
Petition 2019-129 by Lee Mynhardt, Mynhardt Investments, LLC 

To Approve: 

 

This petition is found to be inconsistent with the 36th Street Station Area Plan with 

respect to proposed land use, based on the information from the staff analysis and the 

public hearing, and because: 

 

• The Plan recommends residential uses at up to five 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: 

 

• While slightly denser than what is recommended in the 36th Street Transit Station 

Area Plan, the plan also “supports opportunities for infill residential development with 

similar densities and design character as the existing mill village character” and 

notes that “moderate density may be appropriate in some areas.” 

• The request, which is ultimately to address the unique dimension and layout of the 

subject property and to create an infill residential unit on currently unused land, is 

supported by the land use plan policies that support the opportunities for residential 

infill. The request is in line with other approved rezonings (2012-080; 2007-087) in 

the area that have been submitted in order to subdivide a single parcel into two lots. 

• The request will allow for the construction of a single detached dwelling unit fronting 

on a public street on a lot size that will closely match the character of the 

surrounding neighborhood. 

The approval of this petition will revise the adopted future land use as specified by the 36th 

Street Transit Station Area Plan, from residential up to five dwelling units per acre to 

residential up to six dwelling units per acre for the site. 

  

To Deny: 

 

This petition is found to be inconsistent with the 36th Street Station Area Plan with 

respect to proposed land use, based on the information from the staff analysis and the 

public hearing, and because: 

 

• The Plan recommends residential uses at up to five dwelling units per acre. 

 

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: 

 

• (To be explained by the Zoning Committee) 

 

 

Motion:  

Approve or Deny 

Maker:   

2ND:  

  

Vote:  

Dissenting:                           

Recused:  

 


