Petition 2021-227 by Graham Partners, LLC

To Approve:

This petition is found to be consistent and inconsistent with the South District Plan (1993) based on the
information from the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because:

e The plan recommends single family uses for the site; however
e The plan’s density recommendation is for up to three dwelling units per acre (DUA).

However, we find this petition to be reasonable and in the public interest, based on the information from
the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because:

e This petition allows for a slight increase in density on a site that is currently being underutilized
given the existing development of one single family home on a lot that is more than three acres.

e The site is located along Old Providence Road, just a quarter mile from Providence Road, a state-
maintained major thoroughfare where a number of more moderately dense residential developments
have been constructed or are in development. Being located along Old Providence Road, so near the
intersection with Providence Road makes this an appropriate site for a transition into the lower
density single family developments along Old Providence Road.

e This petition is consistent with the area plan’s single family land use recommendation.

The approval of this petition will revise the adopted future land use as specified by the South District
Plan (1993), from single family residential uses up to 3 DUA to single family residential uses up to 4
DUA for the site.

To Deny:

This petition is found to be consistent and inconsistent with the South District Plan (1993) based on the
information from the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because:

e The plan recommends single family uses for the site; however
e The plan’s density recommendation is for up to three dwelling units per acre (DUA).

Therefore, we find this petition to not be reasonable and in the public interest based on the information
from the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because:

e (To be explained by the Zoning Committee)
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