
Unified Development 
Ordinance



Additional Policy 
Questions



1.5 Applicability 

• Statement should be added to reflect that residential areas 
within the City before a specific Date (2019 was mentioned 
by you and others) shall remain subject to the requirements 
of the CZO and not the new UDO. The requirements of the 
UDO are for new development. 

The council did not agree with this. 
They felt it would create more 
confusion that clarity. 



1.11 Written Interpretations 

• Change to City Administrator or Designee

The council had no issue with this. 



1.14.3.2 Stop Work

• Change to City Administrator, or their designee 

The council had no issue with this. 



1.14.3.3 Inspections 

• Maybe change to City Administrator, or their designee, since Code 
Enforcement and our third-party reviewer do inspections.  

The council had no issue with this. 



2.2.7 and 2.2.8 Neighborhood Plan, Infill 
• Remove “one or more standard city blocks”

The council had no issue with this.  



2.2.11 Special Use Permit (SUP)
• Items in the UDO that require “S” special considerations that must be brought before P&Z and council 

such as accessory dwelling units., RV Parks, etc., need to have criteria as to how you evaluate whether 
to grant a special permit or not. Right now there are no criteria that I have seen.

• We do not have criteria in the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance, and it follows the same public 
process. 

The council did not agree with this. Currently in the CZO, no criteria is provided, and they thought it 
would be best to keep it the same.  A public process is still required. 



2.2.21 Final Plat 
• It should read that final plats will not be recorded until the development is completed.

The council had no issue with this. 



2.2.23 Amending Plat 
• This should always require P&Z review/approval. 

The council did not agree with this. Currently, we do 
not require approval from P&Z and Council for 
amending plats. The attorney didn’t think it was a 
good idea either because they have strict regulations 
for this in state law. 



2.3.1 Appeal of Administrative Decision

• Should go through ZBoA

The council had no issue with this. 



3.6.4.1 New Neighborhood or Employment 
Center Plan 
• Deviations from the UDO should only be allowed through the variance process or an interpretation ruling 

issued by the City Administrator. 

The council did not agree with this. Because this is 
high-level and is more general, this allows more 
flexibility for P&Z and Council if the deviation fits with 
the intent. 



3.7 Infill Plans
• I disagree with the ability to turn a previously platted lot to up to six lots through the amending plat process 

without the review/approval of P&Z. 

The council did not agree with this. Currently, we do 
not require approval from P&Z and Council for 
amending plats. The attorney didn’t think it was a 
good idea either because they have strict regulations 
for this in state law. 



3.8.6.5 Cost of Utility Extensions
• I disagree with the waiver of costs for an industrial park or commercial development. I see this as a benefit 

to a developer at the expense of the current rate payers. I believe the cost of providing water and sewer 
service should not be used as a bargaining chip to lure development. 

The council did not agree 
with this. This allows more 
flexibility for the Council. 
They believed the Council 
should be able to have 
some negotiations if they 
deem fit. 



4.3 Place Type Zoning 
• Why did the maximum percentage of lot coverage for residential in P2.5 change from 60% to 40%? 

The council thought this 
should remain as is.  



3.8.7 and 4.3.1.9 Civic Space/ Building 
• I disagree with the placement of commercial activities in a civic space. This enables the potential expansion 

of commercial use into established residential areas. A concession with a facility like a museum or civic 
center is one thing but I disagree with a separate commercial structure within an established residential 
area. 

The council thought this 
should remain as is, except 
to include place of worship in 
definition. 



5.9.6 Variances
• All variances from the requirements of the UDO require P&Z or ZBA review/approval, whichever is deemed 

appropriate. No member of city staff should not have the authority to grant variances.

The council thought that this 
language should be removed 



5.10.3 Sign is Historic District 

The council thought this 
should change to "The only 
permitted forms of 
illumination in the historic 
district are those specified in 
the Historic Design 
Guidelines."



5.10.3.1 Illumination of Signs
The council thought this should reflect dark 
sky complaint lighting. To allow for 
electronic signs, but to possibly have them 
turn off at a certain time or not to exceed an 
amount of lumens. 



6.1.5 Designation Process for Local Historic 
District
• Concerning historic districts, no property owner should be forced to have their home, or property 

designated as a historic structure against their will.

City Council said to remove these two sentences. 



7 Definitions: Home Occupation
• Concerning home based businesses, there needs to be much more detail in the UDO about what you 

can, and cannot do, types of business not allowed, on-site sales, extra employees, etc.  can I have a 
vape shop, tattoo parlor, beauty shop, massage parlor, restaurant, welding shop, etc.  is there a 
maximum amount of the home I can use for business, etc.  need details. These go in the ordinance not 
a nuisance ordinance.

The council thought this 
should remain as is.  



7 Definitions: Recreational Vehicle 
• The UDO allows RV parking beside and behind houses and residential areas there is no mention made 

as to how large or how many RVs can be parked on a single lot.

Add language to include a 
boat in the list of vehicles. Add 
language to state that only 
one RV is allowed, and it can 
not be occupied.



Appendix 
• There are several supporting documents referred to in the UDO such as the Parks master plan, the 

transportation plan, the comprehensive plan, San Antonio design guidelines, and others that need to 
be in an attachment or standalone format worded to support the UDO. 

City Council said to include the hyperlink to each 
document in the appendix. 



Next Steps
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Questions?
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Thank you
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Breana Soto Breana.soto@castrovilletx.gov 830-931-4090
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