Q10 - Should we develop a set of “tenting” rules for Rollingwood that
restrict building height along a setback?

All summaries provided by ChatGPT:

Yes (51.6%):

Residents' responses to the idea of implementing "tenting" rules in Rollingwood to
restrict building height along a setback are mixed. Some express support for the
concept, emphasizing the need to maintain property rights and privacy for existing
homes. Others are unsure or feel the rules could complicate matters further. Some
suggest considering the success of similar rules in Austin before deciding. Concerns are
raised about potential complications, enforcement challenges, and the impact on the
aesthetics of newer/modern flat-roofed architecture. Despite varying opinions, many
residents agree that the issue of setbacks, sunlight, and overall harmonization with the
neighborhood needs careful consideration.

+  Prefer tenting rules combined with a building to lot size ratio limit.

+  Concerns about potential complications and enforcement challenges.

+  Support contingent on maintaining property rights and privacy for existing homes.

+  Suggested harmonizing with newer homes rather than original 1950s-era
houses.

+  Consideration of the success of similar rules in Austin is recommended.

+  Mixed opinions on the effectiveness and potential complications of "tenting" rules.

+  Emphasis on addressing setbacks, sunlight, and harmonization with the
neighborhood.

+  Uncertainty about the impact on newer/modern flat-roofed architecture.

No (40.7%):



Residents' responses to the proposal of developing "tenting" rules in Rollingwood that
restrict building height along a setback are largely negative. Concerns include the
perceived limitations on design variation, potential stifling of innovation, and
comparisons to Austin's McMansion ordinance, which is criticized as a disaster. Some
residents argue against additional rules, suggesting that existing regulations on heights
and setbacks should be strictly enforced. Others express worries about the impact on
architectural appeal, potential for cookie-cutter homes, and the discouragement of
creativity in building design. Overall, a significant number of respondents are against the
implementation of "tenting" rules, advocating for alternative approaches to address the
concerns related to building height and setbacks.

+  Concerns about limiting design variation and potential for cookie-cutter homes.

+  Negative comparisons to Austin's McMansion ordinance, perceived as a disaster.

+  Advocacy for enforcing existing rules on heights and setbacks without introducing
new restrictions.

+  Worries about stifling innovation and creativity in building design.

+  Opposition to "tenting" rules as a potential long-term solution with unnecessary
restrictions.

+  Skepticism about the effectiveness of "tenting" and its impact on architectural
appeal.

+  Calls to avoid turning Rollingwood into Austin based on negative examples.

+  Some residents express uncertainty or lack of understanding regarding the
concept of "tenting."

Blank (6.9%)

Residents' responses to the proposal of developing "tenting" rules in Rollingwood that
restrict building height along a setback are mixed, with a predominant theme of
uncertainty and lack of understanding regarding the concept. Some express the need
for reevaluating setbacks and basing them on lot size to prevent developers from
maximizing square footage at the expense of aesthetics, privacy, and the environment.
Others admit a lack of familiarity with the concept and express reservations about
potential complications. Concerns are raised about the need for exemptions for
existing houses that may not meet new rules and skepticism about adopting rules
similar to those in Austin.

+  Some residents call for a reevaluation of setbacks based on lot size to prevent
the construction of large, box-like structures by developers.

. Uncertainty and lack of understanding are prevalent themes, with residents
expressing confusion about the concept of "tenting" rules.

. Concerns about potential complications and the need for exemptions for
existing houses that may not comply with new rules.



