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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A COMPREHENSIVE REVISION TO THE
LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE RELATING TO THE REGULATION OF
LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT IN THE CITY OF AUSTIN AND ITS
EXTRATERRITORIAL JURISDICTION AND PROVIDING FOR
IMPLEMENTION.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUSTIN:

PART 1. Legislative Findings.

The City Council adopts the following findings:

(A)

(B)

(©)

(D)

(E)

The Planning Commission held a public hearing on October 26, 2019,
regarding the draft Land Development Code. After deliberating at
multiple meetings, on November 12, 2019, the Planning Commission
voted on its recommendations on the draft revised Land Development
Code.

The final Planning Commission report was forwarded to City Council
on November 22, 2019.

The City Council, after receiving the Planning Commission’s report,
conducted a public hearing on December 7, 2019, and thereafter
began its deliberations.

The public hearings and notifications provided for the Land
Development Code Revision, as well as the Planning Commission’s
report to Council, satisfy all applicable requirements of state law, the
City Charter, and City Code.

The revised Land Development Code furthers the goals and objectives
of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and is in the interest of the public
health, safety, and welfare.

PART 2. Adoption of New Land Development Code.

(A) The Land Development Code, attached hereto as Exhibit A-1 and

incorporated herein by reference, is hereby approved and adopted as
Title 23 of the City Code. The Zoning Map reflecting Title 23 is
attached and incorporated as Exhibit A-2.
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(B) The Zone Conversion Table is attached and incorporated as Exhibit B.

(C) If Exhibit A-2 conflicts with this ordinance or any attached exhibits to
this ordinance, then the ordinance and attached exhibits control.

PART 3. Effect of Code Adoption.

(A) Except provided in Subsections (B) through (G), the Land
Development Code, codified as Title 23, replaces and supersedes in its
entirety the current Land Development Code, codified as Title 25.

(B) The regulations in Chapter 25-8, Subchapter A (Water Quality) are
renumbered and reformatted as appropriate in Chapter 23-4D (Water
Quality) to ensure consistency within City Code Title 23 but is a
continuation of the regulations and not a new enactment. Distinct
amendments to Chapter 25-8 Subchapter A are included within
Chapter 23-4D.

(C) The adoption of this ordinance does not affect or supersede the
following classes of ordinances, rights or obligations:

(1) Regulations adopted under Title 25 which remain applicable to
property under Section 23-3C-9090 (Former Title 25 (F25)
Zone);

(2) Regulations adopted under a predecessor Land Development
Code which are directly referenced in:

(@) Title 23;
(b) Title 30 (Austin/Travis County Subdivision Regulations);

(c) aconditional use permit or similar permit issued prior to the
effective date of this ordinance, provided that the permit
remains active; or

(d) an ordinance or regulating plan applicable to property under
Section 23-3C-9080 (East Riverside Corridor (ERC) Zone),
Section 23-3C-9100 (North Burnet/Gateway (NBG) Zone),
Section 23C-9130 (Planned Unit Development (PUD)
Zone) or Section 23-3C-9140 (Transit Oriented
Development (TOD) Zone).
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(D)
(E)

(F)

(G)

(H)

(3) Regulations applicable to property under a development
agreement, settlement agreement, or public restrictive covenant.

Title 25 shall continue to apply to the extent required by state law.

A concept site plan will be reviewed under Title 25 if the concept site
plan was accepted for filing before the effective date of this ordinance
and has not expired.

A development application will be reviewed under Title 25 if the
development application has not expired and:

(1) was accepted for filing before the effective date of this
ordinance; or

(2) is based on a concept site plan that was reviewed under Title
25.

A development permit will be reviewed under Title 25 if the
development permit:

(1) the development permit was accepted for filing before the
effective date of this ordinance; and

(2) if the approved development permit has not expired.

The administrative rules adopted under Title 25 shall continue to
apply:

(1) to the extent the rules are not in conflict with Title 23; and

(2) until administrative rules are adopted under Title 23.

PART 4. Initial Adoption of Title 23 Administrative Rules.

(A)

(B)
(€)
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The initial adoption of any administrative rule under Title 23 must
comply with the provisions in this section.

Planning Commission approval is required.

During its review of the initial administrative rules under Title 23, the
Planning Commission may:

(1) accept or deny the initial adoption; and
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(2)  make suggestions.

(D) Notwithstanding the timeline described in Section 1-2-9 (Failure to
Adopt a Rule), the initial proposed rule must be adopted on or before
the 90" day after the notice of proposed rule is posted by the City
Clerk.

(E) Subsequent amendment of the initial administrative rule is subject to
standard city rulemaking processes.

PART 5. Codification.

In codifying Title 23 and any subsequent amendments thereto, code sections,
subsections, and paragraphs may be renumbered and reformatted as appropriate to
ensure consistency within the Land Development Code and with the numbering
and formatting of the City Code.

PART 6. Legislative Record.
The legislative record for this ordinance includes, but is not limited to:

(A)  All documentary and testimonial evidence provided or referenced in
connection with the public hearings and deliberations conducted by
the Planning Commission and the City Council, as identified in Part 1
of this ordinance; and

(B) Exhibit C to this ordinance.
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120 PART 7. This ordinance take effect on , 2020.

121
122 PASSED AND APPROVED

123 8
124 8
125 , 2020 8§

126 Steve Adler
127 Mayor

128
129 APPROVED: ATTEST:

130 Anne L. Morgan Jannette S. Goodall
131 City Attorney City Clerk
132
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ExXHIBIT A-1

CITY OF AUSTIN
| AND DEVELOPMENT
CODE

Adopted by the City Council on

2020 by Ordinance No. 2020




EXHIBIT A-2

ZONING MAP
REFLECTING TITLE 23
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