
Petition 2021-100 by Donald M. Edward 

To Approve: 

 

This petition is found to be consistent with the Prosperity Hucks Area Plan’s (2015) recommendation of 

residential use, but it is inconsistent with the recommended density of 4 DUA, based on the information 

from the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because: 

 

• The plan recommends residential up to 4 dwelling units per acre. 

 

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: 

 

• This petition proposes up to 160 multi-family dwelling units that will be age-restricted (55+) for a 

density of 11.96 DUA.  

• This petition will increase housing options and varieties of housing types in the area.  

• Adjacent to this petition is Petition 2020-148, which was recently approved for detached and 

attached single family housing units and allows for a density of up to 6 DUA. On the other side of 

Petition 2020-148 is R-12MF(CD) zoning on which are existing townhomes.   

• The age-restricted multi-family units are an appropriate density transition from the lower density 

adjacent townhomes. 

• This petition will increase pedestrian connectivity in the area by committing to construct an 8-foot 

planting strip and 6-foot sidewalk along the site’s public street frontages. 

 

The approval of this petition will revise the adopted future land use as specified by the Prosperity 

Hucks Area Plan (2015), from Residential up to 4 DUA to Residential up to 12 DUA for the site. 

  

To Deny: 

 

This petition is found to be consistent with the Prosperity Hucks Area Plan’s (2015) recommendation of 

residential use, but it is inconsistent with the recommended density of 4 DUA, based on the information 

from the staff analysis and the public hearing, and because: 

 

• The plan recommends residential up to 4 dwelling units per acre. 

 

However, 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: 

 

• (To be explained by the Zoning Committee) 

 

 

Motion:  

Approve or Deny 

Maker:   

2ND:  

  

Vote:  

Dissenting:                           

Recused:  

 


