errors contained herein or in other 

provisions of the Eugene Code, 1971, to the provisions added, amended or repealed herein. 

Section 99.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this 

Ordinance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, 

such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent provision and such holding 

shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions hereof.  Further, if this Ordinance is 

remanded back to the City Council for further action by the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals, 

those sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, phrases or portions that do not require action 
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on remand shall be deemed separate, distinct, and independent provisions and such remand shall 

not affect their validity or effect. 

 
Section 100.  Due to the need to provide certainty to applicants wishing to develop 

middle housing in the City of Eugene, an emergency is declared to exist, and pursuant to the 

provisions of Section 32(2) of the Eugene Charter of 2002, this Ordinance shall become effective 

immediately upon its affirmative vote by at least two thirds of the City Council and its approval by 

the Mayor or passage over the Mayor’ s veto.   

 
 
 
Passed by the City Council this   Approved by the Mayor this 
 
____ day of November, 2024   ____ day of November, 2024 
  
 
 
____________________________   _____________________________ 
 City Recorder      Mayor 
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Figure
9.5550(4)(a)2. Triplex/Fourplex Width of

Garages and Parking Areas
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Figure
9.5550(4)(b)2-3. Triplex/Fourplex Driveway Approach 
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Figure
9.5550(4)(b)4. Triplex/Fourplex 

Alley Access

Triplexes and Quadplexes: Driveway Approach (c.i.)

DWELLING
UNIT

LOCAL STREET

Sidewalk

Front lot line

Main 
Entrance

DWELLING
UNIT

DWELLING
UNIT

DWELLING
UNIT

IMPROVED ALLEY

C
O

LL
EC

TO
R

 O
R

 A
R

TE
R

IA
L 

ST
R

R
ET

Main 
Entrance

Main 
Entrance

Main 
Entrance

Exhibit A 
Page 3 of 15 Attachment A

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4CC Agenda Page 170



Figure
9.5550(4)(b)5.c.(2) Triplex/Fourplex  Driveway Approach

Options for Multiple Local Street Frontages

Triplexes and Quadplexes: Driveway Approach (c.iii)
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Figure
9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(1) Middle Housing Main Entrance

Facing the Street
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Figure
9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(2) Middle Housing Main Entrance

at 45° Angle from the Street
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Figure
9.5550(4)(c)1.b.(3) Middle Housing Main Entrance

Opening onto a Porch
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Figure
9.5550(4)(c)1.c. Middle Housing Main Entrance

Facing Common Open Space

Triplexes / Quadplexes and Townhouses:
Entry Orientation (b.iii.)

DWELLING
UNIT

ST
R

EE
T

Si
de

w
al

k

Front lot line

Main 
Entrance

DWELLING
UNIT

COMMON
OPEN SPACE

Main 
Entrance

Exhibit A 
Page 8 of 15 Attachment A

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4CC Agenda Page 175



Figure 
9.5550(4)(c)2. Middle Housing Window Coverage
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Townhouse Unit De�nition
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Figure
9.5550(5)(b) Townhouse Unit Features
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Figure
9.5550(5)(c)2. Townhouses with Parking
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9.5550(5)(c)3.b. Townhouses on Corner Lot
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S T R E E T

SHARED ACCESS AND DRIVEWAY

Figure
9.5550(5)(c)3.c. Townhouses with Consolidated Access
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Figure
9.5550(6)(b)-(c) Cottage Cluster Orientation and

Common Courtyard Standards
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Figure
9.5550(6)(f). Cottage Cluster

Parking Design Standards
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Findings 
 

Middle Housing Code Amendments 

(City Files: CA 21-1 / MA 21-1) 

Overview 

The Eugene Middle Housing Code Amendment project is intended to implement Oregon House 
Bill 2001 (2019), codified as ORS 197A.420, which requires Oregon’s large cities, including 
Eugene, to allow duplexes, triplexes, quadplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters (collectively 
referred to as middle housing) in more places across the City. This project includes amendments 
to the Eugene Code and Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area General Plan, which are referred 
to in these findings as the “Middle Housing Code Amendments” and “Metro Plan Amendment”, 
respectively. 

On May 25, 2022, the Eugene City Council approved Ordinance No. 20667, which included both 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments and the Metro Plan Amendment.  

Ordinance No. 20667 was appealed to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA), who 
upheld the ordinance. LUBA’s decision was then appealed to the Oregon Court of Appeals, who 
disagreed with LUBA.  On October 12, 2023, LUBA remanded Ordinance No. 20667 back to the 
City to allow the City Council to reconsider the ordinance’s compliance with Statewide Planning 
Goal 11 (Public Facilities and Services).   

On March 11, 2024, the Eugene City Council approved Ordinance No. 20705, which attempted to 
address the remand direction from LUBA and the Court of Appeals by providing additional 
findings explaining how existing Eugene Code provisions, similar to those in the Large Cities 
Middle Housing Model Code, satisfy the City’s obligation to comply with Goal 11.  Ordinance No. 
20705 was appealed to LUBA.  On July 10, 2024, LUBA issued a final opinion explaining that the 
City’s evidence and findings did not adequately explain how existing city code provisions and 
permitting processes address the sufficiency of public facilities to satisfy the City’s Goal 11 
planning obligation and remanding Ordinance No. 20705 back to the City. 

Middle Housing Code Amendments (CA 21-1): The changes to the City’s land use code are 
intended to: comply with the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the 
Oregon Administrative Rules; create more opportunities for middle housing in Eugene’s 
residential zones; and create development standards for middle housing. The land use code 
amendments also incorporate new requirements and procedures for middle housing land 
divisions created by Senate Bill 458 (2021). This new form of land division will allow for the 
creation of small lots that each contain an individual unit of middle housing. Finally, consistent 
with the requirements of HB 2538 (2021), the Middle Housing Code Amendments remove 
language from the land use code that ties maximum occupancy limits for residential dwellings to 
familial or nonfamilial relationships among occupants.   In some circumstances the land use code 
amendments exceed the minimum standards set by ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 
of the Oregon Administrative Rules; reflecting the City’s policy choice to encourage and in some 
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cases incentivize the development of middle housing by removing barriers to the siting and 
construction of middle housing within the City of Eugene. 

Metro Plan Amendment (MA 21-1): The text amendment to policy A.9 in the residential element 
of the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan General Plan (Metro Plan) is intended to comply with the 
requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules. 
This amendment does not change the land use designations shown on the Metro Plan’s land use 
diagram.  

 

Middle Housing Code Amendment Findings 

Eugene Code Section 9.8065 sets out the following approval criteria (in bold italics) for a land use 
code amendment.  

EC 9.8065(1) The amendment is consistent with applicable statewide planning goals adopted by 
the Land Conservation and Development Commission. 

Based on the findings under each of the statewide planning goals 1 through 19 below, the 
amendments are consistent with the goals and this criterion is satisfied.  

Statewide Planning Goals 

Goal 1 - Citizen Involvement. To develop a citizen involvement program that insures the 
opportunity for citizens to be involved in all phases of the planning process.  

The City’s acknowledged procedures for adoption of legislative land use decisions, located in 
sections 9.7050 and 9.7500 through 9.7560 of the Eugene Code, ensure the opportunity for 
community members to be involved in all phases of the legislative land use decision process and 
set out the requirements for such involvement. The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not 
amend or change the City’s adopted citizen involvement program. The process for adoption of 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments complies with Goal 1 because it is consistent with the 
City’s acknowledged procedures for legislative land use decisions. 

In addition to compliance with the City’s acknowledged legislative land use decision procedures 
the City also solicited significant public involvement prior to the date pre-adoption notice was 
provided to the Department of Land Conservation and Development.   This early public 
involvement consisted of three phases: Phase 1, Public Involvement Plan/Approach; Phase 2, 
Design and Code Concepts; and Phase 3, Code Writing.  In Phase 1, the Public Involvement 
Plan/Approach phase, a Public Involvement Plan for the Middle Housing Code Amendments was 
drafted by City Staff and approved by the Eugene Planning Commission, acting as the City’s 
Committee for Citizen Involvement. The Public Involvement Plan identified stakeholders who 
could contribute specific information and viewpoints, including 1000 Friends of Oregon, 2Form 
Architecture, AARP Oregon, Aligned Architecture, Arbor South Architecture and Planning, Better 
Eugene-Springfield Transportation, Better Housing Together, CDC Management, Cultivate 
Development, DevNW, DisOrient Asian American Film Festival, Eugene Chamber of Commerce, 
Eugene Human Rights Commission, Eugene Planning Commission, Eugene Sustainability 
Commission, Gallic Financial, Granite Property Management, Habitat for Humanity Lane County, 
Hayden Homes, Historic Preservation Board, Homes for Good, Housing Policy Board, Huerto de 
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Familia, Lane County Homebuilders Association, Lane Independent Living Alliance, Lottery-
Selected Panel representative of Eugene demographics, NAACP Eugene-Springfield, 
Neighborhood Leaders Council, Rainbow Valley Design and Construction, Rowell Brokaw, 
Sapsik'ʷalá, SquareOne Villages, Studio e-Architecture, University of Oregon Longhouse, 
University of Oregon Real World Eugene class, and Walkable Eugene Citizens Advisory Network.   

One of the City’s goals for this initial phase of public involvement was to solicit input from 
individuals and groups who have not historically participated in the City’s formal acknowledged 
legislative land use decision process.  Because the Public Involvement Plan was adopted August 
11, 2020, and Phase 1 of public involvement began in the summer of 2020, during the midst of 
COVID-19 pandemic, the plan outlined an engagement process that was focused on virtual 
engagement.  

During Phase 1, City staff created a project webpage which was published on the City’s website, 
as well as an additional project page on the City’s virtual engagement platform, Engage Eugene. 
Additionally, a preliminary Interested Parties list was created to distribute project updates via 
email. The project webpage content included project background, project fact sheets, including 
Spanish translations, and meeting information. The project Engage Eugene page content 
included project background and several opportunities for community members to provide 
input, including a Question and Answer widget, a forum to share “Middle Housing” stories, and a 
forum to share best and worst outcomes. 

During Phase 2 of the Public Involvement Plan, the Design and Code Concepts phase, staff held a 
series of five working group meetings to solicit stakeholder input on guiding values and principles 
for the project.   Stakeholder groups included the Boards and Commissions RoundTable, the 
Local Partners RoundTable, the Healthy Democracy Panel, the Healthy Democracy Steering 
Committee, and the Equity RoundTable. 

The Boards and Commissions RoundTable included representatives from the Eugene Planning 
Commission, Eugene Sustainability Commission, Eugene Human Rights Commission, Eugene 
Historic Review Board, Eugene Active Transportation Committee, and the Housing Policy Board.  

The Local Partners RoundTable included representatives from Better Housing Together, AARP, 
Eugene Chamber of Commerce, Eugene Association of Realtors,  Better Eugene-Springfield 
Transportation, 1000 Friends of Oregon,  Walkable Eugene Citizens Advisory Network (WECAN), 
Homebuilders Association of Lane County, and the Neighborhood Leaders Council.  

The Equity RoundTable included representatives from the NAACP, University of Oregon 
Longhouse, Sapsik'ʷalá Teacher Education program, DisOrient Asian American Film Festival, Lane 
Independent Living Alliance, Huerto de Familia, Chinese Benevolent Association, and 
TransPonder.   

During Phase 2, the members of the RoundTables met virtually, held discussions, and made 
recommendations to staff on guiding values and principles for the project.  RoundTable 
members also reviewed and made recommendations to staff on various code concepts.  Meeting 
videos and materials for the Boards and Commissions and Local Partners RoundTables were 
made available on the project website.  Meeting summaries for the Equity RoundTable were also 
made available on the project website.  
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The Healthy Democracy Panel was comprised of community members who were selected via 
lottery. The City contracted with Healthy Democracy, a nonpartisan nonprofit organization, to 
conduct public outreach related the Middle Housing code amendments project.  Healthy 
Democracy mailed 7,500 invitations to randomly-selected households around the City of Eugene, 
including unincorporated areas within the urban growth boundary. The respondents were then 
entered into a lottery and Healthy Democracy used an algorithm to select a 29-member panel 
representative of 7 community demographics: age, geographic location, disability, home 
ownership, gender, race/ethnicity, and educational attainment. During Phase 2, the Healthy 
Democracy Panel met 15 times. At their first 9 meetings, the panelists identified guiding values 
and principles for the project, which they recommended to City staff. At their final 6 meetings, 
the participants reviewed draft code concepts and made their recommendation on code 
concepts to City staff. The Healthy Democracy meetings were held virtually, and large group 
sessions were available to be viewed by the public via the Healthy Democracy YouTube. Meeting 
videos and materials were provided on the project website.  

Four undergraduate students from the “Real World Eugene” class at the University of Oregon 
partnered with City staff to gather feedback on the project, including 137 survey responses from 
local students.  Furthermore, student interns developed a GIS story map outlining project 
background and code concepts that was written for a Gen-Z audience. The story map amassed 
over 500 total views.  

In addition to more traditional public outreach activities such as meetings and surveys, City staff 
established a presence for the project on the social media platforms Instagram, Facebook, and 
Reddit. Together, the project’s social media accounts reach more than 1,600 followers. City staff 
held 5 Facebook Live events related to the Middle Housing Code Amendments project: Where 
the Code Hits the Road: Land Use and Transportation Planning; Land Use and Equity: What are 
the Connections; Land Use and the Climate; What do you Meme: Communicating Land Use to 
Gen-Z; and Land Use and Housing: What Drives the Price of New Construction. The live events 
featured 11 guest speakers and amassed over 4,000 views. Additionally, an “ask me Anything” 
question and answer forum hosted on a Eugene-specific Reddit channel with more than 30,000 
subscribers received over 100 comments. 

City staff also developed a “Meeting in a Box” tool to provide community groups, such as City-
recognized Neighborhood Associations, with information about the Middle Housing code 
amendment project. The Meeting in a Box tool included neighborhood walking tours, draft code 
concepts, and feedback forms. The Meeting in a Box was distributed to all Neighborhood 
Association chairs and was shared via the project’s preliminary interested parties list, on the 
project webpage, on the project’s Engage Eugene page, and via the Planning Department’s e-
newsletter. 

The City also conducted a virtual community survey to solicit feedback on the Middle Housing 
code amendment project.  The survey was hosted on the project’s Engage Eugene page and was 
open for 5 weeks. The survey was also published in Spanish on a separate Engage Eugene page 
geared specifically to Spanish speakers. Overall, the English Engage Eugene survey received 
4,000 views during the survey open period and 741 community members responded to the 
survey. Overall, the Spanish Engage Eugene survey received 103 views during the survey open 
period and 10 community members provided survey responses.  
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Throughout Phase 2, project updates were provided via the Planning Division e-newsletter that 
reaches over 18,000 subscribers as well as to the project Preliminary Interested Parties List. 

During Phase 3, the draft code writing phase, a Developer Focus Group comprised of 19 local 
developers and architects was formed to give their feedback on draft code amendments. The 
Developer Focus Group meetings were held virtually. Meeting summaries were provided on the 
project website. 

Throughout Phase 3 and the formal code adoption phase, City staff continued to provide project 
updates via the Planning Division e-newsletter that reaches over 18,000 subscribers as well as to 
the project Preliminary Interested Parties List. 

On October 19, 2021, October 21, 2021, and October 26, 2021, City staff held three one-and-a-
half-hour virtual information and question sessions, which were open to anyone with questions 
about the project, the public engagement process, the public engagement recommendations, or 
the adoption package. Seventy-two individuals attended the virtual information sessions. 
Additionally, in October of 2021, City staff published a “Guide to the Middle Housing Adoption 
Process” that included project background, summaries of proposed code changes, and options 
for providing public comment.  

A public hearing on the proposed Middle Housing Code Amendments was held by the Planning 
Commission on November 16, 2021. Consistent with land use code requirements, the Planning 
Commission public hearing on the proposal was duly noticed to all neighborhood organizations 
in Eugene, as well as community groups and individuals who requested notice. Notices were 
provided at the following times:  

September 21, 2021:  The City’s proposed Middle Housing Code Amendments 
and notice of Planning Commission public hearing on the 
proposed amendments were filed with the Oregon 
Department of Land Conservation and Development. 

September 24, 2021:  Notice of the Planning Commission’s public hearing on the 
proposed amendments was mailed to the parties listed in 
section 9.7520(2) of the Eugene Code and to the individuals 
and entities on the City’s interested parties list.  

October 12, 2021:  Notice of a new Planning Commission public hearing date 
(November 16, 2021) for the proposed Middle Housing 
Code Amendments was filed with the Oregon Department 
of Land Conservation and Development. The public hearing 
date was rescheduled for a later date due to a notice 
publication issue. Notice of the public hearing was not 
published by the local paper in compliance with Eugene 
Code procedural requirements.  

October 15, 2021: Notice of the new public hearing date for the proposed 
amendments was mailed to the parties listed in section 
9.7520(2) of the Eugene Code and to the individuals and 
entities on the City’s interested parties list 
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October 26, 2021:  Notice of the Planning Commission public hearing was 
published in the Register Guard Newspaper.  

November 16, 2021: The Eugene Planning Commission held a public hearing on 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan 
Amendment. 

In addition, information concerning the proposed Middle Housing Code Amendments, including 
the dates of the public hearings, was posted on the City of Eugene website and project updates 
were provided via email to the Planning Division e-newsletter that is sent to over 18,000 
subscribers, as well as to the project Preliminary Interested Parties List, on the dates shown 
below:  

• Planning Division e-newsletter: May 31, 2020, June 28, 2020, July 26, 2020, August 30, 
2020, September 27, 2020, November 29, 2020, January 31, 2021, February 28, 2021, 
March 28, 2021, April 25, 2021, June 1, 2021, June 28, 2021, August 1, 2021, September 
15, 2021, September 27, 2021, and October 31, 2021.  

• Project Preliminary Interested Parties List: October 8, 2020, October 25, 2020, 
November 18, 2020, February 5, 2021, February 13, 2021, February 23, 2021, June 17, 
2021, October 5, 2021, and October 20, 2021   

Following the Planning Commission’s January 25, 2022, adoption of a recommendation that the 
City Council adopt the Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan Amendment, city staff 
held an additional three virtual information sessions on February 18, 2022, February 22, 2022, 
and March 3, 2022, in advance of the City Council public hearing. These information sessions 
were held over Zoom at various times to accommodate a variety of schedules and were posted 
on the project webpage for those unable to attend live. The information sessions included a staff 
presentation that included an overview of a “Guide to the Planning Commission 
Recommendation” published prior to the information sessions that included project information, 
code summaries, and instructions to provide public comment. Each staff presentation was 
followed by a question and answer session.  

The Eugene City Council held a public hearing on the Middle Housing Code Amendments on April 
18, 2022. Consistent with land use code requirements, notice of the City Council public hearing 
was mailed to persons that provided oral or written testimony in a timely manner during the 
Planning Commission hearing procedures, as well persons that requested notice of the Planning 
Commission’s decision. Notice of the City Council public hearing was published in the Register-
Guard newspaper on March 31, 2022.  Notice of the City Council public hearing, as well as the 
text of the Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan Amendment, was posted on the 
City’s website on April 1, 2022.  The City Council continued to accept written public comment 
until its decision on the Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan Amendment. 

On May 25, 2022, the Eugene City Council approved Ordinance No. 20667, which included both 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments and the Metro Plan Amendment.  

Ordinance No. 20667 was appealed to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA), who 
upheld the ordinance. LUBA’s decision was then appealed to the Oregon Court of Appeals, who 
disagreed with LUBA.  On October 12, 2023, LUBA remanded Ordinance No. 20667 back to the 
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City to allow the City Council to reconsider the ordinance’s compliance with Statewide Planning 
Goal 11 (Public Facilities and Services).  

On February 20, 2024, the Eugene City Council held a public hearing on an ordinance attempting 
to address the remand direction from LUBA and the Court of Appeals through additional findings 
explaining how existing Eugene Code provisions, similar to those in the Large Cities Middle 
Housing Model Code, satisfy the City’s obligation to comply with Goal 11. Following the public 
hearing, on March 11, 2024, the Eugene City Council approved Ordinance No. 20705 to adopt 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments and the amended findings. Ordinance No. 20705 was 
appealed to LUBA.  On July 10, 2024, LUBA issued a final opinion explaining that the City’s 
evidence and findings did not adequately explain how existing city code provisions and 
permitting processes address the sufficiency of public facilities to satisfy the City’s Goal 11 
planning obligation and remanding Ordinance No. 20705 back to the City. 

On November 18, 2024, the City Council held a public hearing on the remand ordinance.  
Although not required by the land use code, on October 31, 2024, notice of the City Council 
public hearing was mailed the Department of Land Conservation and Development, to persons 
that provided oral or written testimony in a timely manner during the initial adoption process, 
and to persons that requested notice of the City Council’s decision.  The proposed remand 
ordinance was posted in two places on the City’s website on October 31, 2024.   Notice of the 
City Council public hearing on the remand ordinance was published in the Register-Guard 
newspaper on October 31, 2024.  The City Council continued to accept written public comment 
until its decision on the remand ordinance. 

These processes afforded ample opportunity for citizen involvement consistent with Goal 1. 
Therefore, the ordinance is consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 1. 

Goal 2 - Land Use Planning. To establish a land use planning process and policy framework 
as a basis for all decisions and actions related to use of land and to assure an adequate 
factual basis for such decisions and actions.   

Eugene’s land use code specifies the formal adoption procedure and approval criteria that were 
used in considering these amendments. The record shows that there is an adequate factual basis 
for the amendments to the land use code. The Goal 2 coordination requirement is met when the 
City engages in an exchange, or invites such an exchange, between the City and any affected 
governmental unit and when the City uses the information obtained in the exchange to balance 
the needs of citizens.  

To comply with the Goal 2 coordination requirement, the City engaged in an exchange about the 
subject of these amendments with affected governmental units. Specifically, the City provided 
notice of the proposed action and opportunity to comment to the Oregon Department of Land 
Conservation and Development, as well as to Lane County and the City of Springfield. There are 
no exceptions to Statewide Planning Goal 2 required for these amendments. Therefore, the 
amendments are consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 2. 

Goal 3 - Agricultural Lands. To preserve and maintain agricultural lands. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will only affect properties located within the City of 
Eugene and therefore do not affect any lands designated by the comprehensive plan for 
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agricultural use. To the extent that there are properties within the City currently zoned for 
agricultural use the proposed amendments do not force a discontinuance of agricultural 
practices. The amendments are intended to reduce barriers to the development of middle 
housing within the City; therefore, they have the potential to reduce the need to expand the 
City’s urban growth boundary in a way that impacts agricultural land in the future. For all these 
reasons, the amendments are consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 3. 

Goal 4 - Forest Lands. To conserve forest lands.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will only affect properties located within the City of 
Eugene and therefore do not affect any lands designated by the comprehensive plan for forest 
use. The amendments are intended to reduce barriers to the development of middle housing 
within the City; therefore, they have the potential to reduce the need to expand the City’s urban 
growth boundary in a way that impacts forest lands. For all these reasons, the amendments are 
consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 4. 

Goal 5 - Natural Resources, Scenic and Historic Areas, and Open Spaces. To conserve open 
space and protect natural and scenic resources.  

OAR 660-023-0250(3) provides: Local governments are not required to apply Goal 5 in 
consideration of a PAPA unless the PAPA affects a Goal 5 resource. For purposes of this section, a 
PAPA would affect a Goal 5 resource only if: 

(a) The PAPA creates or amends a resource list or a portion of an acknowledged plan or land 
use regulation adopted in order to protect a significant Goal 5 resource or to address 
specific requirements of Goal 5; 

(b) The PAPA allows new uses that could be conflicting uses with a particular significant Goal 
5 resource site on an acknowledged resource list; or 

(c) The PAPA amends an acknowledged UGB and factual information is submitted 
demonstrating that a resource site, or the impact areas of such a site, is included in the 
amended UGB area. 

These Middle Housing Code Amendments do not create or amend the City’s list of Goal 5 
resources, do not amend a code provision adopted in order to protect a significant Goal 5 
resource or to address specific requirements of Goal 5, do not allow new uses that could be 
conflicting uses with a significant Goal 5 resource site and do not amend the acknowledged 
urban growth boundary. Therefore, the proposed amendments are consistent with Statewide 
Planning Goal 5. 

Goal 6 - Air, Water and Land Resource Quality. To maintain and improve the quality of the 
air, water and land resources of the state. 

Goal 6 addresses waste and process discharges from development, and is aimed at protecting 
air, water and land from impacts from those discharges. The Middle Housing Code Amendments 
do not affect the City’s ability to provide for clean air, water or land resources. Therefore, the 
amendments are consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 6. 
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Goal 7 - Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards. To protect life and property from 
natural disasters and hazards. 

Goal 7 requires that local government planning programs include provisions to protect people 
and property from natural hazards such as floods, landslides, earthquakes and related hazards, 
tsunamis, and wildfires.  To the extent that the Middle Housing Code Amendments allow for 
increased residential density on residentially zoned and designated properties, including those 
residential properties that may be located in proximity to potential natural hazards, those 
changes are required by ORS 197A.420.  The residential development allowed by the Middle 
Housing Code Amendments will be subject to the City’s existing policies and regulations that 
protect people and property from natural hazards.  The Middle Housing Code Amendments do 
not amend or repeal any policies or regulations that protect people and property from natural 
hazards.  The Middle Housing Code Amendments will not reduce or repeal adopted natural 
hazard protections. Therefore, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with 
Statewide Planning Goal 7. 

Goal 8 - Recreational Needs. To satisfy the recreational needs of the citizens of the state 
and visitors and, where appropriate, to provide for the siting of necessary recreational 
facilities including destination resorts. 

Goal 8 ensures that recreational facilities are provided to Oregon citizens and is primarily 
concerned with the provision of recreational facilities in non-urban areas of the state. The 
Middle Housing Code Amendments do not affect the City’s provisions for or citizen’s access to 
recreation areas, facilities, or recreational opportunities. Therefore, the amendments are 
consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 8.  

Goal 9 - Economic Development. To provide adequate opportunities throughout the state 
for a variety of economic activities vital to the health, welfare, and prosperity of Oregon’s 
citizens.   

Goal 9 requires cities to evaluate the supply and demand of commercial land relative to 
community economic objectives. The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not impact the 
supply of industrial or commercial lands. Therefore, the amendments are consistent with 
Statewide Planning Goal 9. 

Goal 10 - Housing. To provide for the housing needs of citizens of the state. 

Goal 10 requires the City to provide an adequate supply of buildable land to accommodate the 
City’s estimated housing needs for a 20-year planning period. The Envision Eugene Residential 
Land Supply Study (2012-2032) was adopted by the City of Eugene in 2017 as a refinement of the 
Envision Eugene Comprehensive Plan and complies with the requirements of Goal 10 and 
Chapter 660, division 008 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  

The Envision Eugene Residential Land Supply Study includes an inventory of buildable lands for 
residential use. According to the Residential Land Supply Study, there is sufficient buildable 
residential land to meet the identified land need.  The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not 
impact the City’s supply of residential buildable land. No land is being redesignated from a 
residential use to a non-residential use, and the amendments do not otherwise diminish the 
amount of land available for residential use.  
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Goal 10 also requires the City to conduct a Housing Needs Analysis (HNA) in order to assess 
whether the City’s estimated housing needs for a 20-year planning period can be satisfied. The 
Envision Eugene Residential Land Supply Study (2017) includes a HNA that forecasts that 
Eugene’s population will increase by 33,778 people between 2012 and 2032. Based on the HNA 
analysis, Eugene will need 15,105 dwellings to accommodate this growth.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments increase the capacity of existing residential land by 
allowing for development of more dwelling units on residential land throughout the city. More 
specifically, the amendments will allow for the development of middle housing types in areas 
where those housing types were previously prohibited or limited, which will result in an increase 
in the overall capacity for dwellings on lands designated for residential uses.  

OAR 660-046-0200 provides that OAR 660-046-0025 through OAR 660-046-0235 are intended to 
measure compliance with ORS 197A.420 and Goal 10 for cities with a population of over 25,000.  
The Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with ORS 197A.420 and OAR 660-046-
0025 through OAR 660-046-0235.The amendments allow a duplex on each lot or parcel zoned 
for residential use that allows for the development of detached single-family dwellings. The 
amendments also allow all middle housing types in areas zoned for residential use that allow for 
the development of detached single-family dwellings. The siting and design standards included in 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments comply with OAR 660-046-0210 and do not, individually 
or cumulatively, discourage the development of middle housing through unreasonable cost and 
delay.   

The Middle Housing Code Amendments include changes to the city’s land use code that are 
compliant with the minimum standards set by OAR Chapter 660, division 46 and/or are 
consistent with the state’s model code. In several instances, the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments go beyond the express requirements of state law to expand the opportunities for 
and reduce barriers to development of middle housing in the city. These incentives include, but 
are not limited to: 

• Lot sizes for development of middle housing are generally smaller than lot sizes required 
for the development of single-unit dwellings; 

• Further reductions in lot size (or density increases in the case of townhouses) for middle 
housing developments that include income-qualified units and middle housing 
developments that include dwellings with an average size of less than 900 square feet; 

• Allowance for detached as well as attached duplexes, triplexes, and quadplexes; 
• Reduced parking requirements for income-qualified middle housing, and middle housing 

on lots within ¼ mile walking distance of a Lane Transit District Emerald Express (EmX) 
bus rapid transit station; 

• Increased lot coverage allowance for middle housing developments.  

Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Land Use Code Amendments are consistent with 
Statewide Planning Goal 10.  
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Goal 11- Public Facilities and Services. To plan and develop a timely, orderly and efficient 
arrangement of public facilities and services to serve as a framework for urban and rural 
development. 

The Eugene/Springfield Public Facilities and Services Plan (PFSP) is the adopted and 
acknowledged public facility plan for areas within Eugene’s urban growth boundary with respect 
to water, wastewater, and stormwater services.  The Eugene 2035 Transportation Plan (TSP), 
which was adopted pursuant to chapter 660, division 12 of the Oregon Administrative Rules 
(OARS), fulfills the requirements for transportation facilities planning in ORS 197.172(2)(e), 
Statewide Planning Goal 11, and OAR chapter 660, division 11.  The Middle Housing Code 
Amendments do not make changes to the PFSP or the 20235 TSP, nor do they allow 
development that is insufficiently served by public facilities.   

Consistent with OAR 660-046-0010(3)(e), following adoption of the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments, the City will work to ensure that infrastructure serving areas where middle 
housing is allowed, including any undeveloped or underdeveloped areas as defined in OAR 660-
046-0320(8), is appropriately designed and sized to serve the land uses allowed by the City’s 
comprehensive plan and land use regulations, including middle housing uses. 

The Land Use Board of Appeals, in its most recent remand of the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments, explained that the Oregon Court of Appeals has determined that City can 
demonstrate that the Middle Housing Code Amendments comply with Goal 11 by adopting the 
“sufficient infrastructure” provisions in the Large Cities Middle Housing Model Code (Model 
Code), which limit development of middle housing on lots that lack sufficient infrastructure to 
support it.   

The City Council finds that the Middle Housing Code Amendments comply with Goal 11 because 
they incorporate the “sufficient infrastructure requirements” from the Model Code, including 
the “on lots or parcels with Sufficient Infrastructure” restriction. Incorporating the Model Code’s 
“sufficient infrastructure provisions,” into the Middle Housing Code Amendments ensures that 
the higher density housing that may be allowed under the Middle Housing Code Amendments 
will only be allowed on “lots or parcels with sufficient infrastructure.”  The language that is now 
included in both the Model Code and Middle Housing Code Amendments requires that an 
applicant demonstrate that the following level of public services is already provided or will be 
provided upon submittal of a development application: 

• Connection to a public sewer system capable of meeting established service 
levels. 

• Connection to a public water system capable of meeting established service 
levels. 

• Access via public or private streets meeting adopted emergency vehicle access 
standards to a city’s public street system. 

• Storm drainage facilities capable of meeting established service levels for storm 
drainage. 

The City Council finds that the City’s adoption of the Model Code’s “sufficient infrastructure” 
requirements, the same requirements imposed by the State through its Model Code, provides an 
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adequate factual base to show that the middle housing development potentially allowed by the 
Middle Housing Code Amendments will not be allowed on a lot or parcel for which there is no 
demonstration of sufficient infrastructure. 

For all the reasons stated above, the City Council finds that there is an adequate factual base to 
show that the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with Goal 11. 

Goal 12- Transportation. To provide and encourage a safe, convenient and economic 
transportation system. 

The Transportation Planning Rule (OAR 660-012-0060) contains the following requirement: 

(1)  If an amendment to a functional plan, an acknowledged comprehensive plan, or a land 
use regulation (including a zoning map) would significantly affect an existing or planned 
transportation facility, then the local government must put in place measures as provided 
in section (2) of this rule, unless the amendment is allowed under section (3), (9) or (10) of 
this rule. A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a transportation 
facility if it would: 

  (a)  Change the functional classification of an existing or planned transportation 
facility (exclusive of correction of map errors in an adopted plan); 

  (b)  Change standards implementing a functional classification system; or 

  (c)  Result in any of the effects listed in paragraphs (A) through (C) of this subsection 
based on projected conditions measured at the end of the planning period 
identified in the adopted TSP. As part of evaluating projected conditions, the 
amount of traffic projected to be generated within the area of the amendment 
may be reduced if the amendment includes an enforceable, ongoing requirement 
that would demonstrably limit traffic generation, including, but not limited to, 
transportation demand management. This reduction may diminish or completely 
eliminate the significant effect of the amendment. 

   (A)  Types or levels of travel or access that are inconsistent with the functional 
classification of an existing or planned transportation facility; 

   (B)  Degrade the performance of an existing or planned transportation facility 
such that it would not meet the performance standards identified in the 
TSP or comprehensive plan; or 

   (C)  Degrade the performance of an existing or planned transportation facility 
that is otherwise projected to not meet the performance standards 
identified in the TSP or comprehensive plan. 

Chapter 639, Section 3(5) of Oregon Laws 2019 provides that “[w]hen a local government makes 
a legislative decision to amend its comprehensive plan or land use regulations to allow middle 
housing in areas zoned for residential use that allow for detached single-family dwellings, the 
local government is not required to consider whether the amendments significantly affect an 
existing or planned transportation facility.”  
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The Middle Housing Code Amendments are legislative changes to Eugene’s land use regulations 
to allow middle housing in areas zoned for residential use that allow for detached single-family 
dwellings. Therefore, the City is not required to consider whether the amendments significantly 
affect an existing or planned transportation facility. Based on the above findings, the 
amendments are consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 12. 

Goal 13 - Energy Conservation. To conserve energy. 

Goal 13 provides guidance on the management of land and land uses to maximize the 
conservation of energy. Goal 13 provides implementation direction focused on lot sizes, building 
heights, density of housing, compatibility, and availability of light, wind, and air.   The Middle 
Housing Code Amendments limit the height of middle housing located within the low-density 
residential zone to the same height limit applicable to single-family dwellings in that zone.  The 
height limitation will allow for solar infiltration and limit middle housing development from 
shadowing of other buildings providing for more availability of light.  Goal 13 encourages, among 
other things, an increase in density along high-capacity transportation corridors.  The Middle 
Housing Code Amendments remove all off-street parking requirements for middle housing on 
lots within one quarter mile walking distance of a Lane Transit District Emerald Express (EmX) 
bus rapid transit station.  EmX lines are located along high-capacity transportation corridors in 
Eugene.  The removal of off-street parking requirements incentivizes middle housing (which will 
necessarily provide higher density than detached single-family homes) close to transit, consistent 
with Goal 13.  In addition, the removal of off-street parking requirements for middle housing 
close to transit potentially allows for higher density on individual lots because more of the lot 
can be used for housing instead of parking.  As the amendments encourage density along high 
capacity transportation corridors, the amendments are consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 
13. 

Goal 14 - Urbanization. To provide for an orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban 
land use, to accommodate urban population and urban employment inside urban growth 
boundaries, to ensure efficient use of land, and to provide for livable communities.   

The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not affect the City’s provisions regarding the 
transition of land from rural to urban uses. Therefore, the amendments are consistent with 
Statewide Planning Goal 14. 

Goal 15 - Willamette River Greenway. To protect, conserve, enhance and maintain the 
natural, scenic, historical, agricultural, economic and recreational qualities of lands along the 
Willamette River as the Willamette River Greenway. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not contain any changes to the City’s Willamette 
River Greenway regulations; therefore, Statewide Planning Goal 15 does not apply.  

Goal 16 through 19 - Estuarine Resources, Coastal Shorelands, Beaches and Dunes, and 
Ocean Resources. 

There are no coastal, ocean, estuarine, or beach and dune resources related to the lands 
affected by these Middle Housing Code Amendments. Therefore, these goals are not relevant, 
and the amendments will not affect compliance with Statewide Planning Goals 16 through 19 
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EC 9.8065(2) Is consistent with applicable provisions of the comprehensive plan and applicable 
adopted refinement plans. 

Metro Plan Policies  

The following policies from the Metropolitan Residential Land Use and Housing Element of the 
Eugene Springfield Metropolitan Area General Plan (Metro Plan): (identified below in italics) are 
applicable to these Middle Housing Code Amendments. To the extent that the following policies 
constitute mandatory approval criteria, based on the findings provided below, the amendments 
are consistent with and supported by the applicable provisions of the Metro Plan.  

Residential Land Use and Housing Element 

A.9 Establish density ranges in local zoning and development regulations that are 
consistent with the broad density categories of this plan.  

Low density: Through 10 dwelling units per gross acre (could translate up to 14.28 
units per net acre depending on each jurisdictions implementation measures and 
land use and development codes)  

Medium density: Over 10 through 20 dwelling units per gross acre (could translate 
to over 14.28 units per net acre through 28.56 units per net acre depending on 
each jurisdictions implementation measures and land use and development codes)  

High density: Over 20 dwelling units per gross acre (could translate to over 28.56 
units per net acre depending on each jurisdiction’s implementation measures and 
land use and development codes) 

ORS 197A.420 requires the City to allow “a duplex on each lot or parcel zoned for residential use 
that allows for the development of detached single-family dwellings” and requires the City to 
allow “[a]ll middle housing types in areas zoned for residential use that allow for the 
development of detached single-family dwellings.”  The Middle Housing Code Amendments will 
implement the requirements of ORS 197A.420.  Development of middle housing as required by 
state law and as allowed by the Middle Housing Code Amendments, may cause the density on 
some residentially zoned and designated properties to exceed the current density ranges in 
Policy A.9 of the Metro Plan’s Residential Land and Housing Element.  

However,  a text amendment to policy A.9 of the Metro Plan, adopted by the City Council as part 
of the same ordinance that contains the Middle Housing Code Amendments, exempts middle 
housing from the maximum densities in the density ranges in policy A.9 and allows the City to 
establish maximum density requirements that apply to middle housing within the City as long as 
the middle housing density requirements comply with state law. The text amendment also 
clarifies that whenever an adopted refinement plan policy conflicts with the amended policy A.9, 
the policy A.9 controls.  

Therefore, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with policy A.9 of the Metro 
Plan as amended by the ordinance that also adopts the land use code amendments.  
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A.10 Promote higher residential density inside the UGB that utilizes existing infrastructure, 
improves the efficiency of public services and facilities, and conserves rural resource lands 
outside the UGB. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments allow for middle housing to be developed in more areas 
of the City, which increases the overall number of potential dwelling units that could be 
developed within City limits. Additionally, the development standards applicable to middle 
housing were selected to encourage the development of middle housing and remove barriers to 
that development.   By encouraging the development of middle housing on land that was 
otherwise likely to have been developed with detached single-family housing, the land use code 
amendments promote higher residential density within the city, conserving rural resource lands 
outside the urban growth boundary.   

The increased opportunity and reduced barriers to the development of middle housing will allow 
for more infill of middle housing, which will utilize existing infrastructure when feasible. The 
increased infill opportunities will also help to improve the efficiency of public services and 
facilities by increasing density within the city, thereby allowing more people within the city limits 
to access those services and facilities.  

Through the allowance of more middle housing on existing lots within the City and removing 
barriers to development, the overall density within the UGB is likely to increase, which will 
reduce pressure to expand the UGB for residential purposes, as further supported under the 
findings for Goal 10 at EC 9.865(1) above, incorporated herein by reference.  

The increased density facilitated by these amendments will utilize existing infrastructure where 
possible, improve efficient use of public services and facilities, and help to conserve the rural 
resource lands outside the UGB. For all these reasons, the land use code amendments are 
consistent with policy A.10. 

A.11 Generally locate higher density residential development near employment or 
commercial services, in proximity to major transportation systems or within 
transportation-efficient nodes. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow middle housing in more areas of the city, 
thereby increasing density throughout Eugene’s residentially designated lands, including 
residentially designated lands located near employment and commercial services consistent with 
this policy.  

In addition, the land use code amendments allow for reductions in off-street parking 
requirements for development of middle housing on lots located within one quarter mile walking 
distance of a Lane Transit District Emerald Express (EmX) bus rapid transit station.  EmX lines are 
, located on high capacity roadways with frequent transit service.  

Based on the increased allowance of middle housing and incentives to locate middle housing 
near transit, the amendments are consistent with policy A.11. 
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A.12 Coordinate higher density residential development with the provision of adequate 
infrastructure and services, open space, and other urban amenities.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow middle housing in more residential areas 
within the city limits.  Existing adopted city policies and regulations, including, but not limited to, 
the Eugene/Springfield Public Facilities and Services Plan (PFSP), the Eugene 2035 Transportation 
System Plan (TSP), the Parks and Recreation System Plan, and the land use code, regulate the 
provision of adequate infrastructure and services, open space, and other urban amenities within 
the city limits. The proposed amendments do not apply to areas that are within the city’s urban 
growth boundary (UGB) but outside the city limits. Properties located outside the city limits but 
within the UGB will be evaluated for their ability to access urban facilities and services at the 
time of future annexation.  The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not amend the currently 
adopted PFSP or the 20235 TSP. Consistent with the PFSP and OAR 660-046-0010(3)(e), the City 
will continue to plan and develop public facilities to support the land uses designated in the 
City’s acknowledged comprehensive plan, including public facility projects that support the 
development of middle housing.  

As discussed in the findings regarding compliance with Goal 11, incorporated herein by 
reference, the City Council finds that incorporation of the Model Code’s “sufficient 
infrastructure” requirements into the Middle Housing Code Amendments provides an adequate 
factual base to show that the middle housing development potentially allowed by the Middle 
Housing Code Amendments will not be allowed on a lot or parcel for which there is no 
demonstration of sufficient infrastructure.  For all these reasons, the amendments are consistent 
with policy A.12. 

A.13 Increase overall residential density in the metropolitan area by creating more 
opportunities for effectively designed in-fill, redevelopment, and mixed use while 
considering impacts of increased residential density on historic, existing and future 
neighborhoods. 

Consistent with this policy, the Middle Housing Code Amendments allow for middle housing to 
be developed in more residentially zoned and designated areas of the City, which increases the 
overall number of potential dwelling units that could be developed within City limits. 
Additionally, the development standards applicable to middle housing were selected to 
encourage the development of middle housing and to remove barriers to that development.   By 
encouraging the development of middle housing on land that was otherwise likely to have been 
developed with detached single-family housing, the land use code amendments promote higher 
residential density within the city.   

The amendments allow for middle housing to be developed on smaller lots than the lot sizes 
currently required for single detached dwellings. This creates more opportunities for effectively 
designed infill by allowing development of housing on lots that may otherwise have been too 
small to support housing or land divisions under the existing land use code.  Smaller lot size 
requirements for middle housing types may also create opportunities for redevelopment of lots 
that would otherwise be non-conforming because of their size. 

While the amendments allow a duplex on any lot that permits a single-detached dwelling, the 
amendments also allow duplexes on lots that are as small as 2,250 square feet.  This significantly 
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reduces existing barriers to duplex development, which currently include a requirement for an 
8,000 square foot lot. Similarly, the Middle Housing Code Amendments allow triplexes on lots 
that are 3,500 square feet. Lots of this size were previously not permitted in Eugene without 
adhering to special small lot development standards (only permitted in the R-2, R-3, and R-4 
zones) or getting approval through a planned unit development or cluster subdivision. These lots 
sizes present an opportunity to further partition or subdivide lots that were previously too small 
to divide any further. New lots created through this process will offer an opportunity for new 
development, redevelopment, and in-fill within existing neighborhoods.  

ORS 197A.420 requires the City to allow “a duplex on each lot or parcel zoned for residential use 
that allows for the development of detached single-family dwellings” and to allow “[a]ll middle 
housing types in areas zoned for residential use that allow for the development of detached 
single-family dwellings.”  Therefore, the City cannot refuse to allow middle housing where it is 
required by state law based on impacts to historic, existing and future neighborhoods.  
Notwithstanding state law requirements, the City Council finds that the standards for middle 
housing included in the land use code amendments render middle housing visually compatible 
with existing and future residential neighborhoods in the city through development standards 
including  height limitations, lot coverage, building orientation, and off-street parking 
requirements. However, consistent with OAR 660-046-0010(3)(a)(B), the amendments do not 
alter the development standards within special area zones or overlay zones that provide 
protection to historic areas and developments, such as the Historic Blair Special Area Zone.  

To the extent that the development of middle housing alters or affects the character of existing 
neighborhoods, the City Council finds that the benefit of the opportunities for effectively 
designed infill and redevelopment created by the Middle Housing Code Amendments, outweighs 
the minor impacts to existing residential neighborhoods.  For all the reasons above, the land use 
code amendments are consistent with policy A.13. 

A. 14 Review local zoning and development regulations periodically to remove barriers to 
higher density housing and to make provision for a full range of housing options.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments are the result of a review of the city’s land use code and 
development regulations and the amendments remove barriers to the development of middle 
housing in areas where typically detached single-family housing has been developed.  The 
amendments allow for middle housing to be developed in more residentially zoned and 
designated areas of the City, which increases the overall number of potential dwelling units that 
could be developed within City limits.  

Additionally, the development standards applicable to middle housing were selected to 
encourage the development of middle housing and to remove barriers to that development. By 
encouraging the development of middle housing on land that was otherwise likely to have been 
developed with detached single-family housing, the land use code amendments remove barriers 
to development of a wider range of housing options within the city and will likely result in the 
development of more duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters in 
addition to detached single-family homes and large multi-unit developments.  For all these 
reasons, the amendments are consistent with policy A.14. 
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A. 16 Allow for the development of zoning districts which allow overlap of the established 
Metro Plan density ranges to promote housing choice and result in either maintaining or 
increasing housing density in those districts. Under no circumstances, shall housing 
densities be allowed below existing Metro Plan density ranges. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not create new zones or rezone property.   

However, generally, the amendments do allow for a wider range of middle housing types 
throughout Eugene’s residential zones, which supports more housing options and promotes 
housing choice. The allowance of middle housing, which may result in densities higher than 
those previously allowed in Eugene’s low and medium density residential plan designations, 
facilitates the ability to develop in accordance with this policy and ensure that the minimum 
density set by the Metro Plan density ranges will be met.  The amendments do not permit 
housing densities that are lower than the existing Metro Plan density ranges.  

Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy A.16.  

Housing Type and Tenure Policies  

A.17 Provide opportunities for a full range of choice in housing type, density, size, cost, 
and location. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments provide the opportunity for development of the various 
middle housing types, including duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhomes, and cottages in all 
residential zones.  

The amendments encourage density by providing new minimum lot size requirements. A duplex 
is now permitted on any lot that permits a single-detached dwelling. Additionally, the 
amendments allow a duplex on lots that are 2,250 square feet, which significantly reduces the 
existing barriers to duplex development, which currently require an 8,000 square foot lot, 
further expanding opportunities for duplex development. Similar reductions and incentives in lot 
size allowance for other middle housing types also facilitate the development of more middle 
housing types throughout Eugene.  

Additional incentives for middle housing, such as reduced off-street parking requirements for 
middle housing developments that include income-qualified units, and development of middle 
housing on lots within one quarter mile walking distance of a Lane Transit District Emerald 
Express (EmX) bus rapid transit station are likely to increase the range and variety of housing 
type, density, size and cost in the City. 

New development standards have been established for triplexes, fourplexes, and cottage 
clusters that are consistent with state law and the state’s model code. The Eugene Code 
currently considers triplexes, fourplexes, and cottage clusters “Multiple Family Dwellings” and 
subjects those housing types to the City’s Multi-Family Development standards or requires a 
planned unit development approval. The new development standards for these housing types in 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments will lower barriers to development of triplexes, 
fourplexes and cottage clusters and will expand the opportunity to develop those housing types 
throughout Eugene.  
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In addition, the Middle Housing Code Amendments expand development opportunities for 
duplexes, triplexes and fourplexes by allowing units in those housing types to be detached as 
well as attached. The amendments will allow two, three, or four separate dwellings to exist on 
the same lot and be considered a duplex, triplex, or fourplex, respectively. This option, 
commonly referred to as “detached plexes” increases design flexibility for the development of 
duplexes, triplexes, and fourplexes, especially on sites with an existing dwelling or dwellings and 
on oddly shaped lots or lots with other types of development restrictions. This flexibility is 
consistent with this policy, as it provides opportunities for choice in housing density, size, type, 
cost and location. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments also include new development standards for 
townhouses that are consistent with state law and the state’s model code. At this time, 
townhouses, currently called rowhouses, are prohibited in the City’s R-1 zone in certain 
neighborhoods and require vehicular access from the rear of the development. These 
requirements, along with other standards for townhouses, have been a barrier to the 
development of townhouses in Eugene. The amendments allow townhouses in the R-1 zone, 
subject to new clear and objective development standards, and remove the requirement for 
vehicular access from the rear of the townhouse, which has consistently been a barrier to 
development of townhouses in areas that do not have established alleys or have undeveloped 
alleys. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments create new standards for cottage clusters that drastically 
reduce barriers to cottage cluster development. Under the City’s currently adopted land use 
code, cottage clusters are either subject to the strict multi-unit development standards or 
require a cluster subdivision or planned unit development approval. These requirements 
presented significant barriers to the development of cottage clusters and the amendments 
remove those barriers and provide previously missing opportunities for cottage cluster 
development.  

Overall, the Middle Housing Code Amendments increase opportunities for the development of 
middle housing and the removal of barriers to middle housing development, which will provide 
opportunities for new middle housing types across Eugene at a higher density than previously 
permitted and will allow for more choice in housing size, type, cost and location. Based on these 
findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy A.17. 

A.18 Encourage a mix of structure types and densities within residential designations by 
reviewing and, if necessary, amending local zoning and development regulations. 

As discussed in the findings under Policy A.17, incorporated herein by reference, the Middle 
Housing Code Amendments allow for the development of middle housing types on residentially 
zoned and designated properties throughout Eugene. The changes will allow a variety of 
structure types, such as townhouses, cottages, and attached and detached duplexes, triplexes, 
and fourplexes within residential designations in the City. Based on these findings, the 
amendments are consistent with this policy.  
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A.23  Reduce impacts of higher density residential and mixed-use development on 
surrounding uses by considering site, landscape, and architectural design standards or 
guidelines in local zoning and development regulations.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments include siting and design standards for triplexes, 
fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. These siting and design standards include, but are 
not limited to, setbacks, height limits, window coverage, entry orientation, building orientation 
and parking requirements. Duplexes are subject to the same siting and design standards and 
single-family detached housing.  These siting and design standards will reduce visual and other 
impacts of middle housing on surrounding uses. 

Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy.  

A.33 Consider local zoning and development regulations impact on the cost of housing.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments expand the potential for development of middle housing 
by reducing barriers and creating opportunities for development. The new development 
standards for triplexes, fourplexes, townhomes, and cottage clusters included in the 
amendments significantly reduce potential development costs by no longer subjecting these 
developments to the City’s multi-unit development standards and by offering clear and flexible 
design standards that comply with state law.  

Additionally, the amendments include incentives for middle housing such as reduced off-street 
parking requirements for middle housing developments that include income-qualified units, and 
middle housing on lots within one quarter mile walking distance of a Lane Transit District 
Emerald Express (EmX) bus rapid transit station. The amendments also include lot size reductions 
for middle housing developments that include small units or income-qualified units.  These 
incentives will likely reduce the costs of development of middle housing, which should translate 
into housing that costs less to rent or buy. The income-qualified units must be made available at 
prices or rent levels appropriate for persons with incomes at or below 80% of the area median 
income. 

In conjunction with these factors, the newly created middle housing land division process will 
likely reduce the costs associated with dividing and selling a unit within a middle housing 
development. The savings from the middle housing land division will likely reduce costs and 
expand opportunities for home ownership in middle housing that was previously unavailable or 
costly.  

Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

Envision Eugene Comprehensive Plan 

The Envision Eugene Comprehensive Plan does not contain any relevant or applicable policies for 
these amendments.  

Applicable Refinement Plans 

To the extent that polices in the City’s adopted refinement plans constitute mandatory approval 
criteria a discussion of the policies that appear to be relevant is provided below. The plan the 
policy is from is listed in (bold) followed by policies in (italics) and applicable findings.  
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Bethel-Danebo Refinement Plan (1982)  
Recommendations: General Land Use 
Policy 

1. The following land use designations in the Eugene-Springfield Metropolitan Area 
General Plan shall be maintained:  

a. low-density residential development in most of the plan area;  
b. a commercial node on Highway 99 North and three commercial/ residential 
development nodes in the plan area;  
c. medium-density residential development around the Highway 99 North 
commercial node, and the three development nodes.  

 
This policy aligns the Bethel-Danebo Refinement Plan land use designations with those of the 
Metro Plan. No changes are being made to the Metro Plan’s Land Use Diagram or to the land use 
designations of properties within the refinement plan area. Exempting middle housing from the 
maximum densities identified in policy A.9 of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use 
Element of the Metro Plan as provided in the concurrent Metro Plan Amendment is necessary to 
comply with the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules and will facilitate the allowance of middle housing on residentially zoned 
and designated properties. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this 
policy.  
 
Eugene Downtown Plan (2004)  
 

Living Downtown  

1. Stimulate multi-unit housing in the downtown core and on the edges of downtown for a 
variety of income levels and ownership opportunities. (pg. 25)  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will create more opportunity for middle housing in 
Eugene’s residential zones, including residentially zoned properties in the downtown core and on 
the edges of downtown. Middle Housing types (duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, cottage clusters 
and townhomes) all include multiple units, so creating opportunity for more middle housing 
development downtown is consistent with this policy. The Middle Housing Code Amendments 
also include lot size reduction incentives for small units, which are more likely to be affordable to 
persons with lower income levels. Additionally, the amendments further support affordability by 
including income-qualified incentives, which provide development incentives (reduced parking 
requirement, reduced lot size requirements, and density increases) when middle housing units 
are reserved for people who are below 80 percent of the area median income. Based on these 
findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy.  
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Fairmount/U of O Special Area Study (1982)  
 
Land Use 
General Policies 

1. The City of Eugene will use the Land Use Diagram and the policies of this plan along 
with other City policies in making land use and other decisions regarding the plan area. 
The Land Use Diagram is a generalized map and graphic depiction of the policies and 
proposals of this plan and the Community Goals and Policies. It is a supplement to and a 
refinement of the Metropolitan Area General Plan Diagram. 

 
No changes are being made to the Metro Plan’s Land Use Diagram or to the land use 
designations of properties within the refinement plan area. The definition of “low-density” 
residential as used in the plan’s Land Use Diagram provides that the area shown as “low-density” 
on the Land Use Diagram “is to remain in low-density residential use with emphasis on 
preserving and maintaining the single-family character which currently exists.” The City Council 
finds that nothing in the amendments prevents the area shown as “low-density” on the plan’s 
Land Use Diagram from remaining in low-density residential use. The City Council further finds 
that the development standards applicable to middle housing help to ensure that middle 
housing developed in the plan area will blend in with the existing single-family character of the 
neighborhood. Finally, the City Council finds that to the extent this plan policy would prohibit the 
development of middle housing within the area shown as “low-density” on the Land Use 
Diagram, that prohibition is contrary to the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, 
division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing 
Code Amendments are consistent with this plan policy.  
 

5. There will continue to be opportunity for residents to be involved in land use decisions 
that affect them. 

 
As noted in the findings regarding compliance with Statewide Planning Goal 1, hereby 
incorporated in these findings, the city has provided many opportunities for public involvement 
in both the drafting and consideration of the Middle Housing Code Amendments. The 
amendments are consistent with this policy. 

East Campus Area Policy 4: The City shall encourage the University to develop its high- 
and medium- density residential units with concern for adequate parking and appropriate 
parking solutions, regard for landscaping, and consideration of the impact on the rest of 
the neighborhood.  

 
To the extent that this policy impacts the development of middle housing types, nothing in the 
Middle Housing Code Amendments discourages or prohibits the University from developing its 
high-density and medium-density residential units with concern for adequate parking and 
appropriate parking solutions and consideration of the impact of the development on the rest of 
the neighborhood. To the extent that the Middle Housing Code Amendments include 
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requirements for off-street parking for middle housing types, those off-street parking 
requirements are either consistent with the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, 
division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules, or are intended to incentivize development of 
income-qualified middle housing units to encourage affordability or to incentivize development 
of middle housing close to EmX stations, which will provide residents with transportation options 
other than single-occupancy vehicles and will therefore likely reduce the need for parking 
associated with those developments. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments are consistent with this plan policy.  
 
Jefferson Far West Refinement Plan  
 
Land Use Element 

Residential Policies  

2.0 Increase the opportunity for home ownership within the area. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of middle housing types in more 
places in the city, including the plan area. Consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also 
provide for middle housing land divisions, which allow for the creation of small lots that each 
contain a single unit of middle housing. Middle housing land divisions will allow for the sale of 
individual units of middle housing, thereby facilitating home ownership. In addition, given the 
small size of both the housing and the lot, a single unit of middle housing on a middle housing lot 
is likely to sell at a lower price point than a traditional single-family home.  Finally, the Middle 
Housing Code Amendments include incentives to develop middle housing for sale at prices 
affordable to persons with an income of 80% or less of the area median income. The City Council 
finds that the Middle Housing Code amendments will increase the opportunity for home 
ownership by allowing for the development of more housing units at a greater range of price 
points within the plan area. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are 
consistent with this plan policy.  
 

1. Encourage a mixture of housing densities and types to allow a diverse population 
group to live within the area. 

 
The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of the following variety of 
housing types: duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. Additionally, 
consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also provide for middle housing land divisions, 
which allow for the creation of small lots that each contain a single unit of middle housing. 
Middle housing land divisions will allow for the sale of individual units of middle housing, thereby 
facilitating home ownership. In addition, given the small size of both the housing and the lot, a 
single unit of middle housing on a middle housing lot is likely to sell at a lower price point than a 
traditional single-family home. The City Council finds that the Middle Housing Code amendments 
will increase the opportunity for a variety of densities and types and will increase the 
opportunity for home ownership by allowing for the development of more housing units in 
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different configurations and at a greater range of price points within the plan area. Based on 
these findings, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with this plan policy.  
 
Far West  
Residential Areas  

1. North Low-Density Residential Area  

The City shall continue to recognize the area as suitable for low-density housing. Efforts 
shall be made to maintain and improve existing housing stock through both public and 
private investments. In an effort to allow additional residential units and yet maintain the 
character of the area, the City shall encourage block planning, infilling, and shared 
housing. Access to housing units off of alleys shall be accommodated when not in conflict 
with other policies and goals.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
suitable for low-density housing. Middle housing types are permitted in low-density residential 
zones, and the City Council finds that the development of middle housing is consistent with the 
term “low-density housing” as it is used in this policy. Nothing in the amendments prohibits 
efforts to maintain and improve existing housing stock. Because the amendments allow for 
flexibility in the design and development of middle housing, it is likely that middle housing will be 
developed on infill lots that may have constraints that could inhibit the development of other 
housing types. The City Council finds that development of middle housing is consistent with the 
residential character of the area.  The City Council does not interpret this policy to require 
preservation of the existing mix of housing stock in the area, and therefore to prohibit the 
development of new middle housing within the North Low-Density Residential Area.  The City 
Council finds that such a prohibition is contrary to the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and 
Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules. The plan does not define “shared 
housing;” however, the City Council finds that development of middle housing is consistent with 
the idea of shared housing in that middle housing units may be attached, and the Middle 
Housing Code amendments will allow for development of multiple units on a lot. Based on these 
findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

2. Central Low-Density Residential Area  

The low-density designation recognizes the existing residential development and land 
uses. The City shall continue to recognize the residential character of the area and provide 
incentives for public and private rehabilitation of rundown structures. In addition, the City 
shall encourage block planning, infilling, and shared housing. Access to housing units off 
of alleys shall be accommodated when not in conflict with other policies and goals.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the 
residential character of the area. The amendments do not rezone or re-designate any 
residentially zoned properties in the area. Middle housing types are classified as allowed 
residential uses in the land use code.  The City Council finds that development of middle housing 
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is consistent with the residential character of the area.  The City Council does not interpret this 
policy to require preservation of the existing mix of housing stock in the area, and therefore to 
prohibit the development of new middle housing within the Central Low-Density Residential 
Area.  The City Council finds that such a prohibition is contrary to the requirements of ORS 
197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  The plan does not 
define “shared housing;” however, the City Council finds that development of middle housing is 
consistent with the idea of shared housing in that middle housing units may be attached, and the 
Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow for development of multiple units on a lot. Finally, 
because the amendments allow for flexibility in the design and development of middle housing, 
it is likely that middle housing will be developed on infill lots that may have constraints that could 
inhibit the development of other housing types. Based on these findings, the amendments are 
consistent with this policy. 

3. West Medium-Density Residential Area  

This area shall be recognized as appropriate for medium density housing. The City shall 
consider rezoning land designated PL Public Land and in use as Westmoreland Family 
Housing to reflect existing development. The City shall improve and maintain public access 
for bicyclists and pedestrians along the Amazon Canal and crossing the Amazon Canal 
easement.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
appropriate for medium density housing. Middle housing types are permitted in medium-density 
residential zones, and the City Council finds that the development of middle housing is 
consistent with the term “medium density housing” as it is used in this policy. Based on these 
findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

4. South Low-Density Residential Area  

This area shall be recognized as appropriate for low-density residential use. The City shall 
encourage the rehabilitation of rundown structures, block planning, and infilling, and 
shared housing.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
suitable for low-density residential use. Middle housing types are permitted in low-density 
residential zones and the City Council finds that the development of middle housing is consistent 
with the term “low-density residential use” as it is used in this policy. Because the amendments 
allow for flexibility in the design and development of middle housing, it is likely that middle 
housing will be developed on infill lots that may have constraints that could inhibit the 
development of other housing types. The plan does not define “shared housing;” however, the 
City Council finds that development of middle housing is consistent with the idea of shared 
housing in that middle housing units may be attached, and the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments will allow for development of multiple units on a lot. Based on these findings, the 
amendments are consistent with this policy. 
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Jefferson 
Residential Areas 

11. West Low-Density Residential Area  

Encourage additional residential development that will maintain the character of the area 
by pursuing the application of block planning and allowing additional housing units on 
undeveloped or underutilized sites, division of existing single-family structures in to 
duplexes, and access to additional housing units off of alleys.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with this policy’s direction to encourage 
residential development, to allow additional housing units on undeveloped or underutilized sites 
and to allow division of existing single-family structures into duplexes. The Middle Housing Code 
Amendments also reduce barriers for the development of middle housing on existing alley access 
lots and allow for middle housing development on lots that utilize an alley for access purposes. 
The City Council finds that development of middle housing is consistent with the residential 
character of the area.  The City Council does not interpret this policy to require preservation of 
the existing mix of housing stock in the area, and therefore to prohibit the development of new 
middle housing within the West Low-Density Residential Area.  The City Council finds that such a 
prohibition is contrary to the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the 
Oregon Administrative Rules. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this 
policy.  

12. West Medium-Density Residential Area  

This area is appropriate for medium-density residential use.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
appropriate for medium density residential use. Middle housing types are permitted in medium-
density residential zones and the City Council finds that the development of middle housing is 
consistent with the term “medium density residential use” as it is used in this policy. Based on 
these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy.  

13. Low-Density Residential Area – South of the Fairgrounds  

This area shall remain a low-density residential area. Efforts shall be made to maintain 
and improve the quality of the existing housing stock.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments will prevent this area from remaining a low-
density residential area. Nothing in the amendments requires rezoning or re-designation of low-
density residential properties. Middle housing types are permitted in low-density residential 
zones. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 
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14. Low to Medium Density Residential Area 

This area shall be recognized as appropriate for low-to medium-density residential 
development. 

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
appropriate for low-to medium density residential development. Middle housing types are 
permitted in both low-density and medium-density residential zones. Based on these findings, 
the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

15. Low- to Medium-Density Residential Area  

This area shall be recognized as a low- to medium-density residential area. The City shall 
explore methods of encouraging an increase in residential density yet maintaining the 
character of the area. Residential densities beyond ten units per acre shall be allowed, 
subject to an approved block plan or rezoning to R-2 in conjunction with site review.  

The City shall encourage block planning, infilling, and shared housing, in this area. Access 
to housing units off of alleys shall be accommodated when not in conflict with other 
policies and goals.  

The City shall encourage the rehabilitation of the existing housing stock through both 
public and private reinvestments.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
a low-to medium density residential area. Nothing in the amendments requires rezoning or re-
designation of low-density residential properties. Middle housing types are permitted in both 
low-density and medium-density residential zones. The City Council finds that development of 
middle housing is consistent with the residential character of the area.  The City Council does not 
interpret this policy to require preservation of the existing mix of housing stock in the area, and 
therefore to prohibit the development of new middle housing within the Low-to-Medium 
Density Residential Area.  The City Council finds that such a prohibition is contrary to the 
requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  
 
The Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with the policy’s direction to encourage 
an increase in residential density. The concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 of the 
Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy is inconsistent with the 
Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan Amendment will control.  
 
Finally, because the Middle Housing Code Amendments allow for flexibility in the design and 
development of middle housing, it is likely that middle housing will be developed on infill lots 
that may have constraints that could inhibit the development of other housing types. The plan 
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does not define “shared housing;” however, the City Council finds that development of middle 
housing is consistent with the idea of shared housing in that middle housing units may be 
attached, and the Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow for development of multiple 
units on a lot. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

16. East Medium Density Residential Area  

This area shall be recognized as appropriate for medium-density residential development. 
Efforts shall be made to preserve the existing residential structures by encouraging 
rehabilitation, infilling, or relocation of structures within the neighborhood.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
appropriate for medium density residential development. Middle housing types are permitted in 
medium-density residential zones and the City Council finds that the development of middle 
housing is consistent with the term “medium density residential development” as it is used in 
this policy. Because the amendments allow for flexibility in the design and development of 
middle housing, it is likely that middle housing will be developed on infill lots that may have 
constraints that could inhibit the development of other housing types.  In addition, the 
amendments allow for conversion of existing residential structures into middle housing, which is 
consistent with the language of this policy regarding preservation and rehabilitation of 
residential structures. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 
Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

17. High-Density Residential Area  

This area shall be recognized as appropriate for high-density residential uses. 
Proposed rezonings to higher residential densities within this area shall be evaluated 
based on criteria such as parcel size, proposed development, and impact on surrounding 
uses. Site review shall be required in conjunction with rezonings. 

 
Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
appropriate for high-density residential uses. Middle housing types are permitted in high-density 
residential zones. Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments requires rezoning or re-
designation of property.  Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this 
policy. 
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Laurel Hill Neighborhood Plan (1982)  
 
Land Use and Future Urban Design 
Policies  

1. Approval of Valley development will take into consideration: 
a. Density 

b. Size 

c. Dispersal 
a. Density  

The appropriate density for residential development shall be determined based on 1) 
the provision of the Metropolitan Area General Plan calling for an overall density 
range of one to ten units per acre; and 2) provisions of the South Hills Study, including 
those limiting density to five units per acre for sites above 500 feet in elevation. 

The concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and 
Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan Amendment) will exempt middle housing types 
from maximum residential density requirements as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and 
Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the 
extent this policy, and other incorporated refinement plan policies are inconsistent with the 
Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan Amendment will control. Based on these findings, the 
Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with this policy. 

5. New land divisions shall be planned to respect the present topography and ensure solar 
potential to the extent possible. Developers shall be encouraged to investigate techniques 
other than grid-type division of land when planning for development. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not amend the existing solar standards, which apply 
at the time of development of middle housing or at the time of partition or subdivision. As 
required by SB 458 (2021), the Middle Housing Code Amendments also provide for middle 
housing land divisions, which allow for the creation of small lots that each contain a single unit of 
middle housing. Consistent with this policy, the middle housing land division process allows for 
the creation of lots using techniques other than a grid-type division of land. Based on these 
findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 
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Transportation 
Policies 

2. All future construction in the Valley or East Laurel Hill shall include adequate off-street 
parking to accommodate not only permanent residents but a reasonable number of 
visitors. Although on-street parking should be discouraged, in some areas pull-out 
facilities for parking should be developed, particularly where congestion exists. 

To the extent that the Middle Housing Code Amendments include requirements for off-street 
parking for middle housing types, those off-street parking requirements are either: consistent 
with the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules; intended to incentivize development of income-qualified middle housing 
units to encourage affordability; or intended to incentivize development of middle housing close 
to EmX stations, which will provide residents with transportation options other than single-
occupancy vehicles and will therefore likely reduce the need for parking associated with those 
developments. The City Council finds that compliance with the off-street parking requirements 
of the Middle Housing Code Amendments constitutes “adequate off-street parking” consistent 
with this policy. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent 
with this plan policy.  
 
Relationship to the City 
Policies 
 

2. The City will communicate to the recognized neighborhood group its general 
information pertaining to programs and projects that may have a physical impact on the 
Valley, in order that the association can participate in the public discussion. 
 

As noted in the findings regarding compliance with Statewide Planning Goal 1, which are hereby 
incorporated in these findings, the city has provided many opportunities for public involvement 
in both the drafting and consideration of the Middle Housing Code Amendments, including 
specifically reaching out to neighborhood associations. The amendments are therefore 
consistent with this policy. 
 
East Laurel Hill Area  
Land Use and Future Urban Design Policies  

1. The density within East Laurel Hill with the exception of the commercial/residential 
node shall be consistent with the low-density designation of the Metro Plan. The 
development node’s medium-density residential/professional designation is an exception 
and may allow up to 20 units per acre, subject to consideration of the South Hills Study or 
future amendments to that plan. All low-density areas at elevations greater than 500 feet 
are subject to South Hills Study development guidelines. Controlled-income-and-rent 
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housing subsidized under Federal, State, or City programs would be allowed in accordance 
with City policy. 

The concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and 
Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan Amendment) will exempt middle housing types 
from maximum residential density requirements as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and 
Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the 
extent this policy, and other incorporated refinement plan policies are inconsistent with the 
Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan Amendment will control. Based on these findings, the 
Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with this policy. 
 
 

South Hills Study (1974) 
 
For reference, the South Hills Study utilized the term “Recommendations” instead of “Policies”. 
The recommendations below constitute relevant policies from the South Hills Study.  
 

Ridgeline Park – Specific Recommendations  

That all vacant property above an elevation of 901’ be preserved from an intensive level of 
development, subject to the following exceptions:  

1. Development of individual residences on existing lots; and  

2. Development under planned unit development procedures when it can be 
demonstrated that a proposed development is consistent with the purposes of this 
section. 

As required by ORS 197A.420(2), a duplex must be allowed on each lot or parcel zoned for 
residential use that allows for the development of detached single dwelling units, and all middle 
housing types must be allowed in areas zoned for residential use that allow for the development 
of detached single-family dwellings.  The concurrently adopted Metro Plan Amendment exempts 
middle housing from the maximum residential densities identified in policy A.9 of the 
Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan as necessary to 
comply with the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The Metro Plan Amendment also provides that a maximum residential 
density established by a refinement plan policy, whether by a limit on the number of dwelling 
units per acre, a minimum lot size requirement, or any other similar regulation that has the 
effect of limiting density, may not be applied to the development of middle housing.  The City 
Council interprets this plan policy consistently with ORS 197A.420, Chapter 660, division 46 of 
the Oregon Administrative Rules and the concurrently adopted Metro Plan Amendment to allow 
the development of the middle housing on existing lots above 901 feet within the boundaries of 
the South Hills Study.  The Middle Housing Code Amendments include an amendment to EC 
9.8325(12) to reflect the Council’s finding that middle housing is allowed on existing lots above 
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901 feet within the South Hills Study area. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments are consistent with this plan policy.  
 
Density - Specific Recommendations  

That in the area west of Friendly Street the maximum level of new development per gross 
acre be limited to 8 units per acre (the maximum figure of 8 units per gross acre being 
subject to positive findings under the planned unit development criteria and the density 
point system (if established} of the planned unit development provisions) of positive 
findings under the planned unit development criteria).  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments and the concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 
of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy, and other incorporated 
refinement plan policies are inconsistent with the Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan 
Amendment will control. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this 
policy. 

That in the area east of Friendly Street the maximum level of new development per gross 
acre be limited to 5 dwelling units per acre (the maximum figure of 5 dwelling units per 
gross acre being subject to positive findings under the planned unit development criteria 
and the density point system {if established) of the planned unit development provisions). 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments and concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 of 
the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy, and other incorporated 
refinement plan policies are inconsistent with the Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan 
Amendment will control. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this 
policy. 
 
 
River Road – Santa Clara Urban Facilities Plan  
 

Residential Land Use Policies and Suggested Actions  
 

1.0 Recognize and maintain the predominately low-density residential character of the 
area consistent with the Metropolitan Plan.  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area’s 
character as a low-density residential area. Nothing in the amendments requires rezoning or re-
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designation of low-density residential properties. Middle housing types are permitted in low-
density residential zones and the City Council finds that the development of middle housing is 
consistent with the term “low-density residential character of the area” as it is used in this 
policy. The City Council does not interpret this policy to require preservation of the existing mix 
of housing stock in the area, and therefore to prohibit the development of new middle housing 
within the area.  The City Council finds that such a prohibition is contrary to the requirements of 
ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  
 
The concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and 
Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan Amendment) will exempt middle housing types 
from maximum residential density requirements as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and 
Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  The allowable densities for middle 
housing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with the Metro Plan as 
amended and therefore consistent with this policy. 

 

2.0 Provide a diversity of housing types in the area. Available techniques include 
encouraging reinvestment and rehabilitation of existing housing stock and the use of 
development standards that provide for clustering or planned unit development. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of the following variety of 
housing types: duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. The 
amendments are therefore consistent with this policy because they provide for a diversity of 
housing types in the plan area. 

 

5.0 Permit medium-density housing (10 to 20 dwelling units/acre) in proximity to existing 
or planned urban facilities. Access to commercial development, transit, and alternative 
modes of transportation, schools and parks, and open space should be considered. 
Medium-density residential development will be considered for the north Santa Clara area 
consistent with the above criteria.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments and the concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 
of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy, and other incorporated 
refinement plan policies are inconsistent with the Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan 
Amendment will control. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this 
policy.  
 
In regard to access to commercial development transit, and alternative modes of transportation, 
schools and parks, and open space, existing land use regulations ensure that this access is 
provided in a manner consistent with this policy. The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not 
alter the existing regulations; therefore, the code amendments are consistent with this policy.   
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Westside Neighborhood Plan (1987)  
 

Land Use Element Policies/Implementation Strategies  
 

1. Prevent erosion of the neighborhood’s residential character. 

The City Council finds that the Middle Housing Code Amendments will not contribute to the 
erosion of neighborhood’s residential character. The amendments do not rezone, re-designate 
or otherwise change the character of the neighborhood’s residentially zoned properties. Middle 
housing types are classified as allowed residential uses in the land use code.  The City Council 
finds that development of middle housing is consistent with the residential character of the 
neighborhood.  The City Council does not interpret this policy to require preservation of the 
existing or predominant types of residential dwellings and densities in the neighborhood against 
other residential dwelling types and densities specifically allowed by the zoning and land use 
designations of properties within the neighborhood.  The City Council finds that such a 
prohibition on new types of residential dwellings is contrary to the requirements of ORS 
197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  Based on these 
findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 
 

2. Support improving existing housing and reducing the number of substandard units. 
 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments support the improvement of existing housing by 
allowing conversion of existing housing into middle housing.  The amendments also include 
specific exemptions from applicable development standards for existing residential structures 
that are converted to middle housing.  Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent 
with this policy. 
 
Central Residential Area  

1. The City shall continue to recognize this area as appropriate for medium-density 
residential development and shall discourage nonresidential uses. This policy applies to all 
portions of the Central Residential Area, even those properties abutting major arterials 
such as Chambers Street and West 11th Avenue. 

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
appropriate for medium-density residential development. Middle housing types are permitted in 
medium-density residential zones and the City Council finds that the development of middle 
housing is consistent with the term “medium density residential development” as it is used in 
this policy. Nothing in the amendments allows or encourages nonresidential uses.  Based on 
these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 
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2. The City shall encourage actions that will preserve existing residential structures, 
including rehabilitation, block planning, infilling, and shared housing.  
 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments support the preservation of existing residential 
structures by allowing conversion of existing residential structures into middle housing.  The 
amendments also include specific exemptions from applicable development standards for 
existing residential structures that are converted to middle housing.  Additionally, because the 
amendments allow for flexibility in the design and development of middle housing, it is likely that 
middle housing will be developed on lots with existing single-family homes as well as infill lots 
that may have constraints that could inhibit the development of other housing types. The plan 
does not define “shared housing;” however, the City Council finds that development of middle 
housing is consistent with the idea of shared housing in that middle housing units may be 
attached, and the Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow for development of multiple 
units on a lot. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 
 
Eastern Residential/Mixed Use Area 
 

1. This area shall continue to be recognized as appropriate for medium-density residential 
development.  Although there is currently a mixture of land uses in the area, any further 
rezonings that would promote the conversion of residential uses to nonresidential uses 
should be discouraged. 
 

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
appropriate for medium-density residential development. Middle housing types are permitted in 
medium-density residential zones and the City Council finds that the development of middle 
housing is consistent with the term “medium density residential development” as it is used in 
this policy. The amendments do not rezone any properties in the area.  Based on these findings, 
the amendments are consistent with this policy. 
 
Northern Residential Area 
 

1. The City shall recognize this area as appropriate for medium density residential uses. 
 

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the area as 
appropriate for medium-density residential uses. Middle housing types are permitted in 
medium-density residential zones and the City Council finds that the development of middle 
housing is consistent with the term “medium density residential uses” as it is used in this policy. 
Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

4.The City shall encourage alley access and parking to occur in rear yard areas with 
special landscaping and other amenities provided along West 8th Avenue. 

 The Middle Housing Code Amendments encourage alley access to middle housing developments 
by allowing greater design flexibility when access and parking are provided off of an alley rather 
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than the street or within a front yard setback. The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not 
prohibit landscaping and other amenities to be located along West 8th Avenue. The Code 
Amendments include provisions to limit the impacts of vehicle use on street frontages, such as 
landscape screening requirements for cottage cluster parking areas visible from the street. Based 
on these findings, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with this plan policy. 
 
Transportation and Traffic Element 

4. Recognize the negative impacts that insufficient parking in and close to the Westside 
Neighborhood can have on the vitality of commercial activities and the character of 
residential areas within the Westside Neighborhood. 

The City Council finds that compliance with the off-street parking requirements of the Middle 
Housing Code Amendments constitutes sufficient off-street parking for purposes of this policy. 
To the extent that the Middle Housing Code Amendments include requirements for off-street 
parking for middle housing types, those off-street parking requirements are either: consistent 
with the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules; intended to incentivize development of income-qualified middle housing 
units to encourage affordability; or intended to incentivize development of middle housing close 
to EmX stations, which will provide residents with transportation options other than single-
occupancy vehicles and will therefore likely reduce the need for parking associated with those 
developments. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent 
with this plan policy.  
 
 
West University Refinement Plan (1982)  
 

Land Use, Housing, and Commerce  

3. The City of Eugene will update its Land Use Code and that effort shall particularly take 
into account the need to:   

-reduce non-residential uses permitted in the R-3 and R-4 zones.   

-redefine usable open space.   

-enable infilling on newly created small lots.   

-enable alley access as the primary access to newly created lots.   

-reduce minimum lot size.  

-increase the flexibility of the development standards (for example to enable more 
efficient use of open space, shared open space, and shared parking, and more 
extensive use of public rights-of-way).  
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-review parking requirements for residential development with the purpose of 
reducing the required number of spaces per unit in the plan area.   

-amend the commercial zoning in the City Code to provide a greater range of 
commercial zones.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments support the following components of this policy; “enable 
infilling on newly created small lots”; “reduce minimum lot size”; “increase the flexibility of the 
development standards”; and “review parking requirements for residential development with 
the purpose of reducing the required number of spaces per unit in the plan area.”  The Code 
Amendments will create more opportunity for middle housing in Eugene’s residential zones, 
including enabling the development of middle housing through infill on existing and new lots.  
Because the amendments allow for flexibility in the design and development of middle housing, 
it is likely that middle housing will be developed on infill lots that may have constraints that could 
inhibit the development of other housing types.  The Middle Housing Code Amendments reduce 
the minimum lot size for lots created for middle housing and provide additional incentives for 
reducing lot sizes further under certain circumstances, for example, if the proposed 
development includes small or income-qualified units. The Middle Housing Code Amendments 
offer design flexibility through the development standards applicable to the various middle 
housing types. Finally, the Middle Housing Code Amendments generally reduce off-street 
parking requirements for middle housing development and include further parking reductions 
through incentives for income-qualified units and middle housing located within ¼ mile walking 
distance of an EmX station.  Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this 
policy.   

8. Efforts shall be made to save existing residential structures in the plan area. These 
efforts shall include rehabilitation, house moving, and infilling.   

The Middle Housing Code Amendments support infill development on lots with existing 
residential structures by allowing duplexes, triplexes, and fourplexes to be detached. The Code 
Amendments also include specific exemptions from applicable development standards for 
existing residential structures that are converted to middle housing, which mitigates required 
changes that might encourage removal or demolition. Based on these findings, the amendments 
are consistent with this policy.   

9. The City will encourage residential uses in all parts of the plan area. The intent of this 
policy is to provide housing opportunities in all zoning districts in the plan area, but not to 
the exclusion of other uses in non-residential zones.   

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of the following variety of 
housing types: duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. The Middle 
Housing Code Amendments therefore increase the diversity of housing types allowed in the plan 
area. The Middle Housing Code Amendments are focused on residential zones and do not limit 
or reduce housing opportunities in non-residential zoning districts within the plan area. Based on 
these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy.   
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11. The City and the neighborhood shall study ways to encourage a variety or mix of 
structure types providing both owner and rental opportunities and appealing to a diverse 
population. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of the following variety of 
housing types: duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. Additionally, 
consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also provide for middle housing land divisions, 
which allow for the creation of small lots that each contain a single unit of middle housing. 
Middle housing land divisions will allow for the sale of individual units of middle housing, thereby 
facilitating home ownership. In addition, given the small size of both the housing and the lot, a 
single unit of middle housing on a middle housing lot is likely to sell at a lower price point than a 
traditional single-family home. The City Council finds that the Middle Housing Code amendments 
will increase the opportunity for a variety of residential structures and for home ownership by 
allowing for the development of more housing units in different configurations and at a greater 
range of price points within the plan area. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments are consistent with this plan policy.  
 
 
Whiteaker Plan (1994)  
 
Land Use Element 

3. In areas designated for medium- or high-density residential use, allow single-family 
housing that can be rehabilitated to help maintain a variety of dwelling unit types and 
densities. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments do not change where single-family housing is allowed in 
the City.  Additionally, the amendments support the rehabilitation of existing single-family 
housing (as well as other structures) by allowing detached duplexes, triplexes, and fourplexes 
and by allowing for the conversion of existing structures into middle housing. The Middle 
Housing Code Amendments also include specific exemptions from applicable development 
standards for existing residential structures that are converted to middle housing.  Based on 
these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

10. Increase efforts to preserve and rehabilitate existing housing resources, and minimize 
conversion to non-residential uses or demolition.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments support the rehabilitation of existing housing resources 
by allowing duplexes, triplexes, and fourplexes to be detached and by allowing for the 
conversion of existing structures into middle housing. The Code Amendments also include 
specific exemptions from applicable development standards for existing residential structures on 
lots being converted to middle housing. These allowances and flexibility mitigate required 
changes or alterations to existing structures to comply with the new standards for existing 
residential structures that may encourage removal. Based on these findings, the amendments 
are consistent with this policy. 

Attachment A

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4CC Agenda Page 220



 Exhibit B 

 

Page 39 of 56  CA 21-1 / MA 21-1 

11. Explore and implement ways to increase owner-occupied housing within 
those portions of Whiteaker designated for residential use. Increase options/opportunities 
for purchase or home ownership to interested low-income renters.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of middle housing types in more 
places in the city, including the plan area. Consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also 
provide for middle housing land divisions, which allow for the creation of small lots that each 
contain a single unit of middle housing. Middle housing land divisions will allow for the sale of 
individual units of middle housing, thereby facilitating home ownership. In addition, given the 
small size of both the housing and the lot, a single unit of middle housing on a middle housing lot 
is likely to sell at a lower price point than a traditional single-family home. The City Council finds 
that the Middle Housing Code amendments will increase the opportunity for home ownership by 
allowing for the development of more housing units at a greater range of price points within the 
plan area. Finally, the amendments further support affordability by including income-qualified 
incentives, which provide development incentives (reduced parking requirement, reduced lot 
size requirements, and density increases) when middle housing units are reserved for people 
who are below 80 percent of the area median income. Based on these findings, the Middle 
Housing Code Amendments are consistent with this plan policy.  

 

West Blair Residential Area – Subarea 2  

1. Recognize the West Blair Residential Area as primarily appropriate for low-density 
residential use (up to 10 units per acre), encourage home ownership and the preservation 
of sound historic properties, and discourage non-residential uses.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments and the concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 
of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy, and other incorporated 
refinement plan policies, are inconsistent with the Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan 
Amendment will control.  Nothing in the amendments requires rezoning or re-designation of 
low-density residential properties or encourages non-residential uses. 
 
Additionally, consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also provide for middle housing 
land divisions, which will allow for the creation and sale of individual lots with units of middle 
housing, thereby facilitating home ownership. 
 
Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

 
East Blair Residential Area – Subarea 3  

1. Recognize the East Blair Residential Area as being appropriate for medium-density 
residential use (up to 20 units per acre), encourage home ownership and the preservation 
of sound historic properties, and discourage non-residential uses.  
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The Middle Housing Code Amendments and the concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 
of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy, and other incorporated 
refinement plan policies, are inconsistent with the Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan 
Amendment will control.  Nothing in the amendments requires rezoning or re-designation of 
medium-density residential properties or encourages non-residential uses.  
 
Additionally, consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also provide for middle housing 
land divisions, which will allow for the creation and sale of individual lots with units of middle 
housing, thereby facilitating home ownership. 
 
Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

3. Make efforts to preserve single-family houses and large, older homes that now have 
multiple units that are in good condition or could be fixed up to maintain a variety of 
dwelling unit types and densities. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments support the preservation of existing residential 
structures by allowing duplexes, triplexes, and fourplexes to be detached. The Code 
Amendments also include specific exemptions from applicable development standards for 
existing residential structures that are converted to middle housing. These allowances and 
flexibility mitigate required changes or alterations to existing structures that may encourage 
removal. Further, these allowances and the changes included in the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments will allow development of the following variety of housing types: duplexes, 
triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. Based on these findings, the 
amendments are consistent with this policy. 

 
Rose Garden Residential Area – Subarea 7 

1. Recognize the Rose Garden Residential Area as primarily appropriate for low-density 
residential use (up to 10 units per acre), encourage home ownership and the preservation 
of sound historic properties, and discourage non-residential uses in areas planned for 
residential use. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments and the concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 
of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy, and other incorporated 
refinement plan policies, are inconsistent with the Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan 
Amendment will control.  Nothing in the amendments requires rezoning or re-designation of 
low-density residential properties or encourages non-residential uses.  
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Additionally, consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also provide for middle housing 
land divisions, which will allow for the creation and sale of individual lots with units of middle 
housing, thereby facilitating home ownership. 
 
Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy. 

 
Northwest Residential Area – Subarea 8 

1. Recognize the Northwest Residential Area as appropriate for low-density residential use 
(up to 10 units per acre) with the exception of lots developed with residential densities 
that exceed those allowed under R-1 zoning. 

The Middle Housing Code Amendments and the concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 
of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy, and other incorporated 
refinement plan policies, are inconsistent with the Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan 
Amendment will control. Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this 
policy.  
 
West Skinner Butte Residential Area – Subarea 10  

1. Recognize the West Skinner Butte Residential Area as appropriate for Medium-Density 
Residential use (up to 20 units per acre), encourage an increase in various types of home 
ownership, and promote new residential developments that are compatible with the 
Whiteaker neighborhood.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments and the concurrently adopted amendment to policy A.9 
of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro Plan 
Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density requirements 
as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the extent this policy, and other incorporated 
refinement plan policies, are inconsistent with the Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan 
Amendment will control.  
 
The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of the following variety of 
housing types: duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. The 
amendments are therefore consistent with the policy by providing the opportunity for diversity 
of housing types in the plan area. Additionally, consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments 
also provide for middle housing land divisions, which will allow for the creation and sale of 
individual lots with units of middle housing, thereby facilitating home ownership.  The City 
Council finds that the standards for middle housing included in the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments render middle housing visually compatible with existing and future residential 
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neighborhoods in the city through development standards including height limitations, lot 
coverage, building orientation, and off-street parking requirements. 
 
Based on these findings, the amendments are consistent with this policy.  
 
East Skinner Butte Residential Area – Subarea 11 

3. Particularly within the East Skinner Butte Historic District, encourage home ownership, 
preservation of historic structures and landscape features, and discourage non-residential 
use.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments support the preservation of sound historic properties by 
allowing duplexes, triplexes, and fourplexes to be detached. The Code Amendments also include 
specific exemptions from applicable development standards for existing residential structures 
that are converted to middle housing. These allowances and flexibility mitigate required changes 
or alterations to existing structures that may encourage removal. Additionally, consistent with SB 
458 (2021), the amendments also provide for middle housing land divisions, which will allow for 
the creation and sale of individual lots with units of middle housing, thereby facilitating home 
ownership. Finally, nothing in the amendments requires rezoning or re-designation of low-
density residential properties or encourages non-residential uses. Based on these findings, the 
amendments are consistent with this policy.   
 
 
Willakenzie Area Plan (1992)  
 
A number of policies in this plan require the City to recognize a particular area or set of 
properties as appropriate for low, medium or high-density uses and residential development.  In 
response to those policies, the City Council finds that nothing in the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of a particular area or set of properties as 
appropriate for low, medium or high-density uses, including residential development.  Middle 
housing types are permitted in low, medium, and high-density residential zones. Based on these 
findings, the amendments are consistent with these “recognition” policies. 
 
In addition, the City Council makes the following findings: 
 

Land Use Policies and Proposed Actions  
Policy 6. Minimize land use conflicts by promoting compatibility between low-density and 
high-density residential land uses as well as between residential and nonresidential land uses. 

 
Middle housing types are allowed in low-density and high-density residential zones.  The 
existence of the same housing types in various residential zones promotes visual compatibility 
between the differently zoned areas. To the extent that the Middle Housing Code Amendments 
include special development standards for middle housing types, those standards are either 
consistent with the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules, or are intended to ensure that new middle housing development enhances 
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the variety of housing options available to Eugene’s residents and to promote building and site 
design that contributes positively to a sense of neighborhood and to the overall streetscape. The 
Middle Housing Code Amendments do not alter the standards applicable to multi-unit 
developments, a common use type in the high-density areas. The multi-unit standards require 
specific design elements intended to ensure that the multi-unit development enhances the 
character and livability of the neighborhood, such as, landscaping screening, parking design, 
open space, and building orientation. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments are consistent with this plan policy. 
 
Residential Policies and Proposed Actions  

 
1. Maintain the existing low-density residential character of existing Willakenzie 
neighborhoods, while recognizing the need to provide housing for all income groups in the 
city.  
  

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of the low-
density residential character of the area. The amendments do not rezone or re-designate any 
residentially zoned properties in the area. Middle housing types are classified as allowed low-
density residential uses in the land use code.  The City Council finds that development of middle 
housing is consistent with the low-density residential character of the Willakenzie 
neighborhoods.  The City Council does not interpret this policy to require preservation of the 
existing mix of housing stock in the area, and therefore to prohibit the development of new 
middle housing within existing Willakenzie neighborhoods.  The City Council finds that such a 
prohibition is contrary to the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the 
Oregon Administrative Rules.   
 
The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of the following variety of 
housing types: duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. Additionally, 
consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also provide for middle housing land divisions, 
which allow for the creation of small lots that each contain a single unit of middle housing. 
Middle housing land divisions will allow for the sale of individual units of middle housing, thereby 
facilitating home ownership. In addition, given the small size of both the housing and the lot, a 
single unit of middle housing on a middle housing lot is likely to sell at a lower price point than a 
traditional single-family home. The City Council finds that the Middle Housing Code amendments 
will increase the opportunity for a variety of residential structures and for home ownership by 
allowing for the development of more housing units in different configurations and at a greater 
range of price points within the plan area. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments are consistent with this plan policy.  
 

2. Require new medium density residential development in the Willakenzie area to achieve a 
minimum density level of 10 dwelling units per acre and new high-density residential 
development to achieve a minimum density level of 15 dwelling units per acre. If a future 
citywide code amendment establishes different minimum density levels than are established 
in this plan, the levels established in the code will take precedence, except in the Chase 
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Gardens High-Density Residential area. Development in this area shall achieve a minimum 
density level of no less than 15 dwelling units per acre.  
 

Nothing in the Middle Housing Code Amendments or Metro Plan amendments changes the 
minimum density applicable to residential developments. The concurrently adopted amendment 
to policy A.9 of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan 
(Metro Plan Amendment) will exempt middle housing types from maximum residential density 
requirements as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the 
Oregon Administrative Rules. The change to Policy A.9 and the Code Amendment specifically 
exempt middle housing from the maximum density, while maintaining the applicability of the 
minimum density. The applicability of the minimum density requirements is necessary to ensure 
that residential development, including middle housing, contributes to the provision of an 
adequate supply and range of housing types that will meet the city’s future population growth. 
Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with this policy. 

4. Encourage a mixture of housing densities and types to address the housing needs of a 
diverse population.  

The Middle Housing Code Amendments will allow development of the following variety of 
housing types: duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, townhouses and cottage clusters. Additionally, 
consistent with SB 458 (2021), the amendments also provide for middle housing land divisions, 
which allow for the creation of small lots that each contain a single unit of middle housing. 
Middle housing land divisions will allow for the sale of individual units of middle housing, thereby 
facilitating home ownership. In addition, given the small size of both the housing and the lot, a 
single unit of middle housing on a middle housing lot is likely to sell at a lower price point than a 
traditional single-family home. The City Council finds that the Middle Housing Code amendments 
will increase the opportunity for a variety of residential structures and for home ownership by 
allowing for the development of more housing units in different configurations and at a greater 
range of price points within the plan area. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments are consistent with this plan policy.  

8. Promote compatibility between low-density residential land uses and medium- to high-
density residential land uses.  

Middle housing types are allowed in low, medium, and high-density residential zones.  The 
existence of the same housing types in various residential zones promotes visual compatibility 
between the differently zoned areas. To the extent that the Middle Housing Code Amendments 
include special development standards for middle housing types, those standards are either 
consistent with the requirements of ORS 197A.420 and Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon 
Administrative Rules, or are intended to ensure that new middle housing development enhances 
the variety of housing options available to Eugene’s residents and are intended to promote 
building and site design that contributes positively to a sense of neighborhood and to the overall 
streetscape. Based on these findings, the Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with 
this plan policy. 
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Willagillespie Subarea Policies and Proposed Actions  

2. The City shall encourage infilling of large, vacant residential parcels and residential 
parcels which have not yet been developed to their fullest capacity in order to accomplish 
a compact urban growth form. 

The Middle Housing Code amendments allow for flexibility in the design and development of 
middle housing, including the ability to develop detached middle housing units; therefore, it is 
likely that middle housing will be developed on infill lots that may have constraints that could 
inhibit the development of other housing types.  Based on these findings, the Middle Housing 
Code Amendments are consistent with this policy. 

Unincorporated Subarea Policies and Proposed Actions  

8. The City shall recognize the area in the east side of Coburg Road at the intersection of 
Kinney Loop (Tax Lot 3600 – Assessor’s Map 17-03-16-2 3) as depicted on the Willakenzie 
Land Use Diagram (and as refined by Inset Map C) as being appropriate for medium-
density residential development. The area shall be limited to no more than ten units per 
acre.  

This subarea is located outside the Eugene city limits so the Middle Housing Code Amendments 
do not apply to properties within this unincorporated subarea. Additionally, nothing in the 
Middle Housing Code Amendments is inconsistent with recognition of a particular area or set of 
properties as appropriate for medium-density uses residential development.  Middle housing 
types are permitted in medium-density residential zones within the city. Finally, when the 
properties in this subarea annex into the City, the concurrently adopted amendment to policy 
A.9 of the Metropolitan Residential Housing and Land Use Element of the Metro Plan (Metro 
Plan Amendment) will exempt middle housing types located on those annexed properties from 
maximum residential density requirements as necessary to comply with ORS 197A.420 and 
Chapter 660, division 46 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  The City Council finds that to the 
extent this policy, and other incorporated refinement plan policies are inconsistent with the 
Metro Plan Amendment, the Metro Plan Amendment will control. Based on these findings, the 
Middle Housing Code Amendments are consistent with this policy. 
 

Metro Plan Amendment Findings 

Eugene Code Section 9.7735 sets out the following approval criteria (in bold italics) for a Metro 
Plan amendment: 

EC 9.7735(1) The proposed amendment is consistent with the relevant Statewide Planning 
Goals; and 

Based on the findings under each of the statewide planning goals 1 through 19 below, the Metro 
Plan Amendment is consistent with the goals and this criterion is satisfied.  

Goal 1 - Citizen Involvement. To develop a citizen involvement program that insures the 
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opportunity for citizens to be involved in all phases of the planning process.  

The City’s acknowledged procedures for amendments to the Metro Plan, located in sections 
9.7700 through 9.7735 of the Eugene Code, ensure the opportunity for community members to 
be involved in all phases of the Metro Plan amendment process and set out the requirements for 
such involvement. The Metro Plan Amendment does not amend or change the City’s citizen 
involvement program. The process for adopting this amendment complies with Goal 1 because it 
is consistent with the City’s acknowledged citizen involvement provisions.   

In addition to meeting the minimum requirements for compliance with Goal 1, the City engaged 
in public involvement activities regarding the Middle Housing Code Amendments project as 
discussed in detail the Goal 1 findings for the Middle Housing Code Amendments above, 
incorporated herein by reference. The draft Metro Plan Amendment was presented to the 
Planning Commission at their August 10, 2021 work session.  

As part of the formal adoption process, a public hearing on the proposed Middle Housing Code 
Amendments and the Metro Plan Amendment was held by the Planning Commission on 
November 16, 2021. Consistent with land use code requirements, the Planning Commission 
public hearing on the proposal was duly noticed to all neighborhood organizations in Eugene, as 
well as community groups and individuals who requested notice. Notices were provided at the 
following times:  

September 21, 2021:  The City’s proposed Metro Plan Amendment and notice of 
Planning Commission public hearing was filed with the 
Oregon Department of Land Conservation and 
Development. 

September 24, 2021:  Notice of the Planning Commission’s public hearing on the 
proposed amendment was mailed to the parties listed in 
section 9.7520(2) of the Eugene Code and to the individuals 
and entities on the City’s interested parties list.  

October 12, 2021:  Notice of a new Planning Commission public hearing date 
(November 16, 2021) for the proposal was filed with the 
Oregon Department of Land Conservation and 
Development. The public hearing date was rescheduled for 
a later date due to a notice publication issue. Notice of the 
public hearing was not published by the local paper in 
compliance with Eugene Code procedural requirements.  

October 15, 2021: Notice of the new public hearing date was mailed to the 
parties listed in section 9.7520(2) of the Eugene Code and 
to the individuals and entities on the City’s interested 
parties list 

October 26, 2021:  Notice of the Planning Commission public hearing was 
published in the Register Guard Newspaper.  

The Eugene City Council held a public hearing on the Metro Plan Amendment on April 18, 2022. 
Consistent with land use code requirements, notice of the City Council public hearing was mailed 
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to persons that provided oral or written testimony in a timely manner during Planning 
Commission hearing procedures, as well persons that requested notice of the Planning 
Commission’s decision. Notice of the City Council public hearing was published in the Register-
Guard newspaper on March 31, 2022.  Notice of the City Council public hearing, as well as the 
text of the Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan Amendment, was posted on the 
City’s website on April 1, 2022.  The City Council continued to accept written public comment 
until its decision on the Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan Amendment. 

On May 25, 2022, the Eugene City Council approved Ordinance No. 20667, which included both 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments and the Metro Plan Amendment.  

Ordinance No. 20667 was appealed to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA), who 
upheld the ordinance. LUBA’s decision was then appealed to the Oregon Court of Appeals, who 
disagreed with LUBA.  On October 12, 2023, LUBA remanded Ordinance No. 20667 back to the 
City to allow the City Council to reconsider the ordinance’s compliance with Statewide Planning 
Goal 11 (Public Facilities and Services).  

On February 20, 2024, the Eugene City Council held a public hearing on an ordinance attempting 
to address the remand direction from LUBA and the Court of Appeals through additional findings 
explaining how existing Eugene Code provisions, similar to those in the Large Cities Middle 
Housing Model Code, satisfy the City’s obligation to comply with Goal 11. Following the public 
hearing, on March 11, 2024, the Eugene City Council approved Ordinance No. 20705 to adopt 
the Middle Housing Code Amendments and the amended findings. Ordinance No. 20705 was 
appealed to LUBA.  On July 10, 2024, LUBA issued a final opinion explaining that the City’s 
evidence and findings did not adequately explain how existing city code provisions and 
permitting processes address the sufficiency of public facilities to satisfy the City’s Goal 11 
planning obligation and remanding Ordinance No. 20705 back to the City. 

On November 18, 2024, the City Council held a public hearing on the remand ordinance.  
Although not required by the land use code, on October 31, 2024, notice of the City Council 
public hearing was mailed the Department of Land Conservation and Development, to persons 
that provided oral or written testimony in a timely manner during the initial adoption process, 
and to persons that requested notice of the City Council’s decision.  The proposed remand 
ordinance was posted in two places on the City’s website on October 31, 2024.   Notice of the 
City Council public hearing on the remand ordinance was published in the Register-Guard 
newspaper on October 31, 2024.  The City Council continued to accept written public comment 
until its decision on the remand ordinance. 

These processes afforded ample opportunity for citizen involvement consistent with Goal 1. 
Therefore, the Metro Plan Amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 1. 

Goal 2 - Land Use Planning. To establish a land use planning process and policy framework 
as a basis for all decisions and actions related to use of land and to assure an adequate 
factual basis for such decisions and actions.   

Eugene’s land use code specifies the formal adoption procedure and approval criteria that were 
used in considering this Metro Plan Amendment. The record shows that there is an adequate 
factual basis for the Metro Plan Amendment. The Goal 2 coordination requirement is met when 
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the City engages in an exchange, or invites such an exchange, between the City and any affected 
governmental unit and when the City uses the information obtained in the exchange to balance 
the needs of citizens.  

To comply with the Goal 2 coordination requirement, the City engaged in an exchange about the 
subject of this amendment with affected governmental units. Specifically, the City provided 
notice of the proposed action and opportunity to comment to the Oregon Department of Land 
Conservation and Development, as well as to Lane County and the City of Springfield. There are 
no exceptions to Statewide Planning Goal 2 required for this amendment. Therefore, the 
amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 2. 

Goal 3 - Agricultural Lands. To preserve and maintain agricultural lands. 

The Metro Plan Amendment will only affect properties located within the City of Eugene and 
does not affect any lands designated by the comprehensive plan for agricultural use. The 
amendment provides that middle housing on residentially designated lands within the city is not 
subject to density maximums; therefore, the amendment has the potential to increase density 
within the city and reduce the need to expand the City’s urban growth boundary in a way that 
impacts agricultural land. For all these reasons, the amendment is consistent with Statewide 
Planning Goal 3. 

Goal 4 - Forest Lands. To conserve forest lands.  

The Metro Plan Amendment will only affect properties located within the City of Eugene and 
therefore does not affect any lands designated by the comprehensive plan for forest use. The 
Metro Plan Amendment provides that middle housing on residentially designated lands within 
the city is not subject to density maximums; therefore, the amendment has the potential to 
increase density within the city and reduce the need to expand the City’s urban growth 
boundary in a way that impacts forest lands. For all these reasons, the amendment is consistent 
with Statewide Planning Goal 4. 

Goal 5 - Natural Resources, Scenic and Historic Areas, and Open Spaces. To conserve open 
space and protect natural and scenic resources.  

OAR 660-023-0250(3) provides: Local governments are not required to apply Goal 5 in 
consideration of a PAPA unless the PAPA affects a Goal 5 resource. For purposes of this section, a 
PAPA would affect a Goal 5 resource only if: 

(d) The PAPA creates or amends a resource list or a portion of an acknowledged plan or land 
use regulation adopted in order to protect a significant Goal 5 resource or to address 
specific requirements of Goal 5; 

(e) The PAPA allows new uses that could be conflicting uses with a particular significant Goal 
5 resource site on an acknowledged resource list; or 

(f) The PAPA amends an acknowledged UGB and factual information is submitted 
demonstrating that a resource site, or the impact areas of such a site, is included in the 
amended UGB area. 

The Metro Plan Amendment does not create or amend the City’s list of Goal 5 resources, does 
not amend a code provision adopted in order to protect a significant Goal 5 resource or to 
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address specific requirements of Goal 5, does not allow new uses that could be conflicting uses 
with a significant Goal 5 resource site and does not amend the acknowledged urban growth 
boundary. Therefore, the amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning Goal. 

Goal 6 - Air, Water and Land Resource Quality. To maintain and improve the quality of the 
air, water and land resources of the state. 

Goal 6 addresses waste and process discharges from development, and is aimed at protecting 
air, water and land from impacts from those discharges. The Metro Plan Amendment does not 
affect the City’s ability to provide for clean air, water or land resources. Therefore, the 
amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 6. 

Goal 7 - Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards. To protect life and property from 
natural disasters and hazards. 

Goal 7 requires that local government planning programs include provisions to protect people 
and property from natural hazards such as floods, landslides, earthquakes and related hazards, 
tsunamis, and wildfires. To the extent that the Metro Plan Amendment allows for increased 
residential density on residentially designated properties, including those residentially 
designated properties that may be located in proximity to potential natural hazards, the 
allowance for increased density is required by ORS 197A.420.  Middle housing developed as 
allowed by the Metro Plan Amendment will be subject to the City’s existing policies and 
regulations that protect people and property from natural hazards.  The Metro Plan  
Amendment does not amend or repeal any policies or regulations that protect people and 
property from natural hazards.  The Metro Plan Amendment will not reduce or repeal adopted 
natural hazard protections.  Therefore, the amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning 
Goal 7. 

Goal 8 - Recreational Needs. To satisfy the recreational needs of the citizens of the state 
and visitors and, where appropriate, to provide for the siting of necessary recreational 
facilities including destination resorts. 

Goal 8 ensures that recreational facilities are provided to Oregon citizens and is primarily 
concerned with the provision of recreational facilities in non-urban areas of the state. The Metro 
Plan Amendment does not affect the City’s provisions for or citizen’s access to recreation areas, 
facilities, or recreational opportunities. Therefore, the proposed amendment is consistent with 
Statewide Planning Goal 8.  

Goal 9 - Economic Development. To provide adequate opportunities throughout the state 
for a variety of economic activities vital to the health, welfare, and prosperity of Oregon’s 
citizens.   

Goal 9 requires cities to evaluate the supply and demand of commercial land relative to 
community economic objectives. The Metro Plan Amendment does not impact the supply of 
industrial or commercial lands. Therefore, the amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning 
Goal 9. 

  

Attachment A

November 25, 2024 Meeting – Item 4CC Agenda Page 231



 Exhibit B 

 

Page 50 of 56  CA 21-1 / MA 21-1 

Goal 10 - Housing. To provide for the housing needs of citizens of the state. 

Goal 10 requires the City to provide an adequate supply of buildable land to accommodate the 
City’s estimated housing needs for a 20-year planning period. The Envision Eugene Residential 
Land Supply Study (2017) was adopted by the City of Eugene as a refinement of the Envision 
Eugene Comprehensive Plan and complies with the requirements of Goal 10 and Chapter 660, 
division 008 of the Oregon Administrative Rules.  

The Envision Eugene Residential Land Supply Study includes an inventory of buildable lands for 
residential use. According to the Residential Land Supply Study, there is sufficient buildable 
residential land to meet the identified land need.  The Metro Plan Amendment does not impact 
the City’s supply of residential buildable land. No land is being redesignated from a residential 
use to a non-residential use, and the amendment does not otherwise diminish the amount of 
land available for residential use.  

Goal 10 also requires the City to conduct a Housing Needs Analysis (HNA) in order to assess 
whether the City’s estimated housing needs for a 20-year planning period can be satisfied. The 
Envision Eugene Residential Land Supply Study (2017) includes a HNA that forecasts that 
Eugene’s population will increase by 33,778 people between 2012 and 2032. Based on the HNA 
analysis, Eugene will need 15,105 dwellings to accommodate this growth.  

The Metro Plan Amendment increases the capacity of existing residential land by removing 
density maximums for middle housing on residentially designated lands, thereby allowing for 
development of more middle housing dwelling units on residential land throughout the city. 
Based on these findings, the amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 10.  

Goal 11- Public Facilities and Services. To plan and develop a timely, orderly and efficient 
arrangement of public facilities and services to serve as a framework for urban and rural 
development. 

The Eugene/Springfield Public Facilities and Services Plan (PFSP) is the adopted and 
acknowledged public facility plan for areas within Eugene’s urban growth boundary with respect 
to water, wastewater, and stormwater services.  The Eugene 2035 Transportation Plan (TSP), 
which was adopted pursuant to chapter 660, division 12 of the Oregon Administrative Rules 
(OARS), fulfills the requirements for transportation facilities planning in ORS 197.172(2)(e), 
Statewide Planning Goal 11, and OAR chapter 660, division 11.  The Middle Housing Code 
Amendments do not make changes to the PFSP or the 20235 TSP, nor do they allow 
development that is insufficiently served by public facilities.   

Consistent with OAR 660-046-0010(3)(e), following adoption of the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments, the City will work to ensure that infrastructure serving areas where middle 
housing is allowed, including any undeveloped or underdeveloped areas as defined in OAR 660-
046-0320(8), is appropriately designed and sized to serve the land uses allowed by the City’s 
comprehensive plan and land use regulations, including middle housing uses. 

The Land Use Board of Appeals, in its most recent remand of the Middle Housing Code 
Amendments, explained that the Oregon Court of Appeals has determined that City can 
demonstrate that the Middle Housing Code Amendments comply with Goal 11 by adopting the 
“sufficient infrastructure” provisions in the Large Cities Middle Housing Model Code (Model 
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Code), which limit development of middle housing on lots that lack sufficient infrastructure to 
support it.   

The City Council finds that the Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan Amendment 
comply with Goal 11 because the Middle Housing Code Amendments incorporate the “sufficient 
infrastructure requirements” from the Model Code, including the “on lots or parcels with 
Sufficient Infrastructure” restriction. Incorporating the Model Code’s “sufficient infrastructure 
provisions,” into the Middle Housing Code Amendments ensures that the higher density housing 
that may be allowed under the Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan Amendment 
will only be allowed on “lots or parcels with sufficient infrastructure.”  The language that is now 
included in both the Model Code and Middle Housing Code Amendments requires that an 
applicant demonstrate that the following level of public services is already provided or will be 
provided upon submittal of a development application: 

• Connection to a public sewer system capable of meeting established service 
levels. 

• Connection to a public water system capable of meeting established service 
levels. 

• Access via public or private streets meeting adopted emergency vehicle access 
standards to a city’s public street system. 

• Storm drainage facilities capable of meeting established service levels for storm 
drainage. 

The City Council finds that the City’s adoption of the Model Code’s “sufficient infrastructure” 
requirements, the same requirements imposed by the State through its Model Code, provides an 
adequate factual base to show that the middle housing development potentially allowed by the 
Middle Housing Code Amendments and Metro Plan Amendment will not be allowed on a lot or 
parcel for which there is no demonstration of sufficient infrastructure. 

For all the reasons stated above, the City Council finds that there is an adequate factual base to 
show that the Metro Plan Amendment is consistent with Goal 11. 

Goal 12- Transportation. To provide and encourage a safe, convenient and economic 
transportation system. 

The Transportation Planning Rule (OAR 660-012-0060) contains the following requirement: 

(2)  If an amendment to a functional plan, an acknowledged comprehensive plan, or a land 
use regulation (including a zoning map) would significantly affect an existing or planned 
transportation facility, then the local government must put in place measures as provided 
in section (2) of this rule, unless the amendment is allowed under section (3), (9) or (10) of 
this rule. A plan or land use regulation amendment significantly affects a transportation 
facility if it would: 

  (a)  Change the functional classification of an existing or planned transportation 
facility (exclusive of correction of map errors in an adopted plan); 

  (b)  Change standards implementing a functional classification system; or 
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  (c)  Result in any of the effects listed in paragraphs (A) through (C) of this subsection 
based on projected conditions measured at the end of the planning period 
identified in the adopted TSP. As part of evaluating projected conditions, the 
amount of traffic projected to be generated within the area of the amendment 
may be reduced if the amendment includes an enforceable, ongoing requirement 
that would demonstrably limit traffic generation, including, but not limited to, 
transportation demand management. This reduction may diminish or completely 
eliminate the significant effect of the amendment. 

   (A)  Types or levels of travel or access that are inconsistent with the functional 
classification of an existing or planned transportation facility; 

   (B)  Degrade the performance of an existing or planned transportation facility 
such that it would not meet the performance standards identified in the 
TSP or comprehensive plan; or 

   (C)  Degrade the performance of an existing or planned transportation facility 
that is otherwise projected to not meet the performance standards 
identified in the TSP or comprehensive plan. 

Chapter 639, Section 3(5) of Oregon Laws 2019 provides that “[w]hen a local government makes 
a legislative decision to amend its comprehensive plan or land use regulations to allow middle 
housing in areas zoned for residential use that allow for detached single-family dwellings, the 
local government is not required to consider whether the amendment significantly affects an 
existing or planned transportation facility.”  

The Metro Plan Amendment is a legislative change to the City’s comprehensive plan that adjusts 
the residential density ranges in order to allow middle housing in areas zoned for residential use 
that allow for detached single-family dwellings. Pursuant to Chapter 639, Section 3(5) of Oregon 
Laws 2019, the City is not required to consider whether the amendment significantly affects an 
existing or planned transportation facility. Based on the above findings, the amendment is 
consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 12. 

Goal 13 - Energy Conservation. To conserve energy. 

Goal 13 provides guidance on the management of land and land uses to maximize the 
conservation of energy. Goal 13 provides implementation direction focused on lot sizes, building 
heights, density of housing, compatibility, and availability of light, wind, and air. Goal 13 
encourages, among other things, an increase in density along high-capacity transportation 
corridors.  To the extent this goal is relevant to the Metro Plan Amendment, the amendment 
allows for increased density of middle housing, including middle housing located along 
transportation corridors.  That additional middle housing density is consistent with Goal 13’s 
encouragement of density along high-capacity transportation corridors. For all these reasons, 
the Metro Plan Amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 13. 

Goal 14 - Urbanization. To provide for an orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban 
land use, to accommodate urban population and urban employment inside urban growth 
boundaries, to ensure efficient use of land, and to provide for livable communities.   

The Metro Plan Amendment does not affect the City’s provisions regarding the transition of land 
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from rural to urban uses. Therefore, the amendment is consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 
14. 

Goal 15 - Willamette River Greenway. To protect, conserve, enhance and maintain the 
natural, scenic, historical, agricultural, economic and recreational qualities of lands along the 
Willamette River as the Willamette River Greenway. 

The Metro Plan Amendment does not contain any changes to the City’s Willamette River 
Greenway regulations or to the Greenway policies in the Metro Plan; therefore, Statewide 
Planning Goal 15 does not apply.  

Goal 16 through 19 - Estuarine Resources, Coastal Shorelands, Beaches and Dunes, and 
Ocean Resources. 

There are no coastal, ocean, estuarine, or beach and dune resources related to the lands 
affected by the Metro Plan Amendment. Therefore, these goals are not relevant, and the 
amendment will not affect compliance with Statewide Planning Goals 16 through 19. 

EC 9.7735(2) The proposed amendment does not make the Metro Plan internally 
inconsistent. 

The Metro Plan Amendment  exempts middle housing from the maximum densities in the 
density ranges in policy A.9 and allows the City to establish maximum density requirements that 
apply to middle housing within the City as long as the middle housing density requirements 
comply with state law. The text amendment also clarifies that whenever an adopted refinement 
plan policy conflicts with the amended policy A.9, the policy A.9 controls.  

The amendment to Policy A.9 adds the following provision:  

The maximum residential densities established in this policy A.9, do not apply to 
the following housing types located within the City of Eugene: duplexes, triplexes, 
quadplexes, cottage clusters, and townhouses. A maximum residential density 
established by a refinement plan policy (whether through a limit on the number 
of dwelling units per acre, a minimum lot size requirement, a limit on total 
number of dwelling units in an area, or by any other similar regulation that has 
the effect of limiting density), may not be applied to the development of 
duplexes, triplexes, quadplexes, cottage clusters, or townhouses. The City of 
Eugene may incorporate maximum residential density requirements applicable to 
duplexes, triplexes,  quadplexes, cottage clusters, and townhouses into the 
Eugene Code (including limits on the number of dwelling units per acre and 
minimum lot size requirements), as long as those requirements comply with 
Oregon state law. If an adopted refinement plan policy is inconsistent with this 
policy, this policy will prevail. 

The change to this policy is necessary to ensure compliance with state law and to facilitate the 
proposed concurrent land use code amendment.  

ORS 197A.420(2) requires cities to allow a duplex on any lot in which a single-detached dwelling 
is permitted. It also requires that cities allow all middle housing types in areas zoned for 
residential use that allow for the development of detached single-detached dwellings. This 
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requirement necessitates that policy A.9 be amended to ensure compliance with the state law. 
As an example, Eugene’s code currently permits a single-detached dwelling on lot that is 4,500 
square feet in the R-1 zone (which implements the low-density residential designation). Under 
the new state law, the same lot must also be permitted a duplex, which would result in a density 
of over 19 dwelling units per gross acre.  Similarly, state law (OAR 660-046-0220(2)) requires that 
a triplex be permitted on a lot that is 5,000 square feet and a fourplex on a lot that is 7,000 
square feet, both of which exceed the maximum densities in the Metro Plan’s current density 
ranges.  

The Metro Plan Amendment exempts middle housing from the maximum densities established 
in the Metro Plan for low, medium, and high density residential designations. This amendment 
makes policy A.9 consistent with state law requirements and provides flexibility to amend the 
land use code as provided in the concurrently adopted Middle Housing Code Amendments. As 
demonstrated by the findings regarding consistency of the Middle Housing Code Amendments 
with the Metro Plan, with the amendment of policy A.9 to remove maximum density limits for 
middle housing types, both the Middle Housing Code Amendments and the Metro Plan 
Amendment are consistent with applicable Metro Plan policies.  

Given this analysis and as amended, the Metro Plan is not made internally inconsistent by this 
amendment.  

EC 9.7735(3) When the city-specific local comprehensive plan also applies, the proposed 
amendment is consistent with the city-specific local comprehensive plan. 

The Envision Eugene Comprehensive Plan does not contain any policies relevant to the Metro 
Plan Amendment.  

OAR 660-046-0030 

The following findings demonstrate compliance with the requirements of OAR 660-046-0030(2) 
(in bold italics).  

OAR 660-046-0030(2): In adopting or amending regulations or amending a comprehensive plan 
to allow Middle Housing, a local government must include findings demonstrating consideration, 
as part of the post-acknowledgement plan amendment process, of methods to increase the 
affordability of Middle Housing through ordinances or policies that include but are not limited to: 

(a) Waiving or deferring system development charges; 

Eugene Code section 7.725 provides for an exemption from City-imposed system development 
charges (SDCs) for rental housing provided to persons with an income at or below 60 percent of 
the area median income and for housing for home ownership for persons with an income at or 
below 80 percent of the area median income as determined by the State Housing Council based 
on information from the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development.  

In addition, the City’s Transportation SDC methodology, adopted by Resolution No. 5254, 
provides for the following transportation SDC reductions: 
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• A 30% reduction for new residential-only buildings, additions to existing residential-only
buildings, or changes of use of existing buildings to residential-only uses, which are
located in the Downtown Plan boundary and which are designed with a minimum of 20
residential dwelling units per net acre;

• A 15% reduction for townhouses with frontage on “key corridors” as identified in
Envision Eugene and which provide pedestrian corridors from the development to the
key corridor right-of-way;

• A 10% reduction for townhouse located in Nodal Development areas;
• A 10% reduction for a townhouse development located wholly or partially within a

quarter mile of the centerline of a Frequent Transit Network identified in the
Transportation SDC Project Plan, unless a physical condition (e.g. a water body or
intervening development) precludes direct pedestrian access between the development
and the Frequent Transit Network;

• A 5% reduction for a townhouse development located wholly or partially within a half
mile of the centerline of a Frequent Transit Network identified in the Transportation SDC
Project Plan, unless a physical condition (e.g. a water body or intervening development)
precludes direct pedestrian access between the development and the Frequent Transit
Network; and

• An additional 10% reduction for a development that qualifies for any of the
transportation SDC reductions listed above and has a signed Transportation Demand
Management Agreement with the City pursuant to EC 9.8030(10) and reduces the
number of parking spaces otherwise required by the Eugene Code.

The City’s consideration and adoption of SDC reductions and/or exemptions applicable to certain 
types of middle housing demonstrate compliance with this requirement. 

(b) Adopting or amending criteria for property tax exemptions under ORS 307.515 to ORS 
307.523, ORS 307.540 to ORS 307.548 or ORS 307.651 to ORS 307.687 or property tax 
freezes under ORS 308.450 to ORS 308.481; and 

Pursuant to ORS 307.515 to ORS 307.523, the City has adopted a Low-Income Rental Housing 
Property Tax Exemption program, codified in sections 2.937 through 2.940 of the Eugene Code. 
In addition, pursuant to ORS 307.540 to ORS 307.548, the City has adopted a Nonprofit 
Corporation Low Income Housing tax exemption, codified in sections 2.910 to 2.922 of the 
Eugene Code. 

The City’s consideration and adoption of property tax exemptions applicable to certain types of 
middle housing demonstrates compliance with this requirement. 

(c) Assessing a construction tax under ORS 320.192 and ORS 320.195. 

Pursuant to ORS 320.192 and ORS 320.195, the City has adopted a Construction Excise Tax, 
codified at EC 3.730 through 3.748. 

The City’s consideration and adoption of a construction excise tax demonstrates compliance with 
this requirement. 

Additionally, the City has created the Housing Implementation Pipeline (HIP) a 5-year internal 
work plan to coordinate current and future resources, goals, and priorities with a systems-
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thinking approach to housing across the full spectrum, from people experiencing homelessness 
to overall housing supply.  The HIP is intended to lower the cost of housing, and more 
specifically, to prioritize, fund, and implement actions that will have an impact on the cost of 
housing. The HIP sets out the City’s internal cross-departmental workplan related to housing 
over the next five years. It creates a policy framework connecting funding sources and actions, 
while clearly showing how actions meet goals identified across the housing continuum. The HIP 
incorporates the City’s existing tools and goals; and identifies opportunities to create new goals 
and explore implementation of new tools, including tools that will enable the City to work 
towards achieving housing affordability. 

As the findings above demonstrate, the City has complied with the requirements of OAR 660-
046-0030(2).
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Record Materials as of November 13, 2024 for the Remand of the Middle Housing Code 

Amendments 

The following links to the record materials are provided as an easy way to access materials in the 

record for the remand of the Middle Housing Code Amendments Ordinance No. 20705. The record 

materials linked below will be provided to the City Council electronically and a paper copy of the 

remand record materials will be available in the City Council offices.  

Draft Ordinance 

• 2024 Middle Housing Ordinance for the November 18, 2024, Public Hearing and the

November 25, 2024, City Council Meeting:

https://eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/76684

Remand Testimony 

• Remand 2 - Batch 1: https://eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/76731

• Any new testimony will be posted on the Middle Housing webpage (https://www.eugene-

or.gov/4244/Middle-Housing)  and provided to the City Council in batches.

Notices and Procedural Materials 

• Mailed Notice and Notice Affidavit – October 31, 2024:

https://eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/76648

• DLCD Notice – October 31, 2024:

https://eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/76685

Other Documents: 

• Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) Decision – July 10, 2024:

https://eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/75570

• Ordinance No. 20705 (Remanded)

https://eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/73273

• Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) Decision – January 27, 2023:

https://www.eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/72356

• Oregon Court of Appeals (COA) Decision – July 12, 2023:

https://www.eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/72355

• Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) Remand Decision – October 12, 2023:

https://www.eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/71690

• Large Cities Middle Housing Model Code (Model Code), Exhibit B to OAR 660-046-0010

https://www.eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/71691

• DLCD Guidance for Senate Bill 458 (Middle Housing Land Divisions)

Part 1: https://www.eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/72611

Part 2: https://www.eugene-or.gov/DocumentCenter/View/72612
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EUGENE CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 

Possible Action: Appointment to the Civilian Review Board  

Meeting Date: November 25, 2024 Agenda Item Number: 5 
Department: Office of the Police Auditor Staff Contact: Lindsey Foltz 
www.eugene-or.gov Contact Telephone Number: 541-682-5241 

ISSUE STATEMENT 
This is an action item to consider appointing one member to the Civilian Review Board (CRB) for 
the seat vacated by Board Member Bernadette Conover’s resignation in September 2024. 

BACKGROUND 
Based on Eugene City Code 2.242, a vacancy that occurs during the term of a CRB member shall be 
filled in the same manner as the original appointment, and the appointee shall serve for the 
remainder of the unexpired term. CRB member Bernadette Conover vacated her seat on 
September 10, 2024. This appointment would fill the remainder of her term, which ends on June 
30, 2025.  

Eugene City Code 2.242 (1)(c), directs the Mayor in consultation with the Police Auditor, to select 
a community panel to review CRB applications and recommend qualified candidates to City 
Council. The City accepted applications from the community for the interim CRB appointment 
between September 16, 2024 to October 3, 2024. Six applications were received during the 
application timeframe and five met the residency requirements. The five eligible applications were 
reviewed by the community panel on October 9, 2024. The community panel’s rankings and 
comments were submitted to the Mayor and City Council via memo on October 11, 2024 and are 
also attached to this AIS (Attachment B).   

All five community panelists recommended appointment of Noah Coon, and he received the 
highest ranking amongst the candidates. 

RELATED CITY POLICIES 
The City of Eugene Strategic Plan outlines direction and organizational priorities for the 2023-
2026 period. The strategic plan identifies four key focus areas: Urgent Community Needs, Culture 
of Belonging, Communication and Outreach, and Organizational Wellbeing.  

This recruitment process aligns with the Culture of Belonging focus area strategic goal:  
Strengthen relationships with the whole community, with emphasis on the inclusion of the 
most marginalized groups. 
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High Impact Action: Increase engagement efforts with people from the most marginalized  
groups to increase participation from these groups on boards, commissions, panels, and other 
City-sponsored entities.  

COUNCIL OPTIONS 
1. Appoint the community panel’s top recommendation
2. Appoint another applicant from the pool of candidates
3. Request candidates provide a three-minute statement before Council makes an appointment

SUGGESTED MOTION  
Move to appoint Noah Coon to the Civilian Review Board beginning November 26, 2024, to fill an 
unexpired term ending on June 30, 2025. 

ATTACHMENTS 
A. To Be Sent Under Separate Cover
B. Memo with Community Panel Rankings and Comments
C. Eugene City Code 2.242

FOR MORE INFORMATION 
Staff Contact: Lindsey Foltz, Associate Police Auditor 
Telephone:  541-682-5241
Staff E-Mail: lfoltz@eugene-or.gov
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     101 East Broadway, Suite 230 
      Eugene, Oregon 97401 

(541) 682-5016
(541) 682-5599 FAX
www.eugene-or.gov

Date: October 10, 2024 

To: Mayor Lucy Vinis and Members of City Council 

From: Lindsey Foltz, AIC Police Auditor 

Copies: Natalie Venhuda 

Re:  Civilian Review Board (CRB) Recruitment 

Eugene City Code 2.242(1)(c) directs the Mayor, in consultation with the Auditor, to select a 
community panel to review Civilian Review Board (CRB) applications and recommend qualified 
candidates to City Council. We are holding this special selection process due to a member 
resignation. Our office received a total of 5 eligible applicants during a two-week period, and the 
panel met this week to review the applications.  

The community panel met in a hybrid format this year, and they were asked to rank the 
candidates from 1 to 5, along with any comments or concerns. Staff from our office then tallied 
their responses, which are included below. Council will need to make one appointment to keep 
the Board at seven members. 

We received feedback from the following subcommittee members: 

• Melissa Cariño, Multicultural Liaison, Office of Equity and Community Engagement and
Community Alliance of Lane County Board Member

• Chris Wig, Emergence Executive Director, and former CRB member
• Guadalupe Quinn, Community Activist, former Ad hoc Committee on Police Policy

member, United for Immigrant Justice Facilitator, Plaza de Nuestra Comunidad Board
Member

• Bernadette Conover, 15 years of intermittent experience on the CRB, Outgoing
member

• Jose Cortez, current CRB Chair, University of Oregon Assistant Professor

Selection of Applicants for Recommendation 
In accordance with past practice, the community panel was asked to rank the 5 candidates, with 
a rating of 1 indicating their top choice, and so forth. We have included a chart with candidates 
(alphabetized), scores, and comments provided by the panelists.  
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Candidates to Forward to City Council 
Below are the rankings out of an original slate of 5 total applicants. Noah J. Coon Received 
the highest ranking (1.8) among the subcommittee group, followed by Noemi S. Torres 
(2.0) and Patrick M. Driggett (3.0). 

Candidate Average score Recommend/  
Do Not Recommend 

1. Noah J. Coon 1.8 5 recommends 

2. Noemi S. Torres 2.0 4 recommends, 1 do not 
recommend 

3. Patrick M. Driggett 3.0 4 recommends, 1 do not 
recommend 

Per City Code, these recommendations are advisory only. Comments from the panelists are 
included on the following pages. 
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Subcommittee Feedback 

Name Rating 1-5 
(Top 5 ONLY) 

Comments Recommend Do Not 
Recommend 

Janet E. Ayres 

4, 4, 2, 4, 4 
Average 
score: 3.6 

• “Answers were short, but appreciate seeing phrases like
‘citizen engagement’. Would’ve liked to know more than short
answers provided.”

• “There wasn’t a lot of info, but that seems okay because they
don’t always include everything.”

• “Pros: Whiteaker Council – area where a lot of attention has
gone and needs to go to. Could surface problems from that
area. Has been in area for many years. Didn’t see anyone
else who would represent Ward 7.”

• “I want to know more. Can’t really make a decision. No
community experience, but did like the issue areas she was
interested in.”

• “Plus for length of time and Whiteaker and diverse ethnic
background. No understanding of what CRB is about.”

• “Not enough info provided to know.”

X X, X, X, X 

Noah J. Coon 

3, 1, 1, 2, 2 
Average 
score: 1.8 

• “They did their homework. They see the CRB as a public
interest-holder. Positives: is in law school. Always add
important layers. We are losing a legal perspective with
Bernadette leaving. Broad experience working in civic
sphere, Native background.”

• “Only been in our area about a year, which is okay. Cultural
background and LGBTQ. Noticed different interests this
person has. Brought another perspective from a couple of
different communities.”

• “Legal and community development background is very
useful. Sometimes it’s good to have different perspectives,
even new perspectives, adds to diversity.”

• “Length of time is just too short given scope of what CRB
does. Appreciate diversity of living someplace else. Right
now, majority of Board have lived a short time in Eugene. Not
enough local background does not provide insight. Not sure if
practical legal perspective to what the Board does. Value

X, X, X, X, X 
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diverse ethnic background. Definitely did their homework and 
understands what we do.” 

• “I like his focus on the public interest role of the CRB and
interest in diversity, inclusion, and belonging at EPD as a
workplace.”

Patrick M. 
Driggett 

2, 3, 4, 3, 3 
Average 
score: 3 

• “Not much community involvement info, a lot of military
background. Has been in community for two years, pluses
and minuses to that. Wish I knew more about community
involvement.”

• “Fascinated by game industry background and data-driven
approach. Could be first community experience. Could
provide a totally unique and different perspective.”

• “Business address still in California, so makes me wonder
how much they’re in the community. Military background
provides understanding of rules and procedures, which CRB
analyzes. Every incident is an opportunity to learn and teach
– they understand that’s what the CRB is about.”

• “Security/risk management is concept that has very different
meanings.”

• “Interested in using data to evaluate policies and prevalence
of incidents involving EPD and underrepresented groups.”

X, X, X, X X 

Joe O. Ping 

1, 5, 4, 5, 5 
Average 
score: 4 

• “Out of all applicants, this is the one strongly did not
recommend. Not enough info to provide insight. Comment
“illegal immigrants”. EPD does not and should do anything
regarding immigration. Might not have the right agenda.”

• “There is a benefit in having very different perspectives, so
don’t necessarily see as a straight up ‘do not recommend’.
He’s from ward 6, which we currently don’t have. Military
background gives perspectives on rules and regulations.
Certainly, had concern on non-answers.”

• “One of the longest experiences in Eugene out of all
applicants. Masters in criminal justice is probably very
helpful, 20 years in federal government. Lack of answers was
an issue. Tend to defer to we have a good mix of folks who
have as their priority dignifying everyone involved and want

X, X, X, X, X 
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to maintain and protect that approach and balance. CRB is 
not overview of the police department.” 

• “Ward 6 is a plus. Military background - unsure of how to feel
about that. There wasn’t a lot of info on community
involvement or interests. Illegal immigrant terminology was a
red flag.”

• “Not enough info provided to know. Use of stigmatizing
language on application materials is concerning.”

Noemi S. Torres 

5, 2, 1, 1, 1 
Average 
score: 2.0 

• “Appreciate Ward 1, which we don’t currently have on CRB.
A year in Eugene is too short. Still has business address in
CA, appreciate ethnic diversity. Ties to the community
concerns. Personal experience, being a good listener is a
good thing for board to have. Answers: pretty short, maybe
didn’t look into what the role was. Understanding of CRB role:
don’t think they answered question either. Do not see how
CRB can ‘support the Spanish-speaking community’. Once
we get into the review process, not sure how CRB can get
involved.”

• “Liked that someone said they were a good listener.
Congressperson recognized them as person of the year.
Year-long in Eugene, could see both perspectives on that.
Non-answers, wanted more.”

• “Thought this person was a plus. Downtown Neighbor
Association representation. Can see from a different lens
because of short amount of time. We don’t have anyone in
Ward 1, don’t have representation there.”

• “Business address could be where headquarters are at, even
if not local. Age range is not represented on CRB now, which
could be a plus. They are already volunteering in
organizations despite only being here for one year.”

• “Answers too short, but I really like her volunteer experience
and desire to connect with Spanish-speaking community.”

X, X, X, X X, 

\\LF 
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 Eugene City Code 

2.240  

Civilian Review Board – Established. 

(1) There is hereby established a civilian review board of not to exceed seven members, whose goal
shall be to increase the transparency of, and public confidence in, the police complaint process. In
general, the civilian review board shall evaluate the work of the independent police auditor, and
may review completed complaint investigations involving sworn police employees to provide
comment, from a civilian perspective, about whether the complaint was handled fairly and with
due diligence.

(2) It is intended that sections 2.240  through 2.246 and 2.450 through 2.456 will provide a system of
independent oversight of the police complaint process and implement section 15-A of the Eugene
Charter of 2002 as adopted by the city electorate on November 8, 2005.

(3) Except where the context requires otherwise, the definitions contained in section 2.452 of this
code govern the words and phrases used in sections 2.240  through 2.246 of this code.

(4) The civilian review board shall serve as an advisory body to the city council.

(Section 2.240 added by Ordinance No. 20374, enacted December 13, 2006, effective January 12, 
2007.) 
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EUGENE CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY 

Public Comment 

Meeting Date:  November 25, 2024 Agenda Item Number: 6 
Department:  Central Services  Staff Contact:  Natalie Venhuda 
www.eugene-or.gov Contact Telephone Number:  541-682-8497 

ISSUE STATEMENT 
This item allows members of the public the opportunity to express opinions and provide 
information to the council.  Comments presented during the public comment period should be on 
city-related issues and should not address items which have already been heard by a Hearings 
Official, items on the present agenda as a public hearing item, or items related to a quasi-judicial 
matter after the official record has been closed. 

BACKGROUND 
Per City Council’s operating agreement, speakers at the public comment period will be limited to 
two and a half minutes and the total time will be limited to 90 minutes total. Speakers will be 
randomized, and no persons will be allowed to submit a “Request to Speak” form more than 30 
minutes prior to the start of the meeting. Persons wishing to speak must sign up to do so not later 
than 5 minutes after the meeting has been opened by the Mayor or presiding officer.  

At the end of the public comment period each member of the Council has the opportunity to 
respond to comments made. The time allocated to each member of the Council for such responses 
shall be up to three minutes. 

FOR MORE INFORMATION 
Staff Contact: Natalie Venhuda, City Council Coordinator 
Telephone:  541-682-8497
Staff E-Mail: nvenhuda@eugene-or.gov
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