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I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed changes to 
the Land Development Code, which has been put forward for consideration. 
I believe that these proposed changes would have a negative impact on our 
community and should not be implemented for several compelling reasons. 
  
Lack of Transparency: 
 The proposed changes to the Land Development Code have not been 
adequately communicated to the affected community. Transparency is 
crucial in such matters, and it is essential that residents and stakeholders 
are well-informed and given the opportunity to provide meaningful input. 
As of now, it appears that the changes are being rushed through without 
proper public consultation. 
  
Impact on Property Values: 
 The proposed changes could have a detrimental effect on property values 
in our neighborhood. Altering zoning regulations or land use policies 
without careful consideration can lead to decreased property values, which 
would negatively impact homeowners, many of whom have invested their 
life savings in their homes. 
  
Environmental Concerns: 
 The potential environmental consequences of these changes have not 
been thoroughly studied or addressed. We need a comprehensive 
environmental impact assessment to understand how these changes may 
affect our local ecosystems, green spaces, and overall sustainability. 
  
Community Character: 
 Our community is defined by its unique character, which includes 
architectural features, green spaces, and a particular way of life. The 
proposed changes may threaten the character of our neighborhood by 
permitting incompatible developments that do not align with our existing 
aesthetic and cultural identity. 
  
 
Traffic and Infrastructure: 
 Increased development without concurrent improvements to 
infrastructure, such as roads, public transportation, and utilities, could lead 
to congestion, strain on resources, and decreased quality of life for 
residents. 
  
Quality of Life: 
 Changes that lead to higher population density and greater urbanization 
could impact the quality of life for current residents. It is crucial to consider 
how these changes will affect the well-being of our community members. 
  
In light of these concerns, I respectfully request that the proposed changes 
to the Land Development Code be reconsidered and that a more 
transparent and inclusive process is initiated. Public input, thorough impact 
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assessments, and a genuine consideration of the long-term consequences 
are essential before making any decisions that could significantly alter the 
fabric of our community. 
  
I urge you to take these objections into account and ensure that any future 
changes to the Land Development Code prioritize the well-being and 
interests of the existing residents who Call this community their home. 
  
Thank you for your attention to this matter. I look forward to your response 
and to the opportunity for our community's voice to be heard and 
respected.  
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Name(s):  
  
Property:  
  
Email address:  
  
To: The City of Austin and the Austin City Council 
  
In City Council Resolution No. 20230720-126 (“the Resolution”) adopted on 
July 20, 2023, the City Council, without prior notice to or consultation with 
property owners, initiated amendments to Austin’s land development code 
that will change the regulations or zoning district boundaries on or affecting 
my property and surrounding property in ways they have not fully 
disclosed. This has compelled me to protest against any change in the 
zoning classification, district, or regulations in effect on the date of my 
signature pertaining to my property and all property located within 200 feet 
of my property. 
  
We are the owners of the above-described property and our protest 
includes any changes to zoning regulations proposed pursuant to or 
described in the Resolution, whether those changes are implemented 
through one or multiple ordinances or code amendments, including the 
following changes: 
  
• Reductions in the minimum lot size in single-family zoning districts 
 • Increases in the maximum number of housing units per lot in single-
family zoning districts 
 • Creation of a three-family residential use in single-family zoning districts 
 • Modifications to the following site-development standards in single-
family zoning districts: setbacks, height, impervious cover, floor-to-area 
ratio, Residential Design and Compatibility Standards, and minimum site 
area and building coverage requirements. 
  
We also protest any changes to regulations in effect on the date of my 
signature pertaining to my property and all property located within 200 feet 
of my property that would: 
  
• Allow the use of Recreational Vehicles (RVs) as a permitted residential use 
in single-family zoning districts or 
 • Change or eliminate the dwelling unit occupancy limit for residential uses 
in residential zoning districts. 
  
Thanks 
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Hi City Council members, 
  
My name is . I am currently living in the Far West Boulevard 
area. I support the HOME Act and other items like compatibility reform, 
eliminating occupancy limits, and eliminating parking mandates. The HOME 
Act is one solution to allow more middle class people to afford homes. By 
increasing the allowable units but keeping in place height limits, setbacks, 
and impervious cover, it would create limits on the size of new housing that 
could go on a lit. I also support lowering the minimum lot size. Smaller 
houses and more density (vs sprawl) would be much better for the 
environment, infrastructure, and accessibility to services. In the same vein 
as increasing more transportation options, possibilities for housing needs to 
be broadened.  
 
With that being said, I know these measures are not targeting low-income 
people. I have a few concerns that I would like the council to be aware of 
when implementing this. I worry about displacement of low-income people, 
who often are BIPOC folks. I would hope that the city will track the new 
developments that utilize this change, the valuation of properties and the 
neighborhoods over time, and any demographic changes. The valuation of 
neighborhoods results in the increase of rents, which is also a problem that 
even middle-class Austinites are having a hard time with. These data points 
are important to understand the impact this makes, which will lend the city 
more information to move in a city where all income types can still afford to 
live here. I worry about land values increasing because of the ability to add 
more units on a lot, therefore making land more open for developers and 
real estate speculation, which has a cascade of negative impacts on lower-
income folks. It would not be good for low-income folks if their 
neighborhoods and houses were viewed as "underutilized" land by 
developers and more development in those areas increased the 
neighborhood valuation. Furthermore, there is evidence that shows that 
trickle down housing happens (specifically for low-income owners) when 
more supply is created, especially in rapidly growing cities attracting higher 
income people. Developers are incentivized to make the most on their 
investments, which usually are buyers who will pay the most, and even 
smaller housing can be luxury housing.  
 
I certainly support this on the basis that it is for middle-class people. There 
are many many aspects of this I support and there a lot of benefits to the 
HOME act and all the other items regarding this subject. I think the limits 
for house builds do create some boundaries that keep the house builds 
contained. I would hope the city also secures housing for low-income 
people at an aggressive rate and increasing public domain city housing 
programs.  
 
In sum, I support the HOME Act. I would like to see city members pass it. I 
would like to see accompanying concern for displacement and aggressive 
acts for housing for low-income people as well.  
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Thank you, 
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This message is from  
 I saw the notice on the city website about the upcoming public hearings at 
City Hall regarding proposed land use and development changes the council 
is considering. The notice listed the following topics: 
 "The proposed amendments allow: 
 -Up to 3 residential units (including a small house + RV) allowed in a 
detached house zoned property 
 - The regulations that apply to properties with two houses are revised 
 -Restriction on the number of unrelated adults residing in the housing" 
  
I have been reading as much as I can about the proposed zoning changes, 
but much of the literature comes from the extremes of the issue pushing 
either zero changes to single family zoning, to the other end of the 
spectrum of support for 2500 sq.ft lots with multiple structures, smaller 
setbacks, higher structures, no off-street parking and presumably far less 
impervious cover requirements. 
  
I feel like my stance is pretty moderate in that I recognize that more 
housing flexibility is needed, and some density in SF neighborhoods is the 
way to go with that. I get it. Because of this I would not send the form letter 
from Community Not Commodity. At the same time there is not a lot of 
transparency about what the long term plan is, which I feel is disingenuous 
on the Councils part.  
 
Before any changes to the code are enacted I would like to see actions to 
keep homes available for actual Austin residents to live in. Reduce and do 
not renew licenses for STR's. Crack down on illegal STR's. Any dense infill 
should be banned from being an STR in perpetuity. Continue to encourage 
re-development of other tracts of land into mini-Mueller-like 
developments. 
  
There is so much mixed-use development going on all up and down the 
Lamar corridor, and no mass transit other than Cap Metro on the horizon. I 
have few issues with duplexes, triplexes or even townhome-style fourplexes 
being built on larger lots in amongst traditionally single family home areas. 
But I have no desire to see them built with no off-street parking and turning 
our streets into 24-hr parking lots because a few new tri/fourplex residents 
are parking their 1-2 cars per unit on the street. It is still Texas, most people 
use cars and the mass transit is not there yet and probably won't be for a 
long time, if ever. I won't even talk about the heat 4-5 months of the year.  
 
I live on Hether Street and between school traffic and construction traffic 
there are several times during the day that only one car can navigate down 
the road at a time. It is not safe for anyone. The loudest proponents of no 
parking spaces (for the cars they actually DO have) and walkability, also 
seem to be single, or at least have no children. 
  
I also have a question: When the posting says, "3 residential units (including 
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