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NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN AMENDMENT REVIEW SHEET 
 

 
NEIGHORHOOD PLAN: Rosewood 
 
CASE#:  NPA-2022-0008.01   DATE FILED: July 22, 2022 (In-cycle) 
 
PROJECT NAME: 3117-3121 E. 12th Street 
 
PC DATE:   May 23, 2023 

May 9, 2023 
April 25, 2023 
March 28, 2023 
February 28, 2023 

  January 10, 2023 
 
ADDRESS/ES:  3121 E. 12th Street 
 
DISTRICT AREA:  1   
 
SITE AREA:   21,780 sq. ft. 
 
OWNER/APPLICANT:   3121 E. 12th Horizontal Investors, LP 
 
AGENT:   Armbrust & Brown, PLLC (Michael Whellan) 
 
CASE MANAGER: Maureen Meredith, Planning Dept. 
     
PHONE:    (512) 974-2695 
       
STAFF EMAIL:     Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov   
 
TYPE OF AMENDMENT: 
 
Change in Future Land Use Designation 

 
From: Commercial   To: Mixed Use 

 
Base District Zoning Change 

 
Related Zoning Case: C14-2022-0150 
From: CS-1-CO-NP, CS-CO-NP, CS-MU-V-CO-NP       
To: CS-MU-V-NP 

  
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN ADOPTION DATE:  November 29, 2001  
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CITY COUNCIL DATE:     
July 20, 2023 ACTION: Postponed to August 31, 2023 at 

the request of the neighborhood 
August 31, 2023 ACTION: Approved 1st Reading 
September 21, 2023 ACTION: Proposed 2nd/3rd Reading 
  
  
   
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:  
 
May 23, 2023 – After discussion, approved for applicant’s request for Mixed Use land use. 
[A. Azhar – 1st; J. P. Connolly – 2nd] Vote: 9-0 [N. Barrera-Ramirez, G. Cox and J. Mushtaler 
absent. One vacancy on the dais]. 
 
May 9, 2023 – Postponed to May 23, 2023 on the consent agenda at the request of the 
neighborhood. [J. P. Connolly – 1st; A. Woods – 2nd] Vote: 13-0. 
 
April 25, 2023 –  Postponed to May 9, 2023 on the consent agenda at the request of staff. [N. 
Barrera-Ramirez – 1st; F. Maxwell – 2nd] Vote: 8-0 [A. Azhar, J. P. Connolly, Y. Flores, A. 
Haynes and A. Woods absent]. 
 
March 28, 2023 –Postponed to April 25, 2023 on the consent agenda at the request of staff. 
[J. Thompson – 1st; C. Hempel – 2nd] Vote: 13-0. 
 
February 28, 2023 – Postponed to March 28, 2023 on the consent agenda at the request of 
staff. [R. Schneider – 1st; P. Howard – 2nd] Vote: 11-0 [Y. Flores absent. One vacancy on the 
dais]. 
 
January 10, 2023 – Postponed to February 28, 2023 on the consent agenda at the request of 
staff. [A. Azhar – 2nd; J. Thompson -2nd] Vote: 11-0 [P. Howard absent. One vacancy on the 
dais].  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   Staff supports the applicant’s request for Mixed Use 
land use. 
 
BASIS FOR STAFF’S RECOMMENDATION: Staff supports the applicants request for 
Mixed Use land use because there is existing Mixed Use land use on the adjacent property to 
the west and along the south side of East 12th Street. Additionally, the property is 
approximately 300 feet west of Airport Blvd which is an activity corridor in the Imagine 
Austin Comprehensive Plan and approximately 0.5 miles from the MLK Station 
Neighborhood Activity Center. The property is within 0.9 miles of the MLK Jr. Rail Station 
and near other public transportation options along E. 12th Street, Airport Blvd., and 
Rosewood Avenue and Oak Springs Drive. Mixed Use land use is appropriate in this 
location. 
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Below are sections of the Rosewood neighborhood plan staff believe supports the applicants 
request for Mixed Use land use. The applicant is proposing to amend the conditional overlay 
on the property to remove the 40-foot maximum building height. Please see the associated 
zoning case report C14-2022-0150 for more information on the proposed zoning request 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Mixed Use 

Multifamily Residential 

Commercial 

Single Family 
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LAND USE DESCRIPTIONS  
 
EXISTING LAND USE ON THE PROPERTY 
 
Commercial -Lots or parcels containing retail sales, services, hotel/motels and all 
recreational services that are predominantly privately owned and operated for profit (for 
example, theaters and bowling alleys). Included are private institutional uses (convalescent 
homes and rest homes in which medical or surgical services are not a main function of the 
institution), but not hospitals. 
 
Purpose  
1.   Encourage employment centers, commercial activities, and other non‐ residential 

development to locate along major thoroughfares; and  
2.   Reserve limited areas for intense, auto‐oriented commercial uses that are generally not 

compatible with residential or mixed use environments. 
 
 
 
Application  
1.   Focus the highest intensity commercial and industrial activities along freeways and 

major highways; and  
2.   Should be used in areas with good transportation access such as frontage roads and 

arterial roadways, which are generally not suitable for residential development. 
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PROPOSED LAND USE ON THE PROPERTY 
 
Mixed Use - An area that is appropriate for a mix of residential and non‐residential uses. 
 
Purpose 
 
1.   Encourage more retail and commercial services within walking distance of residents; 
 
2.   Allow live‐work/flex space on existing commercially zoned land in the neighborhood; 
 
3.   Allow a mixture of complementary land use types, which may include housing, retail, 
offices, commercial services, and civic uses (with the exception of government offices) to 
encourage linking of trips; 
 
4.   Create viable development opportunities for underused center city sites; 
 
5.   Encourage the transition from non‐residential to residential uses; 
 
6.   Provide flexibility in land use standards to anticipate changes in the marketplace; 
 
7.   Create additional opportunities for the development of residential uses and affordable 
housing; and 
 
8.  Provide on‐street activity in commercial areas after 5 p.m. and built‐in customers for local 
businesses. 
 
Application 
 
1.   Allow mixed use development along major corridors and intersections; 
 
2.   Establish compatible mixed‐use corridors along the neighborhood’s edge 
 
3.   The neighborhood plan may further specify either the desired intensity of commercial 
uses (i.e. LR, GR, CS) or specific types of mixed use (i.e. Neighborhood Mixed Use 
Building, Neighborhood Urban Center, Mixed Use Combining District); 
 
4.   Mixed Use is generally not compatible with industrial development, however it may be 
combined with these uses to encourage an area to transition to a more complementary mix of 
development types; 
 
5.   The Mixed Use (MU) Combining District should be applied to existing residential uses to 
avoid creating or maintaining a non‐conforming use; and 
 
6.   Apply to areas where vertical mixed use development is encouraged such as Core 
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Transit Corridors (CTC) and Future Core Transit Corridors. 
 
 

Yes Imagine Austin Decision Guidelines 
Complete Community Measures 

Yes Imagine Austin Growth Concept Map: Located within or adjacent to an Imagine Austin Activity Center, 
Imagine Austin Activity Corridor, or Imagine Austin Job Center as identified the Growth Concept Map. 
Name(s) of Activity Center/Activity Corridor/Job Center:  

• Approx. 300 feet west of Airport Blvd, an activity corridor. 
• Approx. ½ mile from E. MLK Activity Center 

Yes Mobility and Public Transit: Located within 0.25 miles of public transit stop and/or light rail station. 
Yes Mobility and Bike/Ped Access: Adjoins a public sidewalk, shared path, and/or bike lane. 
Yes Connectivity, Good and Services, Employment: Provides or is located within 0.50 miles to goods and 

services, and/or employment center. 
Yes Connectivity and Food Access: Provides or is located within 0.50 miles of a grocery store/farmers market. 

• Quick Stop Grocery 0.4 miles west. 
• Lone Star Family Market 0.6 miles on Airport Blvd. 
• Sky Market 0.8 miles 

Yes Connectivity and Education: Located within 0.50 miles from a public school or university. 
• Oak Springs Elem. School 0.6 miles south 
• Texas Can Academy 0.7 miles 

Yes Connectivity and Healthy Living: Provides or is located within 0.50 miles from a recreation area, park or 
walking trail. 

 Connectivity and Health: Provides or is located within 0.50 miles of health facility (ex: hospital, urgent care, 
doctor’s office, drugstore clinic, and/or specialized outpatient care.) 

Yes Housing Affordability: Provides a minimum of 10% of units for workforce housing (80% MFI or less) and/or 
fee in lieu for affordable housing. 

• Proposing 10% units of the proposed 80-110 MF units at 60 MFI under VMU 
Yes Housing Choice: Expands the number of units and housing choice that suits a variety of household sizes, 

incomes, and lifestyle needs of a diverse population (ex: apartments, triplex, granny flat, live/work units, 
cottage homes, and townhomes) in support of Imagine Austin and the Strategic Housing Blueprint. 

Yes Mixed use: Provides a mix of residential and non-industrial uses. 
Yes Culture and Creative Economy: Provides or is located within 0.50 miles of a cultural resource (ex: library, 

theater, museum, cultural center). 
• Willie Mae Kirk Public Library 0.5 miles 

 Culture and Historic Preservation: Preserves or enhances a historically and/or culturally significant site. 
 Creative Economy: Expands Austin’s creative economy (ex: live music venue, art studio, film, digital, 

theater.) 
 Workforce Development, the Economy and Education: Expands the economic base by creating 

permanent jobs, especially in industries that are currently not represented in particular area or that promotes 
a new technology, and/or promotes educational opportunities and workforce development training. 

 Industrial Land: Preserves or enhances industrial land. 
11 Number of “Yes’s” 

Imagine Austin Priority Program PUD Specific Bonus Features 
n/a Public Space Features and Public Art: Incorporates public space features and/or public art into project (Ex: 

plazas, streetscapes, gardens, and other people-friendly spaces where different ages can socially interact). 
n/a Integrates and/or Expands Green Infrastructure: Preserves or expands Austin’s green infrastructure (ex: 

parkland, community gardens, green streets, creeks, stormwater features that mimic natural hydrology) into 
the urban environment and transportation network. 

n/a Protects the Environment: Reduces greenhouse gas emissions, water, energy usage, and/or increases 
waste diversion. 

n/a Protects Environmentally Sensitive Lands: Protects Austin’s natural resources and environmental systems 
by limiting land use and transportation development over or near environmentally sensitive areas, preserves 
open space, and protects natural resources more than ordinance requirements. 
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n/a Water/Wastewater Infrastructure: Sustainably manages Austin’s water resources and stream corridors 
through on-site use of storm water, effective landscaping, flood mitigation, and other low-impact development 
techniques more than ordinance requirements. 

n/a Total Number of “Yes’s” 

 

 

Proximity to Imagine Austin Activity Centers and Corridors 
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Proximity to Public Parks 
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IMAGINE AUSTIN GROWTH CONCEPT MAP  
 
Definitions 
 
Neighborhood Centers - The smallest and least intense of the three mixed-use centers are 
neighborhood centers. As with the regional and town centers, neighborhood centers are 
walkable, bikable, and supported by transit. The greatest density of people and activities in 
neighborhood centers will likely be concentrated on several blocks or around one or two 
intersections. However, depending on localized conditions, different neighborhood centers 
can be very different places. If a neighborhood center is designated on an existing 
commercial area, such as a shopping center or mall, it could represent redevelopment or the 
addition of housing. A new neighborhood center may be focused on a dense, mixed-use core 
surrounded by a mix of housing. In other instances, new or redevelopment may occur 
incrementally and concentrate people and activities along several blocks or around one or 
two intersections. Neighborhood centers will be more locally focused than either a regional 
or a town center. Businesses and services—grocery and department stores, doctors and 
dentists, shops, branch libraries, dry cleaners, hair salons, schools, restaurants, and other 
small and local businesses—will generally serve the center and surrounding neighborhoods. 
 

Proximity to Public Transportation 
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Town Centers - Although less intense than regional centers, town centers are also where 
many people will live and work. Town centers will have large and small employers, although 
fewer than in regional centers. These employers will have regional customer and employee 
bases, and provide goods and services for the center as well as the surrounding areas. The 
buildings found in a town center will range in size from one-to three-story houses, duplexes, 
townhouses, and rowhouses, to low-to midrise apartments, mixed use buildings, and office 
buildings. These centers will also be important hubs in the transit system. 
    
Regional Centers - Regional centers are the most urban places in the region. These centers 
are and will become the retail, cultural, recreational, and entertainment destinations for 
Central Texas. These are the places where the greatest density of people and jobs and the 
tallest buildings in the region will be located. Housing in regional centers will mostly consist 
of low to high-rise apartments, mixed use buildings, row houses, and townhouses. However, 
other housing types, such as single-family units, may be included depending on the location 
and character of the center. The densities, buildings heights, and overall character of a center 
will depend on its location.  
 
Activity Centers for Redevelopment in Sensitive Environmental Areas - Five centers are 
located over the recharge or contributing zones of the Barton Springs Zone of 
the Edwards Aquifer or within water-supply watersheds. These centers are located on already 
developed areas and, in some instances, provide opportunities to address long-standing water 
quality issues and provide walkable areas in and near existing neighborhoods. State-of-the-art 
development practices will be required of any redevelopment to improve stormwater 
retention and the water quality flowing into the aquifer or other drinking water sources. 
These centers should also be carefully evaluated to fit within their infrastructural and 
environmental context.  
 
Job Centers - Job centers accommodate those businesses not well-suited for residential or 
environmentally- sensitive areas. These centers take advantage of existing transportation 
infrastructure such as arterial roadways, freeways, or the Austin-Bergstrom International 
airport. Job centers will mostly contain office parks, manufacturing, warehouses, logistics, 
and other businesses with similar demands and operating characteristics. They should 
nevertheless become more pedestrian and bicycle friendly, in part by better accommodating 
services for the people who work in those centers. While many of these centers are currently 
best served by car, the growth Concept map offers transportation choices such as light rail 
and bus rapid transit to increase commuter options. 
 
Corridors - Activity corridors have a dual nature. They are the connections that link activity 
centers and other key destinations to one another and allow people to travel throughout the 
city and region by bicycle, transit, or automobile. Corridors are also characterized by a 
variety of activities and types of buildings located along the roadway — shopping, 
restaurants and cafés, parks, schools, single-family houses, apartments, public buildings, 
houses of worship, mixed-use buildings, and offices. Along many corridors, there will be 
both large and small redevelopment sites. These redevelopment opportunities may be 
continuous along stretches of the corridor. There may also be a series of small neighborhood 
centers, connected by the roadway. Other corridors may have fewer redevelopment 
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opportunities, but already have a mixture of uses, and could provide critical transportation 
connections. As a corridor evolves, sites that do not redevelop may transition from one use to 
another, such as a service station becoming a restaurant or a large retail space being divided 
into several storefronts. To improve mobility along an activity corridor, new and 
redevelopment should reduce per capita car use and increase walking, bicycling, and transit 
use. Intensity of land use should correspond to the availability of quality transit, public space, 
and walkable destinations. Site design should use building arrangement and open space to 
reduce walking distance to transit and destinations, achieve safety and comfort, and draw 
people outdoors. 
 
BACKGROUND: The plan amendment application was filed on or about July 29, 2022, 
which is in-cycle for neighborhood planning areas located on the east side of IH-35. 
 
The applicant proposes to change the future land use map from Commercial to Mixed Use 
land use for a mixed-use development to include live-work spaces and 80-110 multifamily 
units and pedestrian-oriented commercial uses. 
 
The applicant proposes to change the zoning on the property from CS-1-CO-NP 
(Commercial Liquor Sales district – Conditional Overly combining district – Neighborhood 
Plan, CS-CO-NP (General Commercial Services district – Conditional Overlay combining 
district – Neighborhood Plan) and CS-MU-V-CO-NP General Commercial Services district -
Mixed Use combining district – Vertical Mixed Use Building combining district – 
Conditional Overlay combining district -Neighborhood Plan) to CS-MU-V-NP (General 
Commercial Services district – Mixed Use combining district – Vertical Mixed Use Building 
combining district-Neighborhood Plan . For more information on the zoning case, please see 
case report C14-2022-0150. 
 
 
PUBLIC MEETING: The ordinance-required community meeting was virtually held on 
November 1, 2022. Approximately 432 meeting notices sent to people who rent or own 
property within 500 feet of subject tract, in addition to neighborhood and environmental 
organizations who requested a notification for the area. Two city staff members attended the 
meeting, Maureen Meredith and Mark Walters from the Housing and Planning department, in 
addition to Michael Whellan and April Brown from Armbrust and Brown, the applicant’s 
agent and Dick Hall from Greystar Group. Seven people from the neighborhood attended the 
meeting. 

 
Below are highlights from Michael Whellan’s presentation. His full PowerPoint presentation 
is in the back of this report. 

• Live-work or flex space and 80-100 multifamily units. 
• Will include affordable units per the VMU program. 
• Property is largely vacant with a commercial building. 
• Residential is appropriate on this property because it is within 500 feet of Airport 

Blvd, which is an activity corridor and on the ASMP Transit Priority Network 
roadway. 
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• These designations are important because the city uses them to guide growth and with 
the aim of concentrating new development around corridors. 

•  Our project would advance Imagine Austin planning principles, including to “focus 
future investments to support corridors and to expand the number and variety of 
housing choices throughout Austin.”   

• Our site is made-up of three parcels, two of which are already designated as mixed 
and one that is currently designated for commercial.  

 
Q: The applicant has another development on Oak Springs where they anticipate 250 
units, and they are proposing 110 on this site. How do you anticipate the traffic patten to 
adapted to that increase in density given the fact that Homewood Heights neighborhood 
currently has only one road that leads north out of the neighborhood? 
A: The Oak Springs development did not need a zoning application and it’s a separate 
development. The number of trips for E. 12th Street project is modest, relatively speaking, to 
the number of trips for Oak Springs. I can’t speak directly to the trip patterns people will be 
going. Traffic Engineers make assumptions on trip patterns, but I’m not sure if they will go 
to Airport or another direction. 
 
Q: What is the proposed height? 
A: The maximum height would be to 60 feet. We are open to the discussion of balance height 
with affordable units. If you cap the height at 40 feet, it limits the number of affordable units. 
 
Q. How will compatibility affect the property with single family across the street? 
A:  Those sites trigger compatibility 100 feet from the property line. We will be fully 
compliant with the compatibility standards. 
 
Q: How many affordable units? 
A: Affordable units will be 10% at 60% MFI. We estimate 80-110 residential units. We don’t 
plan to go above what is required unless the City is willing to buy down affordability units, 
but these affordably units are being subsidized by the owner. 
 
Q: I have a question about the proposal to eliminate the maximum 40 feet height on the 
property? The NPCT has never supported an increase in height except for one property 
that was in the center of a developer. 
A: We are requesting that the 40 feet height limitation be removed as part of our zoning 
request. In the last 20 years, we’ve seen construction techniques that are a height that works 
for infill, especially infill of a vacant lot, which I think specifically is called out in the 
neighborhood plan. That’s the rationale. 
 
Q: Do the owners plan to flip the property or develop it themselves? 
A: Right now, the current plan is for the owners to develop the property, although I can't say 
in the future what will happen as far as buying and selling the property. 
 
Q: Is there a way to get a development agreement with the neighborhood on what will be 
built? 
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A: It’s not unusual for the sale of a property to be contingent upon the successful rezoning of 
the property and because a site plan is very expensive to create, details of our development is 
usually not ironed out until after the rezoning process. 
 
Q: Will there be affordable on-site units, or will it be fee-in-lieu? 
A: There is no fee-in-lieu under VMU. The affordable timeframe is 40 years for rental 
properties at 60% MFI.   
 
Q: Of the 80-110 proposed units, are they family-size units or studios? 
A: The unit mix has not been determined yet because we haven’t hired an architect. 
 
A: What is the 60% MFI in Austin today? 
Q:  For a Household of one it’s $46,390; for a HH of two it’s $52,984; for a HH of three it’s 
$66,180. 
 
A: What would the maximum height be if Affordability Unlocked was used on the 
property? 
B: For Type 1, the height increase would be an additional 15 feet for a maximum of 75 feet. 
For Type 2 it would be 90 feet, depending on the level of affordability. Compatibility would 
be waived. 
 
Q: Do you have a rough idea of the commercial services that would be developed?  
A: The commercial part of the development will be market driven. The VMU is required to 
design the ground-floor specifically for commercial spaces, so it can accommodate 
pedestrian-oriented uses. 
 
Q:  Would a FLUM amendment set a precedence? 
A: I believe the precedence was set when the neighborhood plan was created and the 
properties directly to the West had mixed-use land use on them. I don't know why some of 
the properties remained commercial during the planning process. Twenty years ago, when the 
plan was made, the commercial building on the property may have been an operation at that 
time and that was why it has the commercial land use on the future land use map. 
 
Q: What are the community benefits? There are other unmet needs in the neighborhood. 
A: We are happy to have this conversation off-line. We will be glad to meet. 
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Applicant Summary Letter from Application 
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From: Jane Rivera   
Sent: Thursday, April 6, 2023 2:18 PM 
To: Haynes, Adam - BC <BC-Adam.Haynes@austintexas.gov>; Woods, Alice - BC 
<BC-Alice.Woods@austintexas.gov>; Azhar, Awais - BC <BC-
Awais.Azhar@austintexas.gov>; Maxwell, Felicity - BC <BC-
Felicity.Maxwell@austintexas.gov>; 'Grayson Cox' <bc-
grayson.cos@austintexas.gov>; Anderson, Greg - BC <bc-
Greg.Anderson@austintexas.gov>; Mushtaler, Jennifer - BC <BC-
Jennifer.Mushtaler@austintexas.gov>; Thompson, Jeffrey - BC <bc-
Jeffrey.Thompson@austintexas.gov>; 'Joao Connolly' <bc-
joao.commolly@ausintexas.gov>; 'Patrick Howell' <bc-
patrick.howell@austintexas.gov>; Shaw, Todd - BC <BC-
Todd.Shaw@austintexas.gov>; 'Yvette Flores' <yvette.flores@austintexasgov> 
Subject: Item NPA-2022-00008.01 from March 28, 2023 Agenda 
 

*** External Email - Exercise Caution *** 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
The Rosewood Neighborhood Contact Team held a special meeting March 29, 2023 
to discuss the above item regarding 3117 and 3121 E. 12th Street. I understand that 
this item has been postponed until April 25. We feel it is important to share our 
concern with you prior to that date. 
 
Our members appreciate the developer’s idea of combined retail/commercial with 
multi-family housing in the same project. However, we have a serious concern about 
making a change to the Rosewood Neighborhood Plan that would remove the height 
restricted overlay. There is another property on East Twelfth Street which 
accomplished the same goals without requiring a change to our plan.  Also, as we 
understand it, if we were to approve removing the overlay on these properties to 
permit greater height, that action would remove the overlay not only from the noted 
properties, but also from all properties on East Twelfth Street that are currently 
covered by the height restricted overlay. We cannot in good conscience approve a 
change that would apply to properties that may not even be inside the Rosewood 
Neighborhood Plan boundaries.  
 
Therefore, we voted to support the most directly affected neighborhood, Homewood 
Heights, in opposing the proposed neighborhood plan amendment.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jane Rivera, Chair 
Rosewood Neighborhood Planning Area 

Letter of Recommendation from the Neighborhood 
Plan Contact Team (NPCT) 
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Site 
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Michael Whellan’s Presentation at the Nov. 1, 2022 
Virtual Community Meeting 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Greg Hammond   
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 8:26 AM 
To: Meredith, Maureen <Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov> 
Subject: NPA-2022-0008.01 
 
*** External Email - Exercise Caution *** 
 
Hi Maureen, 
I just wanted to voice personal support for a change on this case from commercial to mixed use. I 
generally think that’s good for this 12th Street corridor. 
 
Thanks! 
-Greg Hammond 
(No longer Homewood Heights NA president). 
2604 Sol Wilson Ave 
512-658-7518 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Correspondence Received 
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From: Morgan Terrill <  
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2023 10:54 AM 
To: Tomko, Jonathan <Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen 
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov> 
Cc: Homewoodheightsneighborhood@  
Subject: Case NPA-2022-0008.01 - AGAINST REZONING 
 
Hello,  
 
I am against the rezoning and the removal of the conditional overlay. I understand 
neither the city nor the developer is responsible for infrastructure amendments. How 
will we manage the additional traffic (which has already gotten pretty bad)? 
Pedestrian traffic? Bus stops? Stop lights? They also speak of low income housing, 
but only a small percentage of these units are required to be low income and usually 
aren’t affordable to low income families. There are plenty of other multi-use buildings 
that have abided by the Rosewood Neighborhood Plan and have successfully built, 
sold and leased units for mixed use. I am against the amendment change. 
 
Morgan Terrill 
3115 E 13th St 78702 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Jenny Grayson   
Sent: Monday, May 15, 2023 8:37 PM 
To: Tomko, Jonathan <Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen 
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov> 
Cc: Chris Page <Homewoodheightsneighborhood@  
Subject: Case NPA-2022-0008.01  
 
Dear Jonathan and Maureen,  
 
I am emailing you all to formally express my opposition to the proposed zoning 
changes for 3117-3121 E. 12 Street. 
 
I am against the rezoning and the removal of the conditional overlay. We have a 
neighborhood plan for the area (that was approved by the city council) and allows 
building to be built up to 40 feet in our residential areas. Plenty of large 
developments have successfully built multi-use properties within this guideline, and 
allowing the conditional overlay to be removed could be cause for all of 12th street to 
turn into 100 foot buildings.  
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Furthermore, not the city nor the developer is responsible for infrastructure 
amendments. How will we manage the additional traffic? Pedestrian traffic? Bus 
stops? Stop lights? They also speak of low income housing, but only a small 
percentage of these units are required to be low income and usually aren’t 
affordable to low income families. Low income units are limited to single bedroom 
units. Low income needs to be for families, and families cannot live in a one 
bedroom unit.  
 
For me, the main takeaway is that plenty of other multi-use buildings have 
abided by the Rosewood Neighborhood Plan and have successfully built, sold 
and leased units for mixed use. I am against the amendment change and am here 
to tell you so. I will do my best to voice my opinion at the commission meeting this 
Friday. 
 
Thank you, 
Jenny Grayson 
E 14th residents since 2010 
512-293-8819 
 
 
 
 
From: Imad Ahmed <  
Sent: Monday, May 15, 2023 11:43 AM 
To: Tomko, Jonathan <Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen 
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov> 
Subject: Case #NPA-2022-0008.01 
 
Hello,  
 
I live in the Mckinley Heights neighborhood and my neighborhood association 
notified me about a city planning commission meeting this Friday to discuss the 
removal of Rosewood Neighborhood Plan’s conditional overlay of a 40 foot 
maximum for building height in the area.  
 
Unfortunately, I cannot attend this meeting as I am out of the country this Friday.  
But I did want to share my views as a resident of the area.  What is important to me 
and many residents in the area is that the many empty and dilapidated lots on 12th 
street get utilized in a way that is beneficial for the community. I am therefore for the 
removal of the conditional overlay if we are reasonably certain that the development 
will begin soon.  Increasing the height limit from 40 feet to 100 feet, not just for this 
property but for all the commercial properties on 12th street, will increase housing 
supply and bring more retail/office/restaurants to the area, which I think most of the 
residents in the area would love to see.  We've seen denser development really 



City Council: September 21, 2023 

 

 31 

benefit neighborhoods like Saltillo, South Lamar, South First, and South Congress, 
and I'd like to see the same for East 12th Street. 
 
The re-zoning notification refers to a special meeting on March 29th where residents 
voted to oppose the proposed neighborhood plan amendment.  I was at the meeting, 
and there were only a couple individuals who were very vocal in their opposition and 
swayed the others at the meeting.  But based on my conversations with neighbors, I 
think those individuals are the minority -- most want to see more dense development 
in our area, which you'd likely get with the proposed neighborhood plan amendment. 
 
Imad Ahmed 
 
 
 
 
From: Ryah Christensen <  
Sent: Sunday, May 14, 2023 3:13 PM 
To: Meredith, Maureen <Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; Tomko, Jonathan 
<Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov> 
Subject: C14-2022-0150 
 
Dear Commissioners,  
 
I am writing to object to Armbrust & Brown's request to change the Neighborhood 
Plan on E.12th street. 
 
On its surface, the developer / investor's request to change the zoning on 3117 and 
3121 E.12th to VMU seems innocuous.  But please consider the consequences of 
their request to remove the Conditional Overlay that is buried within the zoning 
request. Also consider our neighorhood's history with developers / investors using 
upzoning as an investment tool to increase their portfolios, and not a means to build 
actual affordable housing. 
 
Granting this request will remove height restrictions for the whole E. 12th block and 
pave the way for future developers to build at a scale that is not in line with our 
neighborhood's goals to balance development with current residents' quality of life. It 
will also not necessarily lead to increased affordable housing in the area. Current 
property owners like Eureka holdings, who have amassed considerable property and 
increased entitlements on many occasions, have never built anything and seem to 
have no plans to do so. Armbrust & Brown, who is representing Geyser Group on 
this application, has let us know that their client has NO ACTUAL PLANS for the 
proposed housing development that they are using as leverage for this zoning / NP 
amendment request. Without an actual development plan, and without City 
requirements that zoning changes / NP amendments are contingent on realizing 
promised development AND fulfilling good faith promises made to neighborhoods in 
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exchange for their support, there is no reason to believe that upzoning properties will 
solve any housing or underused land issues. 
 
I hope that you will not grant the removal of the Conditional Overlay on the 
properties in question. I also hope that you will devise strategies that encourage 
investors / developers to actually develop the land they own in a manner that is 
respectful to their neighbors', and this City's,  needs. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Ryah Christensen (20 year resident of Homewood Heights) 
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From: Jasmin Wynd   
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2023 5:06 PM 
To: Tomko, Jonathan <Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen 
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov> 
Cc: Homewood Heights Neighborhood Association President 
<Homewoodheightsneighborhood@ >; McKinley Heights 
<mckinleycliffordsanchez@ >; Scott Wynd <Scott. >; Farzana Sedillo < >; Paul 
Sedillo 
��� < > 
Subject: Opposing Proposed Zoning Change: C14-2022-0150 
 

*** External Email - Exercise Caution *** 
Dear Mr. Tomko and Ms. Meredith, 
 
I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed zoning change for 
3117 and 3121 E 12th St (C14-2022-0150).  
 
As a homeowner residing at 2912 E 12th St, located just down the street from the 
properties in question, I am deeply concerned about the potential impacts on our 
community if the zoning request was granted. The current conditional overlay, 
established as part of the Rosewood Neighborhood Plan, plays a vital role in 
maintaining the affordability, walkability, livability, and inclusivity of East Austin. 
Removing this overlay to allow building heights of up to 60 feet, and potentially up to 
90 feet, would undermine the integrity and character of our neighborhood.The 
developer's claim of being unable to develop the land under the current height 
restriction is unfounded. Existing mixed-use buildings along 12th Street successfully 
operate within the 40-foot limit, demonstrating that adherence to the neighborhood 
plan is feasible.  
 
As homeowners, we invested in this neighborhood with the understanding that 
zoning regulations would be upheld. Changing the zoning for this property sets a 
dangerous precedent, potentially leading to a proliferation of 90-foot buildings along 
12th St. Such a transformation would erode the very essence of our residential 
environment. Texas values the rights of property owners, and the current zoning and 
conditional overlay were put in place to protect those rights. By allowing the 
proposed zoning change, we risk compromising the values and interests of our 
neighborhood. It would open the floodgates for taller buildings and would undermine 
the principles of property ownership that we hold dear. It sets a dangerous 
precedent that threatens the rights of homeowners all along 12th St. 
 
Additionally, the proposed development's location on E12th street, a two-lane road 
that has been neglected by the city for years, raises significant infrastructure and 
safety concerns. Our neighborhood lacks the capacity to support the anticipated 
increase in pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular traffic. With the elimination of parking 
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requirements for businesses, questions arise regarding the provision of adequate 
parking, preservation of bike lanes and bus stops, and overall traffic management. 
The strain on our limited infrastructure would be unsustainable, particularly if multiple 
90-foot buildings are approved. As a mother, I am particularly worried about the 
safety of my children and the children of our neighborhood. Walking down the road 
should not pose unnecessary risks due to increased traffic and congestion caused 
by an oversized development. 
 
My husband, Scott, and I will be at the zoning case hearing tonight to stand in 
opposition. We implore you both to consider the detrimental consequences on our 
community.  Thank you for your attention to this matter. We appreciate your 
commitment to public service, and trust that you will help influence this decision in 
order to protect the best interests of our neighborhood. Should you require any 
further information or wish to discuss this matter in more detail, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jasmin Wynd  
(512) 507-3106 
2912 E 12th Street.  
 
 
From: Beth Hoyt   
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2023 4:55 PM 
To: Meredith, Maureen <Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; Tomko, Jonathan 
<Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov>; homewoodheightsneighborhood@  
Cc: Connolly, Joao - BC <BC-Joao.Connolly@austintexas.gov>; Cox, Grayson - BC 
<BC-Grayson.Cox@austintexas.gov>; Howard, Patrick - BC <BC-
Patrick.Howard@austintexas.gov>; Cohen, Jessica - BC <BC-
Jessica.Cohen@austintexas.gov>; Anderson, Greg - BC <bc-
Greg.Anderson@austintexas.gov>; Maxwell, Felicity - BC <BC-
Felicity.Maxwell@austintexas.gov>; Azhar, Awais - BC <BC-
Awais.Azhar@austintexas.gov>; Ramirez, Nadia - BC <BC-
Nadia.Ramirez@austintexas.gov>; Mushtaler, Jennifer - BC <BC-
Jennifer.Mushtaler@austintexas.gov>; Hempel, Claire - BC <BC-
Claire.Hempel@austintexas.gov>; Shaw, Todd - BC <BC-
Todd.Shaw@austintexas.gov>; Woods, Alice - BC <BC-
Alice.Woods@austintexas.gov>; Haynes, Adam - BC <BC-
Adam.Haynes@austintexas.gov>; Singh, Arati - BC <BC-
Arati.Singh@austintexas.gov> 
Subject: Opposition for Items 7&8 - 5.23.23 
 

*** External Email - Exercise Caution *** 
Commissioners -  
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I am writing to object to Aembrust & Brown's request to change the Neighborhood 
Plan on E 12th Street. 
 
As a mother of a toddler (and a dog), I walk our neighborhood twice a day, every 
day. Almost every time, I have to gather the three of us on someone's lawn to avoid 
speeding cars -- we've requested speed bumps and 4 way stops for years -- in areas 
where we don't have sidewalks.  This plan would add more traffic, overwhelming 
residential streets without effective traffic calming measures. 
 
We have affordable housing in our neighborhood and on our Plan, and I don't 
believe this would bring more. There are no current plans from Geyser Group, Mr 
Whellan informed us. Much of our neighborhood is currently owned by Eureka 
holdings, also represented by Whellan, and every lot they own is either abandoned 
or empty. Huge properties that are the entrance to our lovely neighborhood, 
surrounded by chain link fences, covered in weeds and trash- for years. No plans to 
develop anything beneficial to our community.     
 
I am very much in support of new development. But it should be to scale. 
Encouraging developers and investors to actually build to better our community and 
this city, is what I/we would like to see.  
The removal of the Conditional Overlay on the properties in question will only further 
the portfolio of developers who do not listen to the neighborhoods they destroy. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Hoyt  
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From: ginger stieber   
Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2023 7:15 AM 
To: Lawler, John <John.Lawler@austintexas.gov>; Tomko, Jonathan 
<Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov>; mckinleycliffordsanchez@gmail.com; 
homewoodheightsneighborhood@gmail.com; Meredith, Maureen 
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov> 
Subject: Agenda Items 113 and 114 
 
Dear City Staff, 
 
I am writing in opposition to agenda items 113 and 114 on the August 31st city 
council meeting regarding cases NPA 2022-0008.01 & C14-2022-0150. 
 
I am not writing in opposition of development, but I am writing in opposition to 
development that is not community informed or community supported. As a resident, 
I do not feel like the applicant has made reasonable contact with residents to listen 
to our feedback and concerns, and I am eager to negotiate terms for growth that are 
replicable, scalable and community-centered. 
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Although we have asked for more progressive action items related to affordability, 
environmentalism, traffic-mitigation, etc, the applicant has stated they will only abide 
by the minimum standards enforced by the city. Since this case will set the 
precedent for zoning and mixed-use development along the entire 12th 
Street corridor, we demand developers be more receptive, thoughtful, community-
conscious and community supported.   
 
As a resident of McKinley Heights, I ask that you vote in opposition of agenda items 
113 and 114 and allow our neighbors to have a voice in the development of their 
neighborhood.. 
 
Thank you, 
Ginger Stieber  
3011 E 18th 1/2 St 
 
From: A Bail <  
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2023 9:47 PM 
To: Meredith, Maureen <Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; Lawler, John 
<John.Lawler@austintexas.gov>; Tomko, Jonathan 
<Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov> 
Cc: mckinleycliffordsanchez@; homewoodheightsneighborhood@  
Subject: August 31st Council Items 113 & 114 - Opposed 
 
Dear City Staff, 
I am writing in opposition to agenda items 113 and 114 on the August 31st city council meeting 
regarding cases NPA 2022-0008.01 & C14-2022-0150. 
 
I am not writing in opposition of development, but I am writing in opposition to development that is 
not community informed or community supported. As a resident, I do not feel like the applicant has 
made reasonable contact with residents to listen to our feedback and concerns, and I am eager to 
negotiate terms for growth that are replicable, scalable and community-centered. I attended the 
initial zoning review hearing and there the developer was not able to outline any plan specifics, just 
that they wanted the land use changed set for in the Rosewood Neighborhood Plan. 
 
Although we have asked for more progressive action items related to affordability, 
environmentalism, traffic-mitigation, etc, the applicant has stated they will only abide by the 
minimum standards enforced by the city. Since this case will set the precedent for zoning and 
mixed-use development along the entire 12th Street corridor, we demand developers be more 
receptive, thoughtful, community-conscious and community supported.  
 
As a resident of McKinley Heights, I ask that you vote in opposition of agenda items 113 and 114 and 
allow our neighbors to have a voice in the development of their neighborhood. 
  
Thank you, 
Adam Bailey 
3002 E16th Street 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Yasmin Eljirby <  
Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2023 8:55 AM 
To: Harper-Madison, Natasha <Natasha.Madison@austintexas.gov>; Lawler, John 
<John.Lawler@austintexas.gov>; Mays, Sharon <Sharon.Mays@austintexas.gov> 
Cc: Meredith, Maureen <Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; Tomko, Jonathan 
<Jonathan.Tomko@austintexas.gov> 
Subject: Letter FOR Zoning Change (items 113 & 114 on 8/31) 
 
[Some people who received this message don't often get email from yeljirby@gmail.com. Learn why 
this is important at https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ] 
 
External Email - Exercise Caution 
 
 
Dear City Council Members: 
 
I am submitting this letter in support of the rezoning application for 3117-3121 E. 12th Street, items 
113 & 114 on the 8/31 city council agenda. I am a nearby neighbor and I have met with the property 
owners.  I support the proposed zoning change that allows for the redevelopment of the site.  I 
understand that the developer is working to bring additional housing to the area. My belief and 
hope is that additional housing would help promote more neighborhood retail in the area, such as 
restaurants, coffee shops, and other establishments that serve as amenities to residents like myself. 
 
I am aware that the home owners association (HOA) in my neighborhood is opposed to the zoning 
changes. I appreciate the HOA, however I do not believe the HOA speak for the neighborhood as a 
whole, and instead focus on the wants of a select few. 
 
I have attended one homeowners association meeting, one out of the two or three meetings that 
have been scheduled since I moved into the neighborhood over a year ago. Unfortunately HOA 
outreach, engagement, and communication is extremely low. I haven’t heard of or received a single 
survey or poll conducted by the home owners association on this matter. In fact, The majority of 
neighbors on my street and other streets nearby that I have personally spoken to are not opposed 
to the zoning changes, and welcome the growth it would bring to our community. Because of this, I 
doubt the HOA’s insight into the neighborhoods wants or needs. 
 
I appreciate that the developer has reached out to me and others, including my neighbors, to 
explain the development and answer questions.  I hope that you will support their rezoning request. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Yasmin Eljirby 
317-414-9044 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:yeljirby@gmail.com
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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From: Greg Hammond <  
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2023 8:59 PM 
To: Meredith, Maureen <Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov> 
Subject: Re: NPA-2022-0008.01 
 
 
Hi Maureen,   
 
I wanted to reiterate my support for the zoning change at 3117-3121 E 12th. I just 
wrote an email to my council member Natasha Harper Madison that reads as 
follows:  
 
I submit this letter in support of the rezoning application for 3117-3121 E. 12th Street.  Having 
lived in the neighborhood and supported various community endeavors here since 2005, I am 
disappointed that the 12th Street corridor has never seen more development. I believe this 
project will help bring more retail to the neighborhood, and I like that it promises to include some 
manor of affordable housing. Given the proximity to Airport Blvd, and that it backs up to a large 
apartment complex, the height makes sense here.   
 
The owner has talked to me about the project and helped me understand their plans. I believe 
their plan for the property is better than what could be done today under the old zoning.  I hope 
that you will support their rezoning request.  
 
Thanks for all you do.  
Best 
-Greg Hammond 
2604 Sol Wilson Ave  
78702 
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