ZONING CHANGE REVIEW SHEET
CASE: C14-2008-0129 — East Oak Hill NPCD Rezonings P.C. DATE: July 8, 2008
AREA: 4,968.06 acres

APPLICANT: City of Austin, Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department (NPZD),
Maureen Meredith

NEIGHBORHOOD ORGANIZATIONS:

Austin Independent School District

Austin Neighborhoods Council

Austin Parks Foundation

Bannockburn Neighborhood Assn.

Barton Creek Associations

Barton Springs/Edwards Aquifer Conserv Dist.
Beckett Place Townhome Association

Circle C Neighborhood Assn.

City of Rollingwood

City of Sunset Valley

Convict Hill Neighborhood Assn.

Convict Hill NW Neighborhood Assn
Cottage Court Condominium HOA, Inc.

Deer Park At Maple Run HOA

Estates of Loma Vista HOA

First American Commercial Property Group
Gaines Ranch Homeowners Assn.

Home Builders Association of Greater Austin
Homeless Neighborhood Assn.

Homeowner at 5900 Patton Ranch Road

Lost Creek Neighborhood Assn.

Maple Run-Wheeler Creek

McCarty Lane/Beckett Estates Neigh. Assn.
Oak Acres Neighborhood Association

Oak Hill Association of Neighborhoods (OHAN)
Qak Hill Combined NPA Staff Liaison
OHAN 78735

OHAN 78736

OHAN 78737

OHAN 78739

OHAN 78748

Old Spicewood Springs Rd. Neighborhood Assn.
Onion Creek Homeowners Assoc.

Parkstone PUD Phasing Agreement

Save Barton Creek Assn.
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Save Our Springs Alliance

Tanglewood Qaks Owners Assn.

The New Villages at Western Oaks Owners Assn.
Travis Country Community Service Assn.
Village at Western Oaks Neigh. Assn.

Westcreek Neighborhood Association

Westgate Blvd./Jones Rd. Neigh. Assn.

Woods of Legend Qaks

Woods of Westlake Hill Top

AREA OF PROPOSED ZONING CHANGES: The East Oak Hill Neighborhood
Planning area is generally bounded by Southwest Parkway to the north; the Barton Creck
Greenbelt to the northeast, Convict Hill and Loop 1 to the south; and West William Cannon
Drive and Beckett Road to the west. Please refer to Exhibit A.

TIA: Is not required

WATERSHEDS: Williamson Creek, DESIRED DEVELOPMENT ZONE: No
Slaughter Creek and Barton Creek

— Barton Springs Zone
CAPITOL VIEW CORRIDOR: N/A SCENIC ROADWAYS: Yes,

West William Cannon Drive,
Loop 1, Escarpment Boulevard

SCHOOLS:

Clayton Elementary School Mills Elementary School Oak Hill Elementary School
Patton Elementary School  Sunset Elementary School

Covington Middle School  O. Henry Middle School Small Middle Schoo!
Austin High School Bowie High School Crockett High School
Austin Community College — Pinnacle Campus

SUMMARY STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The proposed zoning change creates a Neighborhood Plan Combining District (NPCD)
covering the entire area.

For each of the 50 tracts (415.58 acres), the attached chart lists the existing zoning, proposed
zoning, owner name, and street address. A description of the proposed zoning base district
follows the list.
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment 1: East Oak Hill Rezoning Tract Map

Attachment 2: East Oak Hill Rezoning Tract Chart

Attachment 3: Proposed Oak Hill Rezoning Conditional Overlay Recommendations
Attachment 4: Description of Zoning Districts

RELATED CASES:

NP-2008-0025 — Oak Hill Combined Neighborhood Plan

C14-2008-0125 — West Oak Hill Neighborhood Planning Area Rezonings

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

July 8, 2008: Please refer to attached motion sheets

ISSUES: Tract 221, located at 5513 Southwest Parkway, was inadvertently shown on the
tract chart and tract map for a zoning change, and has been removed by Staff. This tract was
rezoned to GO-MU-CO through a 2007 zoning case (C14-2007-0078). The property is only
proposed to receive the —-NP, neighborhood plan combining district suffix through the
neighborhood plan rezonings.

CITY COUNCIL DATE: August 7, 2008 ACTION: Approved a Postponement to
August 21, 2008 (7-0).

August 21, 2008 The public hearing was held open and
this item was postponed to August 28,
2008 to discuss uncontested cases and to
set a hearing date for contested cases on
Council Member Leffingwell’s motion,
Council Member Martinez’ second on a
7-0 vote.

August 28, 2008 The public hearing was closed and the
First reading of the ordinance was
approved on Council Member
Leffingwell’s motion, Council Member
Martinez’ second on a 7-0 vote. The
zonings and rezonings of the tracts are as
recommended by staff and neighborhood
planning contact team for East Oak Hill
planning area with the exception of
Tracts 208a, 209a, 216 and 220. The
public hearing was held open for the
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contested tracts related to the rezonings
and postponed to October 23, 2008.

October 23, 2008 The motion to close the public hearing
and approve on First reading the
rezoning of Tract 208a (5258 WU S
Highway 290, (.54 acres)) to CS-CO-NP
and change the future land use map to
Commercial Land Use was approved
Council Member Shade’s motion, Mayor
Wynn’s second on a 7-0 vote.

The motion to close the public hearing
and approve on First reading the
rezoning of Tract 209a (5350 WU S
Highway 290, (1.11 acres)) to GR-NP
and change the future land use map to
Commercial Land Use was approved
Council Member Shade’s motion, Mayor
Wynn’s second on a 7-0 vote.

The motion to close the public hearing
and approve on First reading the
rezoning of Tract 216 (6154 WU S
Highway 290, 1.7 acres)) to GR-CO-NP
and change the future land use map to
Neighborhood Commercial Land Use
was approved Council Member Shade’s
motion, Mayor Wynn’s second on a 7-0
vote.

December 11, 2008

ORDINANCE READINGS (Uncontested Tracts):

1* August 28,2008 2"° October 23, 2008 3
ORDINANCE READINGS (Contested Tracts): 1* October 23,2008 2™ 3
ORDINANCE READINGS: 1* 2nd 3
ORDINANCE NUMBERS:
CASE MANAGER: Maureen Meredith PHONE: 974-2695

e-mail: maureen.meredith@ci.austin.tx.us
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The proposed zoning change creates a Neighborhood Plan Combining District (NPCD)
covering the entire area.

For each of the 50 tracts, the attached chart lists the existing zoning, proposed zoning, owner
name, and street address. A description of the zoning base district follows the list.

BACKGROUND

The Oak Hill Combined Neighborhood Plan was initiated by Council resolution (#20051020-
012) on October 20, 2005.

The first planning workshop was held on November 19, 2005. Since that workshop, NPZD
staff worked with community members to conduct approximately 20 public meetings. These
meetings addressed planning issue areas such as: land use and zoning, parks and open space,
transportation, neighborhood design, housing, etc. Notes from all meetings were posted on
the Oak Hill website and the information gathered from these meetings became the
foundation for the recommendations in the Qak Hill plan.

In addition to the community meetings, staff conducted approximately 21 steering committee
and planning contact team meetings.

After the land use workshops, NPZD staff worked with the Qak Hill Steering Committee and
Planning Contact Team to formuiate the zoning recommendations for specific sites in the
planning area.

The following is a timeline of important dates in the Oak Hill Combined Neighborhood
planning process:

Oak Hill Plan Public Meetings Timeline:

September 27, 2005 — Pre-planning stakeholder meeting
November 19, 2005 — First Workshop: Strengths, Opportunities, Challenges
January 2006 through August 2007 — 17 issue workshops (vision and goals, land use,
transportation, parks/open space, etc.)

e April 12" and April 26, 2007 - Presentation of a draft Future Land Use Map
(FLUM) and proposed zoning maps for public comment

e June 23, 2007 - Open House Meeting: NPZD staff presented a draft plan document
and the revised FLUM based on the comments received from the April meetings

e March 31, 2008 — Special Information meeting heid to address general comments
received during comment period.

e April 29, 2008 — Future Land Use Map (FLUM) meeting to address FLUM comments
received during comment period.

e May 14, 2008 — Final Open House: Presented the final plan document and FLUM.
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Other landmark planning process dates:

September 9, 2007 — Deadline for comments on the June 23, 2007 draft plan
document and FLUM.

September, October, November, and December of 2007 — NPZD staff met with
members of the Oak Hill Planning Contact team to review the Oak Hill Plan
document chapter-by-chapter.

December 13, 2007 City Council hearing - OHPCT team members David Richardson,
Mickey Bentley and Frank Bomar spoke to Council to request additional time to
review the Oak Hill Plan. Council granted them an additional three months.

March 15, 2008 — Deadline for stakeholder comments on the revised plan document
and FLUM.

BASIS FOR LAND USE RECOMMENDATION (ZONING PRINCIPLES)

The Staff’s basis for recommendation is derived from the goals and objectives for
DEVELOPMENT IN THE BARTON SPRINGS ZONE and the LAND USE AND
DEVELOPMENT, as described in Chapters 4 and 6 of the Oak Hill Combined
Neighborhood Plan:

Chapter 4 — Development in the Barton Springs Zone

4.A.

Preserve and enhance environmental resources including watersheds, air
quality, and wildlife corridors.

4.A.1

Preserve the water quality of area aquifers, streams, rivers, and springs and protect
endangered species dependent on the quality of those water resources.

4.A.1a—Consider implementation of policies recommended in the Regional Water
Quality Protection Plan for the Barton Springs Segment of the Edwards Aquifer and
Its Contributing Zone. Regional land development regulations designed to protect
sensitive recharge and contributing zone areas of the Edwards Aquifer would help
achieve regional and local water quality goals. Note: Some property owners
represented on the Oak Hill Contact Team believe land use regulations should be
applied on a regional level; if a certain land use is restricted in Oak Hill’s recharge
zone, they feel that land use should be restricted in other recharge areas as well.

4.A.1b-—~Where appropriate, maintain rural density in Qak Hill. To help achieve
regional water quality goals, manage the urbanization of Oak Hill by minimizing
dense development and guiding new development away from the recharge zone.

4.A.1c—Utilize bonds and other City funds to actively acquire environmentally
sensitive land in Oak Hill for preservation as wildlife areas, trails, or parkland.

4.A.1d—Integrate Stormwater Treatment Program water quality controls for all new
development and redevelopment projects in Oak Hill. Ensure regional water quality
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4.B.

controls (wet ponds) are carefully maintained. For more information on this City
program, see http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/watershed/stormwater_treatment.htm.

4.A.1e—Prevent polluted runoff from commercial property and residential areas in
Oak Hill by increasing public education; increase funding for City of Austin WPDR
educational programs. Find information about these programs at
http://www.cityofaustin.org/watershed/education.htm.

4.A.1f—Regional transportation authorities should create a regional hazardous
materials roadway plan to minimize risk of spills and extensive contamination of
groundwater.

4.A.1g—The City should encourage more frequent inspections of facilities monitored
by City of Austin Stormwater Discharge Permit Program staff over the recharge and
contributing zones. For more information about this program, see
http://www.cityofaustin.org/watershed/stormwater_permit.htm.

4.A.1h—City staff should conduct and publish research on the environmental impact
of creating a densely developed transit center in Oak Hill. Some stakeholders are
concerned that too much development in Oak Hill will draw additional visitors to the
environmentally sensitive area, which will result in additional car trips and resulting
automobile related pollution.

4.A.1i—City staff should conduct and publish research on the environmental impact
of City of Austin regulations on regional development patterns. Some stakeholders
are concerned that development will “leap” beyond Austin into environmentally
sensitive areas with little regulation outside of the Austin City limits ultimately
having a negative impact on water quality.

Provide opportunities for high-quality new development and redevelopment.

4.B.1

Minimize the ecological footprint of development in the Qak Hil! planning area to
help achieve environmental goals, particularly the preservation of water quality.

4.B.1a—During the development process, city staff should consider offering
incentives for developers to comply with current land use regulations for
“grandfathered” projects.

4.B.1b—<City staff should retrofit existing dysfunctional water quality controls as
redevelopment occurs in Oak Hill.

4.B.1¢—City staff should consider conducting and publishing research on the merits
of conservation development laws.

4.B.1d—Support trail connectivity in Oak Hill to achieve wildlife preservation goals
and water quality goals. Trails can preserve open space and reduce car trips by
providing alternate methods for travel within Oak Hill.
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Chapter 6 — Land Use and Development

GOA‘

6.B.

6.C.

6.D.

Provide opportunities for high-quality new development and redevelopment.

6A.1
Ensure quality of new construction and renovations.

6.A.1a—Bring back businesses that have left the Oak Hill area (example: loss of
Alberston’s store).

6A.1b—Businesses that redevelop should meet Development Code standards and
should meet the goals and objectives of the Oak Hill Combined Plan.

6A.1c—Find ways to attract quality development in Qak Hill, such as Escarpment
Village. Development should be innovative, mixed use, walkable, and transit
oriented.

Balance development and environmental protection by maintaining a vibrant
residential and commercial community that demonstrates caring stewardship of
the environment.

6.B.1

Encourage zoning to be compatible with existing and neighboring land uses and seek
optimal and most appropriate use of land.

6.B.1a—Rework zoning to allow/support the vision of the Oak Hill Neighborhood
Plan.

6.B.1b—Cluster higher density development in appropriate areas, striving to balance
the interests of all stakeholders while taking into consideration environmental
concerns.

6.B.2
Provide business and residential expansion without creating urban sprawl.

6.B.2a—Provide support of targeted development, which are areas with existing
infrastructure at commercial nodes.

Create a mix of uses in existing corridors of commercial development that will
provide a diversity of local services convenient to neighborhoods and establish
commercial “nodes” (concentrated activity areas) at strategic locations,

Create a Town Center with cultural, educational, arts, and community gathering
opportunities.
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6.D.1

The Town Center should be a multi-functional public gathering space.

6.D.1a—Town Center should have a library, movie theater, park and ride, civic and
recreational space, public performance and meeting space, elder center/ retirement
center.

6.E. Encourage locally-owned businesses to locate in the Qak Hill area and find ways
for local businesses and employers to prosper.

6.E.1
Oak Hill stakeholders desire more small-scale businesses with less strip commercial
establishments

6.E.1a—Explore opportunities to replace anchor tenants with new tenants who can
attract customers to support local small businesses.

6.E.1b—Establish/explore tax credits to help in the development of local businesses.

6.E.1c—Create a small business incubator for the Oak Hill area, to help foster the
creation of locally-owned and operated businesses in the planning area.

6.E.1d—Finds ways to attract businesses that will enhance services available to the
community.

6.E.le—Encourage more doctors, dentists, and other medical professionals to locate
in the area.

6.E.If -Encourage the exploration of appropriate State and City governmental small

business grants and/or loans.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Existing Land Use
Large Lot Single Family 2%

Single Family 25%
Mobile Home 2%
Duplex 1%
Multi-family 4%
Office 2%
Commercial 3%
Industrial 2%
Civic 3%
Open Space 10%
Transportation 0%
Right-of-way 12%

Utilities 0%
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Undeveloped 34%
Water 0%

Impervious Cover

The Land Development Code controls impervious cover limitations across the entire city
through base zoning categories. It also establishes the following Watershed Regulation
Areas: the Barton Springs Zone Watershed, Water Supply Rural Watersheds, Water Supply
Suburban Watersheds, Suburban Watersheds, and Urban Watersheds. The Barton Springs
Zone is all of the watersheds that “contribute recharge to Barton Springs, including those
portions of the Barton, Williamson, Slaughter, Onion, Bear and Little Bear Creek watershed
located in the Edwards Aquifer recharge or contributing zones” (LDC 25-8-2).

Oak Hill is in the Barton Springs Zone watershed, which has strict impervious cover limits:
Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone: 15%; Contributing Zone within Barton Creek Watershed:
20%; remainder of the Contributing Zone: 25%. Property owners are required to supply
licensed engineers’ reports with all site plan applications. These engineers’ reports are used
by City reviewers to determine the “Net Site Area” (NSA) of all tracts.

A property owner’s NSA is used to determine how much impervious cover is allowed for
that site. NSA is calculated by taking total gross site area (the square footage of the entire
property) and subtracting areas with significant slope, areas used for wastewater irrigation,
CEF setbacks (see next page), and creek buffers. The presence of these features affects the
placement and amount of development allowed on a piece of property. Impervious cover
calculations for sites also include “perimeter roadway deductions.” Depending on the width
of a property owner’s right-of-way, the owner may be required to compensate for the
impervious cover created by roadways adjacent to their property.

A caveat to these regulations are any properties that have been “grandfathered” under
Chapter 245 of the Texas Local Government Code. This law releases property owners and
developers from current watershed regulations, including impervious cover limitations.

Environmental

This site is located over the Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone. The site is in the Barton Creek
and Williamson Creek Watersheds of the Colorado River Basin, which are classified as
Barton Springs Zone (BSZ) watersheds. It is in the Drinking Water Protection Zone.

Project applications at the time of this report are subject to the SOS Ordinance that allows
15% impervious cover in the recharge zone, 20% impervious cover in the Barton Creek
Watershed and 25% impervious cover in the contributing zone. This tract lies in the 1500
foot recharge zone verification area, the recharge zone, the Barton Creek Watershed, and the
contributing zone.

According to flood plain maps, there is a flood plain within the project location.
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Based upon the close proximity of a flood plain, offsite drainage should be calculated to
determine whether a transition zone exists within the project location.

The site is located within the endangered species survey area.

Standard landscaping and tree protection will be required in accordance with LDC 25-2 and
25-8 for all development and/or redevelopment.

At this time, site specific information is unavailable regarding existing trees and other
vegetation, areas of steep slope, or other environmental features such as bluffs, springs,
canyon rimrock, caves sinkholes, and wetlands.

Under current watershed regulations, development or redevelopment on this site will be
subject to providing structural sedimentation and filtration basins with increased capture
volume and 2 year detention. Runoff from the site is required to comply with pollutant load
restrictions as specified in LDC Section 25-8-514.

At this time, no information has been provided as to whether this property has any
preexisting approvals which would preempt current water quality or Code regulations.

Transportation

Additional right-of-way (ROW) necessary for future roadway improvements within the
proposed zoning may be required during the subdivision review process or the site plan
review process.

Since the rezoning of this area is being initiated by the City of Austin through the
neighborhood planning process and does not reflect a specific development proposal, no trip
generation calculations are provided on a tract-by-tract basis for any proposed land uses as
would typically be provided.

A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) will be required during the site plan review stage for any
proposed land use that would generate over 2,000 vehicle trips per day. Additional ROW,
participation in roadway improvements, and/or limitation on development intensity may also
be recommended based on review of the TIA.

Water and Wastewater

The landowners intend to serve the site with City of Austin water and wastewater utilities.
The landowners, at own expense, will be responsible for providing the water and wastewater
utility improvements, offsite main extensions, system upgrades, utility relocations and or
abandonments required. The water and wastewater plan must be in accordance with the City
of Austin utility design criteria. The water and wastewater utility plan must be reviewed and
approved by the Austin Water Utility. All water and wastewater construction must be
inspected by the City of Austin. The landowner must pay the City inspection fee with the
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utility construction. The landowner must pay the tap and impact fee once the landowner
makes an application for a City of Austin water and wastewater utility tap permit.

Compatibility Standards

Any development which occurs in an SF-6 or less restrictive zoning district which is located
540-feet or less from property in an SF-5 or more restrictive zoning district/use will be
subject to compatibility development regulations.

Along these property lines, the following standards apply:

- No structure may be built within 25 feet of the SF-zoned property lines.

- No structure in excess of two stories or 30 feet in height may be constructed within
50 feet of the property line.

- No structure in excess of three stories or 40 feet in height may be constructed within
100 feet of the property line.

- No parking or driveways are allowed within 25 feet of the property line.

- A landscape area and/or screening is required along the property line. A fence, berm,
or dense vegetation must be provided to screen adjoining properties from views of
parking, mechanical equipment, storage, and refuse collection.

« An intensive recreational use, including a swimming pool, tennis court, ball court, or

playground, may not be constructed 50 feet or less from adjoining SF-3 property.

Additional design regulations will be enforced at the time a site plan is submitted.
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East Oak Hill Proposed Rezoning Tract Chart

[ el Teabi|
Tract | ‘ PROPERTY ADDRESS &
e I::.."‘To: ‘Iu"u.ﬂl E X ‘ M -
t ; TCAD LEGAL DESCRIPTION
y 3]
6539 W U S HY 290 (.781 AC OF LOT 3 BECKETT G K
201 311684 [ZaTare; SF-2 GR-CO-NP
11205 |5145 OLD FREDERICKSBRG RD (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON - P
202 T ACR .73)
311494 |6133 WU S HY 290 (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR .042) DR LO-NP
211506 |6038 OLD FREDERICKSBRG RD (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON R -
203 T ACR 1.703)
OLD FREDERICKSBRG RD (LOT 1 LEMENS SUBD ABS 2 SUR
311507 117 ANDERSON T ACR 1.616 *1.994AC TOTAL) ol P-NFP
372109 |5243 W U S HY 290 (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON TACR 11.01) | DR GR-MU-NP
204 372108 5251 W U S HY 290 (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON TACR 2.965) | DR GR-MU-NP
372107 5303 WU S HY 290 (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR 2.585) bR GR-MU-NP
5100 ROADRUNNER LN (104A APPROX OF LOT 3 * & .288A
205 308542 |APPROX OF LOT 4 * & ALL OF LOT 5-15 CHAPARRAL SF-2 CS-CO-MU-NP
VILLAGE)
5308 W U S 1Y 290 (5206 & 5206 1/2) (IMPS ONLY ON LOT A —
205 359396 [0 al b sUse: SF-2 CS-CO-NP
308545 |5208 WU S HY 290 (LOT A OSWALD SUBD) SF-2 CS-CO-NP
207 308554 (BOSTON LN (ABS 769 SUR 4 TRAMMELL J ACR 2.0) DR RR-NP
308551 5256 WU S HY 290 (LOT 1 KING SIZE STORAGE ADDN) DR CS-CO-NP
208
308550 |5258 W U S HY 290 (LOT 2 KING SIZE STORAGE ADDN) DR CS-CO-NP
310512 |5340 WU S HY 290 (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR 5.34) DR GR-NP
209 s10501 |3350 WU S HY 290 (E25FT OF LOT 1 BUAAS & GAGE SUBD oR CRNP
30901 |ap52 SUR 17 ACR 1.003 ANDERSON T)
5341 INDUSTRIAL OAKS BLVD (LOT 1-C * RESUB OF LOT 1A
310518 |5 « A OAK HILL INDUSTRIAL PARK SEC 2) ol Sl
Ay 310514 |5424 WU S HY 200 (LOT 1-B * RESUB OF LOT 1ABLK A * oR CRNP
LESS S .038AC OAK HILL INDUSTRIAL PARK SEC 2)
553377 |WU S HY 290 (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR 5.3150) DR GR-CO-NP
211
553376 |5526 W US HY 290 (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR 14.441)| DR GR-CO-NP

ATACHIMIN] Z



East Oak Hill Proposed Rezoning Tract Chart

Case # C14-2008-0129
Tract Pr:c‘:g S PROPERTY ADDRESS &
# p‘; TCAD LEGAL DESCRIPTION From To
1 3
557565
557566
557567, |5526 WU S HY 290 (IMPS ONLY ON ABS 2 SUR 17
557568 |ANDERSON T ACR 14.441) DR GR-CO-NP
557569
557571
211 s53380 | WU S HY 280 (LOT 10-A "LESS S103FT AV OAK ACRES o2 CRCONP
553380 foeoip)
553379 |WU S HY 290 (T 10-B *LESS S99FT AV OAK ACRES RESUB) |  SF-2 GR-CO-NP
553381 |WU S HY 280 (LOT 14-16 "LESS 596.93F T OAK ACRES) SF2 GR-CONP
553381 |5716 WU S HY 290 (LOT 14-16 “LESS S96.93FT OAKACRES) |  sF-2 GR-CO-NP
308732 |5838 WU S HY 290 (LOT 1 INTERFIRST SUBD) DR GR-CO-NP
212 -
208701 |P910 W U'S HY 290 (LOT 1 * LESS .067AC MCCROCKLIN oR CR.CONP
SUBD)
,ra 308587 |5612 S OAK BLVD (LOT 27 OAK ACRES) DR SF-3-NP
308588 |5608 S OAK BLVD (LOT 26 OAK ACRES) DR SF-3-NP
308724 |5634 W OAK BLVD (LOT 33B OAK ACRES RESUB) DR SF-2-NP
214 308727 |5624 W OAK BLVD (LOT 30 OAK ACRES) DR SF2-NP
308725 |5632 W OAK BLVD (LOT 32 OAK ACRES) DR SF-2-NP
308726 5626 W OAK BLVD (LOT 31 OAK ACRES) DR SF-2NP
6204 OAKCLAIRE DR (LOT 1A * 15T RESUB OF LOT 7 OAK
015 308666  |5ARK SUBD SEC 4) — il
6218 OAKCLAIRE DR (LOT 1B * 1ST RESUB OF LOT 1 OAK
308667  |p\RK SUBD SEC 4) DR GR-NP
208624 ang |615% W U S HY 290 (308624.L0T 3 OAK PARK SUBD SEC 4,
216 359407: IMPROVEMENT ONLY ON LOT 3 OAK PARK SUBD DR GR-CO-NP
359407 |oec g
217 308626 |6214 WU S HY 290 (LOT A OAK PARK SUBD SEC 5) DR GR-CO-NP
PATTON RANCH RD (LOT 16-18 BLK 1 OAK HILL TOWN OF
Gl 308743 |85 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR 2.331 TOTAL 13.734A) - '
5613 PATTON RANCH RD (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR
219 310576 |1.00 (HOMESTEAD)) ACREAGE SHOWN ON TCAD PLAT DR MF-1-NP
MAP: 30.00 AC, 14.43 AC, 5.00 AC, 6.68 AC)
PATTON RANCH RD (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR 90.64
220 B10S77 [ 51 SUBTRAGT 56,11 A DR LR-MU-NP
p— ZSSEJS'I;HWEST PKWY (ABS 769 SUR 4 TRAMMELL J ACR - NP
222 '
410584 1SOO£l_’Js'I'2I-)-|WEST PKWY (ABS 769 SUR 4 TRAMMELL J ACR oR oNp




East Oak Hill Proposed Rezoning Tract Chart

Case # C14-2008-0129

Tract Pr:c':; = PROPERTY ADDRESS &
# p; TCAD LEGAL DESCRIPTION From To
1 3
U] @ @)
GO-CO-NP (same
szsapt ({351 FOSTER RANCH RO (LOT29 BLKBLESS 14050AC | 56,60 | conditons in Ora. No.
223 000518-22)
GO-CO-NP(same
494781 ;ZSQEF&%TSECR%NCH RD (14.050AC OF LOT 29 BLK B I-GO-CO | conditions in Ord. No.
000518-22)
TRAVIS COUNTRY CIR (LOT 33 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2
494802 | 00 MrEn BLAT oF) I-RR SF-1-NP
224 GO-CO-NP (use is
473409 FOSTER RANCH RD (undeveloped tract) ( ABS 803 SUR 69 I-RR limited to private
WALLACE W S ACR 18.524 (1-D-1W)) educational facilities,
etc.)
6001 CERVINUS RUN (LOT 13 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2
494801 AMENDED PLAT OF) I-RR SF-1-NP
6021 CERVINUS RUN (LOT 15 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2
494793 | \MENDED PLAT OF) L IR
494849 ;(l)_(:\!?r\g\g\s LN (LOT 21 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED I-RR SF-1-NP
494800 gSIf.I\_/ICI;IFL;S RUN (LOT 14 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED I-RR SF-1-NP
494840 ;?_gqr Vo“li?s LN (LOT 30 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED I-RR SF-1-NP
3505 TRAVIS COUNTRY CIR (LOT 20 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2
494850 | A\MENDED PLAT OF) ) Sl
494845 ;C&gr \g\é?s LN (LOT 25 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED RR SF-1-NP
494839 gﬂ ?I_lfgllj;JN CT (LOT 31 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED I-RR SF-1-NP
6012 CERVINUS RUN (LOT 18 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2
225 494796 AMENDED PLAT OF) I-RR SF-1-NP
494842 ;lo_i?r \g\é?s LN (LOT 28 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED I-RR SF-1-NP
494841 ;ﬂ%&T \g\gs LN (LOT 29 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED LRR SF-1-NP
494843 ;Io.igr \g\;?s LN (LOT 27 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED RR SF-1-NP
6025 CERVINUS RUN (LOT 16 BLK AREGENTS SEC 2
494838 |6=0L§\1T Igl;)UN CT (LOT 32 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED I-RR SF-1-NP
6008 CERVINUS RUN (LOT 19 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2
494851 AMENDED PLAT OF) I-RR SF-1-NP
6020 CERVINUS RUN (LOT 17 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2
494797 AMENDED PLAT OF) I-RR SF-1-NP
494844 4032 VIVAS LN (LOT 26 BLK A REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED I.RR SF-1-NP

PLAT OF)




East Oak Hill Proposed Rezoning Tract Chart

Case # C14-2008-0129
Tract ngiﬁs 5 PROPERTY ADDRESS &
# # TCAD LEGAL DESCRIPTION From To
{) @) (3
2494836 gQ:I\Q’IgLIELéI\EI’)CT (LOT 2 BLK C * LESS .093AC REGENTS SEC I-RR SF-1-NP
e goLioT PCI"E;JN CT (LOT 1 BLK C REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED LRR .
7 [ [OOSR GOTIRIC TS A | nn | eane
494835 iﬁn()é;[?é\l:\)/lps Li?LéIN;TRY CIR (LO': 3 BLK C REGENTS SEC 2 -RR SF-1-NP
. 494860 iﬁ:é;gégf L(;?Lél:}'RY CIR (LOT 13 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
494859 iﬁ)gggé\glg Li?tél:TRY CIR (T 12 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
s 494852 i:nog';rgé\glg Li?%l::l')rRY CIR (LOT 10 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
494853 21::;;32{;/? Li.cr)Lcl)l:')l'RY CIR (LOT 11 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
494787 iﬁg{;l‘gé\glg Li?lél'\l:')l'RY CIR (LOT 9 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SFE-1-NP
. . m g Jggglps Li?%thY CIR (LOT 8 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 i Sy
494785 23;;;2;5 Li?lél:‘)l’RY CIR (LOT 6 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
494784 i‘.:f.’: J[I;{é\[\)llg Lﬁgga\'i;mv CIR (LOT 7 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 e TR
- 494777 iﬁ; Eﬁl\'ll'géﬂt\)/f Li?%!g’RY CIR (LOT 19 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
404778 iﬁnzg';rgéglg Li?LCJ)I::I')I'RY CIR (LOT 20 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
231 494830 iﬁ;)é;ggglg Li?%rgRY CIR {LOT 18 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
. 494828 I\l\Rnpé\l(llg ECDO'I;JCI;I_R; F(';‘IR {T 16 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
494829 iﬁ’g;gglps Li?%l;l‘)l‘RY CIR (LOT 17 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
233 494862 i%?g;gé\[\)llps Li?%l’;‘)l’RY CIR {LOT 15 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 I-RR SF-1-NP
e iinog h?DUEI;:DRgLL?r %\; ;LOT 3 BLK 8 REGENTS SEC 2 e .
494857 is:ﬂog h?DUE%Rgtl_JAST co\:: ;LOT 4 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 i P
o 494858 .53?_% %L'J:?RNUS CV (T 5 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED e .
494855 291_257 %L;I)ERNUS CV (T 2 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED - S
494854 gi?c?r%l;?RNus CV (T 1 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED I-RR SF-1-NP




East Oak Hill Proposed Rezoning Tract Chart

Case # C14-2008-0129
Tract Pr:pi:; -1 PROPERTY ADDRESS &
# . TCAD LEGAL DESCRIPTION From To
i) (3)
S
[ e 7 \g/;u)DR (LOT 22 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED — -
wirzg [0 \g'!:)DR (LOT 21 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED R -
= 5820 \gf:«)DR ([OT 23 BLK E REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED - i
sazsy 524 \g’ﬁ:\)DR {LOT 24 BLKB REG:E:J;I'_S- SEC 2 AM_ENDED - R S
e g?::§1 VIA DR (T 26 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED PLAT = i
waren |25 \gﬁ)DR (LOT 25 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED - P
e =800 \gf:«)DR (LOT 26 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED - P
g ga;)s VIA DR (T 27 BLK B REGENTS SEC 2 AMENDED PLAT R P
wpazzs | [AVIS COUNTRL g;n (T7 BLK D REGENTS SEC 2 - o
ssarzs |TRAVIS ECIDO':L,JLI\,l;I:rR;F('.)th (LOT 5 BLK D REGENTS SEC 2 - o
ssanzy [2801 TRAVIS Li(TJ_LéI:')I’RY CIR (LOT 2 BLK DREGENTS SECZ | | rr S
239 | spamzy |07 TRAVI Li?%l:‘)l‘RY CIR (T 1 BLK D REGENTS SEC 2 - S
warze |2008 TRAVIS ngg:)mv CIR (LOT 4 BLKD REGENTS SEC2 | | U
coany1 | RAVIS COUNTRY FC;.IR (LOT 3 BLK D REGENTS SEC 2 - o
soarzg |01 TRAVES Li?%l:‘)l’RY CIR (LOT 6 BLK D REGENTS SEC2 | | o S
240 | aosses |1908 TRALWESTORLOT ;30 BLK 6 TRAILWOOD VILLAGE - o
~e1 | 204340 thru [4404 TRAVIS COUNTRY CIR (THE WOODS OF TRAVIS - onP
304383 |COUNTRY CONDOMINIUMS AMENDED)
22 | aoszes [CAVVONWOOD DR LOT 11) BLK 8 TRAILWOOD VILLAGE - o
265 | soezm |TRALWESTOR LOT fz BLK 8 TRAILWOOD VILLAGE ONE - -
532023 16804 ROBERT DIXON DR (T 2 BLK A WESTERN OAKS Il-C) |  I-SF-2 SF-2-NP
e 22022 gz)soo ROBERT DIXON DR (LOT 1 BLK A WESTERN OAKS - | o~ 2P
Sl m— 21;04 ROBERT DIXON DR (LOT 4 BLK AWESTERN OAKS - | | 2P
c32074 gs)aoo ROBERT DIXON DR (LOT 3 BLKA WESTERN OAKS I | Sr2np




East Oak Hill Proposed Rezoning Tract Chart

Case # C14-2008-0129
Tract Pr:;‘:; = PROPERTY ADDRESS &
# - TCAD LEGAL DESCRIPTION From To
(1) 2 3
— 21) T3 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 11 BLK B WESTERN OAKS W | o> .
~32085 g; 16 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 3 BLK B WESTERN OAKS W | | P
532045 g; 05 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 9 BLK B WESTERN OAKS - | P
s22050 31) 20 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 2 BLK B WESTERN OAKS T~ | | . 2P
- g; 05 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 10 BLK B WESTERN OAKS I | | - NP
" (53; 25 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 14 BLK B WESTERN OAKS 1T | | oranp
o [ g; 04 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 6 BLK B WESTERN OAKS I | | o e
532051 21)00 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 7 BLK B WESTERN OAKS llI- L.SF-2 SF-2-NP
532054 |5112 JACOBS CREEK CT (T 4 BLK B WESTERN OAKS III-C) I-SF-2 SF-2-NP
c32053 (5:1) 08 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 5 BLK B WESTERN OAKS I | | rom
s3200 21) 21 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 13 BLK B WESTERN OAKS I | | -~ U
532057 g;m JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 1 BLK B WESTERN OAKS I | o o
~32050 (5:1)01 JACOBS GREEK CT (LOT 8 BLK B WESTERN OAKS II- | | o
e 32000 21) 17 JACOBS CREEK CT (LOT 12 BLK B WESTERN OAKS I | | P
246 | 553392 |OAKBLVD (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR 2.06) DR SF-2-NP
27 | somen |WS623U SR!-)IY 290 (LOT 1 * LESS .178AC ROSSEN & Sro2 CRNP
248 | 372103 |WU S HY 290 (ABS 2 SUR 17 ANDERSON T ACR .046) DR GR-NP
TR e e I
o | s AR eSS W OTET R | o | o
R e N I

(1) The tract number refers to the numbered tracts on the East Oak Hill Tract Maps (see attachments).
(2) Each TCAD Property ID number represents a separate property, as recorded by the Travis Central Appraisal District.

(3) The COA Addresses listed for each property are those addresses on file with the City pertaining to that property. The legal
descriptions are those on file with the Travis Central Appraisal District pertaining to that property.




C14-2008-0125 & C14-2008-0129 Attachment # 3

PROPOSED OAK HILL REZONING CONDITIONAL OVERLAY RECOMMENDATIONS

Recommendations for properties with Sensitive Environmental

Features:

LR-CO-NP (Neighborhood Commercial with a Conditional Overlay)

« This conditional overlay would prohibit the following uses within the
Critical Water Quality Zone, Water Quality Transition Zone, Critical
Environmental Feature (CEF) buffer, and/or 100-year floodplain portions of
your property:

1. Custom Manufacturing
2. Service Station

GR -CO-NP (Community Commercial with a Conditional Overlay)

» This conditional overlay (CO) would prohibit the following uses within the
Critical Water Quality Zone, Water Quality Transition Zone, Critical
Environmental Feature (CEF) buffer, and/or 100-year floodplain portions of
your property:

1. Automotive Repair Services
2. Custom Manufacturing

3. Exterminating Services

4, Service Station

Recommendations for properties with NO Sensitive Environmental

Features:

CS-CO-NP and CS-MU-CO-NP -- (Commercial Services with a
Conditional Overlay)
« The following uses will be prohibited through a conditional overlay (CO):
1. Laundry Services
2. Maintenance and Service Facilities

Other Conditional Overlays:

Tract 223 — Regents School — Conditional Overlay based on Ordinance
No. 000518-22:
¢ Under the Conditional Overlay: 1) the use of the property is limited to

private educational facilities, and all constitutionally protected uses; 2) a
100 foot building setback is required from the south property line of Lot
29 for all new structures; 3) no permanent bleachers are allowed within
the 100 foot setback from the south property line of Lot 29; and 4) no
temporary bleachers are allowed within 50 feet of the south property line

of Lot 29.

Tract 224 — Regents School — Conditional Overlay:
o The use of the property is limited to private educational facilities, and all
constitutionally protected uses.

ATTAHMNT 3



Attachment # 4

DESCRIPTION OF ZONING DISTRICTS-

This list is not exhaustive; these districts are being proposed for rezonings within the Oak Hill
Combined Neighborhood Planning Area or are commonly used throughout the city.

For more information on zoning districts and site development standards please visit:
http:/ /www.ci.austin.td.us/zoning/library.htm

For more information regarding the Oak Hill Combined Planning Process please visit:
www.ci.austin.tx.us/zoning/oak_hill.htm

Residential Districts

RR — Rural Residence district is intended for a low density residential use on a lot that is a minimum of
one acre. An RR district designation may be applied to a use in an area for which rural characteristics are
desired or an area whose terrain or public service capacity require low density.

SF-1 — Single Family Residence Large Lot district is intended for a low density single-family residential
use on a lot that is a minimum of 10,000 square feet. An SF-1 district designation may be applied to a use
on land with sloping terrain or environmental limitations that preclude standard lot size or to a use in an
existing residential development on a lot that is 10,000 square feet or more.

SF-2 — Single Family Residence Standard Lot district is intended for a moderate density single-family
residential use on a lot that is a minimum of 5,750 square feet. An SF-2 district designation may be applied
to a use in an existing single-family neighborhood that has moderate sized lots or to new development of
single-family housing on lots that are 5,750 square feet or more.

SF-3 -- Family Residence district is intended as an area for moderate density single-family residential
use, with a minimum lot size of 5,750 square feet. Duplex use is permitted under development standards
that maintain single-family neighborhood characteristics. This district is appropriate for existing single-family
neighborhoods having typically moderate sized lot patterns, as well as for development of additional family
housing areas with minimum land requirements.

SF-6 — Townhouse and Condominium Residence district is intended as an area for moderate density
single family, duplex, two family, townhouse, and condominium use. SF-6 is appropriate in selected areas
where a transition from single-family to multifamily use is appropriate.

MF-1 — Multifamily Residence Limited Density district is intended for multifamily use with a maximum
density of up to 17 units per acre, depending on unit size. An MF-1 district designation may be applied to a
use in a residential neighborhood that contains a mixture of single family and multifamily uses or in an area
for which limited density multifamily use is desired. An MF-1 district may be used as a transition between a
single family and higher intensity uses.

MF-2 -- Multifamily Residence Low Density district is the designation for a multifamily use with a
maximum density of up to 23 units per acre. An MF-2 district designation may be applied to a use in a
multifamily residential area located near single-family neighborhoods or in an area for which low-density
multifamily use is desirable.

MF-3 -- Multifamily Residence Medium Density district is intended to accommodate multifamily use
with a maximum density of up to 36 units per acre. This district is appropriate for multifamily residential
areas located near supporting transportation and commercial facilities, generally in more centrally located
areas, and in other selected areas where medium density multifamily use is desirable.

MF-4 - Multifamily Residence Moderate-High Density district is intended to accommodate
multifamily and group residential use with a maximum density of 36 to 54 units per acre, depending on unit
size. This district is appropriate for moderate-high density housing in centrally located areas near supporting
transportation and commercial facilities, in areas adjoining downtown Austin and major institutional or
employment centers, and in other selected areas where moderate-high density multifamily use is desirable.

AITACHMZWT Y



Attachment # 4

MH — Mobile Home Residence district is intended for a mobile home residence park and mobile home
subdivision use. An MH use is subject to standards that promote a residential environment and compatibility
with adjoining family residence neighborhoods.

Commercial Districts

NO — Neighborhood Office district is the designation for a small office use that serves neighborhood or
community needs, is located in or adjacent to a residential neighborhood and on a collector street that has a
width of 40 feet or more, and does not unreasonably affect traffic. An office in an NO district may contain
not more than one use. Site development regulations applicable to an NO district use are designed to
preserve compatibility with existing neighborhoods through renovation and modernization of existing
structures.

LO - Limited Office district is the designation for an office use that serves neighborhood or community
needs and that is located in or adjacent to residential neighborhoods. An office in an LO district may contain
one or more different uses. Site development regulations and performance standards applicable to an LO
district use are designed to ensure that the use is compatible and complementary in scale and appearance
with the residential environment.

GO - General Office district is the designation for offices and selected commercial uses predominantly
serving community or citywide needs, such as medical or professional offices.

LR -- Neighborhood Commercial district is intended for neighborhood shopping facilities that provide
limited business services and office facilities predominately for the convenience of residents of the
neighborhood.

GR -- Community Commercial district is the designation for an office or other commercial use that
serves neighborhood and community needs and that generally is accessible from major traffic ways.

CS -- General Commercial Services district is intended predominately for commercial and industrial
activities of a service nature having operating characteristics or traffic service requirements generally
incompatible with residential environments.

CS-1 — Commer<cial Liquor Sales district is intended predominately for commercial and industrial
activities of a service nature having operating characteristics or traffic service requirements generally
incompatible with residential environments, and also includes liquor sales as a permitted use,

CH - Commercial Highway Services district is intended predominately for major mixed use
developments of a service nature which typically have operating and traffic generation characteristics
requiring location at the intersection of state maintained highways, excluding scenic arterials. High
residential densities are expected. Site development regulations and performance standards contained in this
chapter are intended to ensure adequate access to and from all uses, and to permit combinations of office,
retail, commercial, and residential uses within a single development,

Industrial Districts

LI - Limited Industrial Services district is the designation for a commercial service use or limited
' manufacturing use generally located on a moderately sized site.,

Special Purpose Districts

DR — Development Reserve district is intended for a temporary use or a use that will not commit land
to a particular use pattern or intensity. A DR district designation may be applied to a use located on land for
which: adequate public services or facilities are not available; economic, demographic, and geographic data
is not available; or, land use and urban development policies have not been completed.



Aftachment # 4

P -- Public district is the designation for a governmental, civic, public service, or public institution use. A P
district designation may be applied to a use located on property used or reserved for a civic or public
institutional purpose or for a major public facility, regardless of ownership of the land on which the use is
located.

Overlay Districts

CO -- Conditional Overlay combining district may be applied in combination with any base district.
The district is intended to provide flexible and adaptable use or site development regulations by requiring
standards tailored to individual properties.

MU -- Mixed Use combining district is intended for combination with selected base districts, in order to
permit any combination of office, retail, commercial, and residential uses within a single development. Allows
development of all types of residential uses, including single-family residential, multifamily residential, and
townhomes. ’

NPCD or (NP)-Neighborhood Plan combining district is a zoning overlay used to implement a
neighborhood plan that has been adopted by City Council and to allow certain special “infill” options. The
term infill refers to “filling in” vacant parceis of land within a neighborhood. These infill options are only
available when approved as part of an NPCD. Each adopted Neighborhood Plan area is able to establish its
own NPCD. For some of the infill options, their location must be specified, but other infill proposals can be
applied neighborhood-wide. The infill options available in the NPCD include Mixed Use Buildings, Cottage
Lots, Small Lot Amnesty, Corners Stores, Secondary Apartments, Neighborhood Urban Center, Residential
Infill, and Urban Homes.
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ieichborhood Pianning and Zoning Dep
Box 1088

Attn: Minal Bhakta

e voted "i obiject" to the zoning/rezoning redguest
mplement a nsighborhcod plan as I do not helieve
tc he a proper tims ‘ov such an undertaking with
nstabilitv of Austin's, the United States’ and the
S sconomy.
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s e
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D

one nas empioyees and work is being performed, I do
think it wise to attemot to forece these people from
community and particuiarly through raegulations.

y of the activities defined zs undesirable are being
ulated through federal regulations and are needsd

v

L
ices. ~ do not know of any of these activities
ng poliutsd the various water guality zones in this
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When ¢cne att inst
greater harm to the
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probabilities
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Thank vyou,

WMQW

Mavzell and Charles T. Ramsey

mr/
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PLANNING COMMISSION COMMENT FORM - ,

File # C14-2008-0125 Planning Commission Hearing Date: July 8, 2008
# C14-2008-0129 !

Comments:

You may also send your written comments to the Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department, P. O.
Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767-8835. Attn: Minal Bhakta

Name (please print) (%’?j / 2 54 7%‘4 "af— 0O Iamin favor
VSR, (Estoy de acuerdo)
Address /200 F/V”'? éfé/e, I object oo
7 f 7 ‘3 é (No estoy de acuerdo)

INFORMATION ON PUBLIC HEARINGS

The Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department has filed an application for zoning/ rezoning to
implement a neighborhood plan. This notice has been mailed to you because City Ordinance requires
that all property owners, registered environmental or neighborhood organizations and utility service
addresses located within 500 feet of a proposed development be notified that an application for
development has been filed.

This request for zoning/rezoning will be reviewed and acted upon at two public hearings: First, before the
Planning Commission and then before the City Council. After a public hearing, the Planning Commission
reviews and evaluates City staff recommendation and public input and then sends its own
recommendation on the zoning/rezoning request to the City Council. Meeting dates and locations are
shown on this notice.
[f you have any questions conceming this notice, please contact the City of Austin Neighborhood
Planning and Zoning Department at the number shown on the first page. If you would like to express
your support or opposition to this request, you may do so in several ways:

* by attending the Planning Commission hearing and conveying your concerns at that meeting

by writing to the Planning Commission, using the form provided on the previous page
* by writing to the city contact, listed on the previous page -

\s a property owner or interested party within 500 feet, you are not required to attend these hearings, but
f you do attend, you will be given an opportunity to speak FOR or AGAINST the change. Applicants
nd/or their agents are expected to attend.

‘ou may also wish to contact any neighborhood or environmental organizations that have expressed an
iterest in cases affecting your neighborhood.
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P.0. Box 91373
Austin, TX 78709-1373
bttp://westcreekna.org/

October 22, 2008

City of Austin
P. O. Box 1088
Austin, Texas 78767

RE: “AD” Rezoning of 6110 Hill Forest//Westcreek on East Oak Hill FLUM Map
Dear Mayor, City Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

We oppose any change zoning on the property labeled “AD” in the middle of our
neighborhood, at 6110 Hill Forest Drive, 78749 (Legal description of property: Lot 22,
Blk E, Westcreek Sec 1, Amended), from SF-3—Low Density [Listed in Volume 5188;
Page 1118-1127 of the first filing of Westcreek Deed Restrictions] to SF-6—High
Density listed on the proposed FLUM.

Attached is a copy of a resolution by the Executive Committee of the Westcreek
Neighborhood Association, which was approved unanimously back in July, before we
met with the City Planning Commission. We continue to request that the FLUM as
presented in May 2008 not be approved as presented. This FLUM creates significant
changes in land use that are incompatible with our neighborhood, including increasing
traffic on several already problematic roadways. Since we originally presented this
Resolution, the Brush Country extension was removed from the FLUM.

Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property approached the Westcreek
Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Density. The vote
then was a unanimous “no”. This property is in the middle of a 1- and 2-story, low-
density, single-family home neighborhood. It is also on the main street to Patton
Elementary, and many children walk down this street every day to school. We think this
change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our neighborhood, it
will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school. The additional
traffic created by such a high-density development is unacceptable. Representatives of
the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and other city administrators in 2005 to
air various complaints, including traffic problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill
Forest. When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that traffic by
Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been approved.

Westcreek is home to a diverse mix of professional and working class families and
individuals, and is one of the greatest places to live in Austin. More than 10 years ago,
the membership of our neighborhood association charged the Executive Committee with
the task of championing causes related to our neighborhood to preserve the quality of life



in our subdivision and to maintain our property values. The proposed FLUM will erode
this quality of life by creating uses incompatible with a neighborhood, unless the Hill
Forest property is left at its original low-density designation.

The Planning Commission agreed with us in July, voting to leave the property at its

current zoning of SF-3—Low Density. We are asking you to consider the weight of this
decision, and how it will affect the lifestyle and values of our neighborhood.

Sincerely,

# VI
Ly VRN
.r"-/h,' *‘—"”‘——_\_\_ - o , \".
r” L™ e
Chris Schexnayder, Alicia Ortiz,
President Member-at-Large, Place 1

cc: Dora. Anguiano(@ci.austin.tx.us
cc: Maureen Meredith



Westcreek@Neighborhood

ASSOCIATION

P.O. Box 91373
Austin, TX 78709-1373
http://westcreekna.org/

July 3, 2008

Resolution In Opposition to the May 14, 2008 Future L.and Use Map
designed by City of Austin staff as of May 7, 2008

WHEREAS: Westcreek Neighborhood Association (WNA), as part of The Oak Hill
Association of Neighborhoods, has been involved with the Neighborhood Planning
Process since 2005;

WHEREAS: The May 2008 Future Land Use Map (FLUM) as developed by city staff
results in large areas of residential disconnected from goods and services;

WHEREAS: The May 2008 FLUM produces land uses which encourages continuous
commercial construction patterns;

WHEREAS: The May 2008 FLUM recommends use levels below the uses that exist
today for some commercial properties;

WHEREAS: The May 2008 FLUM recommends land uses that are incompatible and
inconsistent with the neighborhood and the schools located within neighborhoods;

BE IT RESOLVED THAT: The Westcreek Neighborhood Association, along with the
Oak Hill Association of Neighborhoods, requests Planning Commission and Austin City
Council members not approve the May 2008 FLUM as depicted by staff;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: Changes to the FLUM be made to
encourage less auto dependency by strategically designating uses consistent with retail,
restaurant, indoor entertainment and active recreation land uses;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: WNA would support a City Ordinance to
allow for the Transfer of Development Rights within the Oak Hill Neighborhood
Planning Area to facilitate the goals of protecting existing open space, and provide active
recreation facilities;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: The zoning for the property at 6110 Hill
Forest Drive in Westcreek not be allowed to increase in density to greater than SF3-Low
Density;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: The properties along Old Fredericksburg
Road remain at LO;



AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: The extension of Brush Country to Monterey
Oaks be removed from the Oak Hill Neighborhood Plan and FLUM.

ADOPTED: 07/03/08

Signed Date 07/03/08

Alicia Ortiz, Vice President

Signed Date 07/03/08

Chris Schexnayder, Secretary
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent; Tuesday, July 08, 2008 2:56 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins
Cc: Rusthoven, Jerry, Bhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: Westcreek Neighborhood Proposals

From: direev@aol.comjupiliaisisssmSaninnssc]
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2008 2:47 PM

To: Anguiano, Dora _
Subject: Westcreek Neighborhood Proposals
Ms. Anguiano,

I recently became aware of three proposals effecting the Westcreek nieghborhood. As a current resident
and former boardmember of the Westcreek Neighborhood Association, I would like to express my
interests in these.

Re: Rezoning 6110 Hill Forest Lane to High Density Single Family. I oppose this if it means a 3 story
structure. Such a structure would be the only such actually inside the neighborhood and thus
incongruent, would be unsightly and possibly adversely effect property values. Other apartment
complexes that are 3 storied all lie on the fringe of the neighborhood. I would withdraw my opposition if
the structure is 2 storied as is the apartment complex immediately adjacent to the property.

Re: Extension of Brush Country Road to Monterry Oaks. I firmly oppose this. "Cut through" traffic
from William Cannon Blvd to Hwy 290 is bad enough as it is. There is a real speeding problem that
materially endangers residents and children, especially those attending Patton Elementary School. 1
cannot see how extending Brush Country would alleviate this in any way.

Re: Zoning Old Fredericksburg Road to commercial. I have no opposition to this change.

I intend to attend the Planning Commission Hearing this evening to give voice to these comments.
Please forward to Planning Commissioners.

Thank you.

David L. Reeve

The Famous, the infamous, the lame - in your browser. Get the TMZ Toolbar Now!

7/8/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: - Tuesday, July 08, 2008 2:57 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins
Cc: Rusthoven, Jerry; Rhoades, Wendy; Haywood, Carol

Subject: FW: Westcreek Zoning Changes

From: austinclean@acl.com -
Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2008 2:56 PM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: Westcreek Zoning Changes

Ms. Anguiano,
As a resident of the Westcreek Neighborhood, I have jst learned of the proposed zoning changes.

I oppose the High Density Single Family zoning change for 6110 Hill Forest Lane. It would be the
ONLY 3 story building in the middle of the neighorhood.

I oppose extending Brush Country to Monterry Oaks. Non-resident traffic between William Cannon and
Highway 290 is already bad. This would only worsen it. I already fear for pedestrians and children who
walk these streets.

The two proposals above would negatively impact the property value of my home.

I have no problem rezoning Old Fredericksburg Road.
I will be at the Planning Commission Meeting tonight and desire to be allowed to speak.
Please forward to Planning Commissioners.

Grace Menchaca.

The Famous, the infamous, the lame - in your browser. Get the TMZ Toolbar Now!

7/8/2008



MESA ENGINEERING

ENVIRONMENTALLY CONSCIOUS CIVIL ENGINEERING
8103 Kirkham Drive
Austin, Texas 78736
(512) 799-7998
Fax: (512) 288-1454

August 4, 2008

Austin City Council
City of Austin

PO Box 1088
Austin, TX 78767

Re: Oak Hill Neighborhood Planning Effort

Dear City Council:

A show of hands determined the land uses for over a dozen parcels at a recent Neighborhood
Planning Meeting in Oak Hill. The majority of the people attending the meeting were
landowners. The majority of the land use intensities increased because of this “vote”. Is this the
way proper planning should be done? Should the landowners themselves be the ones making the
decisions as to what the density of their parcels should be? Thls is a major issue that needs to be
resolved before the FLUM is put up for discussion on the 8™ of August.

The second major issue concerning this FEUM is what it means for development in SW Austin —
In the Barton Springs Zone and over the Drinking Water Protection Watershed. The Future Land
Use Map proposes a strip sprawl vision similar to IH 35 North with enough allowed density to
equal one half of the multifamily housing that exists in the entire Austin / Round Rock metro
area and over twice the commercial, retail and office than exists in all of the Austin / Round
Rock metro area combined. Yes, some of this will not be developed fully however — How is this

an appropriate justification for showing these proposed land use increases over the Barton
Springs Zone and the Drinking Water Protection Watershed?

City Planning Staff told us in Oak Hill that we needed a new extra intensely developed
community center, and that surrounding this “city center” is lesser intensity development. This
is not what the FLUM shows. Compare the existing Zoning Map (attached) with the Proposed
FLUM (attached). All of the brown along US 290, SH 71 and SW Parkway is a higher intensity
land use than the red commercial land use at the intersection of Mopac and US290. The vast
majority of parcels in the entire planning area have changed color to denser, more intensely
developable land uses. How did this happen?

What this FLUM proposes is “ultra-dense” strip development along every major roadway in Oak
Hill. Even the fully developed William Canon corridor has numerous parcels that have increased
their allowed development intensity. Throughout the rest of the region, there is no distinction
between the intensity of the roadway strip development and any intersection, except for the land
immediately around the MOPAC/ US 290 interchange — which is a lower intensity than the
proposed brown development land uses!

What has resulted is a proposed Future Land Use Map (FLUM) that is totally out of touch with
Austin’s land use planning history and nearly two decades of land development and planning in



Austin City Council -
Page 2 of 4

the region. The result has been a significant increase in the maximum possible build out
development intensity and density for this area in direct contradiction to City goals.

This is very easy to see when comparing the two maps. The key is that the higher density, more
intensive development land uses are progressively listed in the legend going from left to right
and top to bottom. (Generally all - except for the civic, open space and Ag uses listed at the far
right of the legends on these two maps). For example: the brown colors are higher density and
have greater intensity of development than the red and pink colors.

Now the last thing that you should consider: the procedures used at the planning meeting
mentioned in the first paragraph have very significant legal questions that need to be answered.
This 1s certainly not a fair practice to use for determining land use — it could very well be
determined to not be a legal practice as well.

Therefore, I respectfully request:

1) That the FLUM be disqualified from consideration.

2) That the City performs an analysis on any land use changes proposed for the Barton
Springs Zone and the Drinking Water Protection Watershed to analyze how the proposed
land use changes would affect density, intensity and water quality.

3) That the Environmental Board be required to vote on any changes to land use plans in the
Barton Springs Zone and the Drinking Water Protection Watershed.

WY
Sincerely, SO OF rg‘?&'
56%/ SRETON
% % rs*g
‘9 5 wg
Bruce Melton, P.E. (’CENS??' e"
.36, Fhegpacs® ‘\G?
ONA};Sg'p
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: Tuesday, Cctober 21, 2008 9:09 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins
Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: OCAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES

From: Steve Thornton =
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2008 10:06 PM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES

*Please distribute to all members of the Planning Commision*

October 20, 2008

OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we’re not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110 Hill
Forest Drive, 78749. Several years ago, the owners of the above-pamed property approached the
Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Density Residential.
The vote then was a unanimous "no”.

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood. It is also on
the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk down this street every day to school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our neighborhood, it will
also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school. The additional traffic created by such a
high-density development is unacceptable. Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby
Futrell and other city administrators in 2005 to air various complaints, including traffic problems on
Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest. When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of
that traffic by Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They agreed
with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the FLUM
has not changed. We want you to see the value of our wonderful neighborhood before you just sign off
on another "rezoning designation”.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes, tniplexes, and a
four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy neighborhood. I understand the
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desire to build around the protected trees necessitates clustered development. What I don't understand is
the necessity of putting 21 units on this property with 3-story structures looming over our 1- and 2-story
homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would we accept it
now? I would like to continue to work with the agent in trying to arrive at a fewer number of units,
having approximately the same unit size and height as the single family dwellings as the surrounding
neighborhood homes, thus providing a better transition from the rows of mostly two-story duplexes
which abut the site on two sides, and the surrounding single family homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet
on the other two sides.

Think about our neighborhood and our children.
Sincerely,

Steve, Phuong and Kelly Thornton, Westcreek residents

Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com

10/21/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: Tuesday, Cctober 21, 2008 9:10 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Ce: Arzola, Sylvia; Rhoades, Wendy
Subject: FW: 6110 Hill Forest Drive

From: R. Mayfield

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2008 10:13 PM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: 6110 Hill Forest Drive

Please distribute to the mayor and all council members, planning commission, and planning staff, thank
you.
TITLE:

"NQO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek!

October 20, 2008

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES

Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:
You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110 Hill
Forest Drive, 78749, Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property approached the
Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Density Residential.
The vote then was a unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood. It is also on
the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk down this street every day to school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our neighborhood, it will
also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school. The additional traffic created by such a
high-density development 1s unacceptable. Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby
Futrell and other city administrators in 2005 to air various complaints, including traffic problems on
Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest. When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of
that traffic by Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been approved.

10/21/2008
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When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They agreed
with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the FLUM
has not changed. We want you to see the value of our wonderful neighborhood before you just sign off
on another "“rezoning designation" .

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes, triplexes, and a
four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy neighborhood. This is not

something I want near my home, and I want the value of my home protected.
Think about our neighborhood and our children.

Sincerely,

Robin Mayfield, D.C.
www.naturalvitaminreviews.com

10/21/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent:  Tuesday, October 21, 2008 9:18 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Cc: Rhoades, Wendy
Subject: FW: "NQO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek!

From: Jim Stutsman

Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2008 8:21 AM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek!

Hello Dora Anquiano,

Below is a copy for you of the message my neighbors and I have sent to City Council and I ask that you give copies
to other members of the planning commission. I personally want our little neighbor hood left alone, and am tired
of constantly having to explain to commissions and councils what is best for me and my neighborhood.

MESSAGE:

QOctober 20, 2008

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110 Hill Forest Drive,
78749. Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property approached the Westcreek Executive
Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Density Residential. The vote then was a unanimous

no .

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood. It is also on the main
street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk down this street every day to school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our neighborhood; it will also create
a risk for elementary students on their way to school. The additional traffic created by such a high-density
development is unacceptable. Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and other city
administrators in 2005 to air various complaints, including traffic problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill
Forest. When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that traffic by Patton Elementary, she said
this street routing should never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They agreed with us, and
voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the FLUM has not changed. We
want you to see the value of our wonderful neighborhood before you just sign off on another "rezoning
designation”.

10/21/2008
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Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes, triplexes, and a four-plex
as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy neighborhood. I understand the desire to build around
the protected trees necessitates clustered development. What I don't understand is the necessity of putting 21
units on this property with 3-story structures lcoming over our 1- and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would we accept it now? I
would like to continue to work with the agent in trying to arrive at a fewer number of units, having approximately
the same unit size and height as the single family dwellings as the surrounding neighborhood homes, thus
providing a better transition from the rows of mostly two-story duplexes which abut the site on two sides, and the
surrounding single family homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet on the other two sides.

Think about our neighborhcod and cur children.

Sincerely,
Jim Stutsman, LC{C

10/21/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2008 9:18 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Cc: Rhoades, Wendy
Subject: FW: NO to 6110 REZONE IN WESTCREEK

From: E Hayden
Sent: Tuesday, Octcber 21, 2008 8:27 AM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: NO to 6110 REZONE IN WESTCREEK

October 20, 2008

Dear Ms. Aguiano and all members of the Planning Commission:

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110 Hill
Forest Drive, 78749. Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property approached the
Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Density Residential.
The vote then was a2 unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood. It is also on
the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk down this street every day to school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our neighborhood, it will
also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school. The additional traffic created by such a
high-density development is unacceptable. Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby
Futrell and other city administrators in 2005 to air various complaints, including traffic problems on
Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest. When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of
that traffic by Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They agreed
with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the FLUM
has not changed. We want you to see the value of our wonderful neighborhood before you just sign off
on another "rezoning designation”.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes, triplexes, and a
four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy neighborhood. I understand the

desire to build around the protected trees necessitates clustered development. What 1 don’t understand is
the necessity of putting 21 units on this property with 3-story structures looming over our 1- and 2-story

10/21/2008
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homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would we accept it
now? I would like to continue to work with the agent in trying to arrive at a fewer number of units,
having approximately the same unit size and height as the single family dwellings as the surrounding
neighborhood homes, thus providing a better transition from the rows of mostly two-story duplexes
which abut the site on two sides, and the surrounding single family homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet
on the other two sides.

Think about our neighborhood and our children.

Sincerely,
Eileen Hayden

10/21/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent:  Tuesday, October 21, 2008 9:21 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Smail; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins
Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: Please vote a heartfelt "NO" to rezoning 6110 Hill Forest in Westcreek

From: Andrew Barlow freitevisaseaharn@urnaemme
Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2008 9:20 AM

To: Anguiano, Dora
Subject: Please vote a heartfelt "NO” to rezoning 6110 Hill Forest in Westcreek

Ms. Anguiano,

I am writing to express my family's concern about a proposed zoning change in our neighborhood. 1
hope you will share this with all members of the decision-making chain including the Mayor, Council
Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff.

We have lived in the Westcreek neighborhood for more than eight years and have found it a wonderful
place to raise our children and live simply in a reasonably quiet setting. The cut-through traffic that
sometimes races along Summerset and Hill Forest is an issue, but we've educated our kids on safe street
crossing and hope for the best.

We are very, very concerned that the high-density development proposed for 6110 Hill Forest Drive
(78749) will entirely disrupt the character of our neighborhood and increase the risk to our children by
increasing traffic density and compromising the overall esthetic of the neighborhood.

We're probably a little old-fashioned im that our children walk to and from school at Patton Elementary
and Clint Small Middle, but the relative safety of our neighborhood allows us to perpetuate a practice
that ts not only eco-friendly, but also helps develop their independence.

Allowing this zoning change would lead to, for lack of a better word, a turd in the punchbowl of
our sleepy neighborhood; a high-density, three-story eyesore that would hammer our home values,
disrupt the relative calm and threaten our children. We hope you will agree with us and vote
unanimously to reject the agent's request.

Sincerely,
Andrew & Trina Barlow.

andrew barlow | austin, tx
barlandrew @gmail.com | c: 512.297.3662

10/21/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent:  Tuesday, October 21, 2008 3:46 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Ce: Rhoades, Wendy
Subject: FW: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek

From: Sutton, Sean [

Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2008 3:33 PM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek

Please distribute this to all of the member of the Planning Commission:

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST QAK HILL REZONINGPROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not
backing down. Please follow the link below to an article that was written
in the Statesman about our neighborhood just a month ago. We should be
doing all we can as a City to maintain neighborhoods like this, and to help
more neighborhoods become this way in our City; especially during these
troubling times when a return to family and a community mentality is so
desperately needed.

http.//www.statesman.com/business/content/business/stories/statesmanhomes/08/17/0817 neighborhood. html

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our
netghborhood, at 6110 Hill Forest Drive, 78749. Several years ago,
the owners of the above-named property approached the Westcreek
Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High
Density Residential. The vote then was a unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-
family home neighborhood. It is also on the main street to Patton
Elementary, and many children walk down this street every day to
school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the
essence of our neighborhood, it will also create a risk for

elementary students on their way to school. The additional traffic
created by such a high-density development is unacceptable.
Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and
other city administrators in 2005 to air various complaints,

including traffic problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest.
When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that
traffic by Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should
never have been approved.

10/21/2008



When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the
Planning Commission. They agreed with us, and voted to leave the
property on Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the

FLUM has not changed. We want you to see the value of our wonderful

neighborhood before you just sign off on another "rezoning designation”.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a
plan for 21 duplexes, triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a
two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy neighborhood. | understand
the desire to build around the protected trees necessitates clustered
development. What | don't understand is the necessity of putting 21
units on this property with 3-story structures kooming over our 1-
and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in
the past, why would we accept it now? | would like to continue to
work with the agent in trying to arrive at a fewer number of units,
having approximately the same unit size and height as the single
family dwellings as the surrounding neighborhood homes, thus
providing a better transition from the rows of mostly two-story
duplexes which abut the site on two sides, and the surrounding single
family homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet on the other two sides.

Think about our neighborhood and our children.

Sincerely,
{your name here)

Sean Sutton, P.E., CFM
Project Manager |
Direct: 512.457.7745

Page 2ot 2

As of October 6, 2008, my e-mail will change to SeaaEaliovrENSSSmIBWM. Plcase update your address books accordingly.

TCB

400 W. t5th Street, Suite 500
Austin, Tx. 78701

T. 512-472-4519 F: 512-472-7519
www.tcb.aecom.com

The information contained in this transmission is a confidential communication intended for the use of the individual or entity named above. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby nolified that any disseminalion, distribution, or copying of this communication is

strictly prohibited.

b% Please consider the envirenment before printing this e-mail.

10/21/2008



Rhoades, Wendx

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2008 4:12 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Cc: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek!

————— Original Message---—-—-

From: John Reynolds Yeaeesuimesiniaseniipyeis
Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2008 4:10 PM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek!

October 21, 2008

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OQAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES (Please distribute to
all of the members of the Planning Commission)

Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:
You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of cur neighborhood, at 6110
Hill Forest Drive, 78745. Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property
approached the Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to
High Density Residential. The vote then was a unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single- family home
neighborhood. It is also on the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk
down this street every day to school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school.
The additional traffic

created by such a high-density development is unacceptable.

Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and other city
administrators in 2005 to air varicus complaints,

including traffic problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest.

When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that traffic by Patton
Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They
agreed with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original
designation. However, the FLUM has not changed. We want you to see the value of our
wonderful neighborhood before you just sign off on another "rezoning designation® .

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes,
triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy
neighborhood. I understand the desire to build around the protected trees necessitates
clustered development. What I don't understand is the necessity of putting 21 units on
this property with 3-story structures looming over our 1- and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height inthe past, why would
we accept it now? I would like to continue to work with the agent in trying to arrive at a
fewer number of units, having approximately the same unit size and height as the single
family dwellings as the surrounding neighborhocd homes, thus providing a better transition
from the rows of mostly two-story duplexes which abut the site on two sides, and the
surrounding single family homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet on the other two sides.



Think about our neighborhood and our children.
Sincerely,

John Reymnolds
4703 White Elm Drive
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 9:47 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins
Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: FLUM: 6110 Hill Forest Drive

From: Heidi Herndon

Sent: Tuesday, Cctober 21, 2008 10:14 PM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: FLUM: 6110 Hill Forest Drive

Dear Ms. Anguianc and Honorable Members of the Austin Planning Commission:

I am writing to express my opposition to a change in zoning at 6110 Hill Forest Drive, in the Westcreek
neighborhood. A high-density development at that location would have a direct impact on the safety of the
children at Patton Elementary School, where my daughter is a student. Hill Forest is a main route for parents
dropping their kids off an their way to work, as well as commuters traveling to 290. The additional vehicles
generated by a high-density development would create a traffic nightmare on both Westcreek Drive and Hill
Forest. Fewer cars mean less potential for an tragic incident involving a child. My daughter is on the Patton
Safety Patrol, and often works the Westcreek Drive crosswalk, which brings this issue especially close to home.

In addition, a change in zoning would allow high-density development which is out of character for our area.

Yes, there are duplexes nearby, but nothing like the density and height that is proposed. I'm a single mom, and 1
work hard to raise my child, while maintaining my home and protecting its value. I'm proud to live in this
neighborhood. Westcreek is a great place to call home. Please vote against a2 change in zoning at 6110 Hill
Forest to keep it that way!

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Heidi Hemdon

Want to read Hotmail messages in Outlook? The Wordsmiths show you how. Learn Now

10/22/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent:  Wednesday, October 22, 2008 9:47 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atking
Cc: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: Please, a resounding "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek! (10/21/2008)

From: jaynicholson@marekbros.com [nienimsishelasm@werehbrowmensi

Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2008 5:12 PM

To: Nicholsontxa@Yahoo.com; Nicholsontx@Hotmail.com

Subject: Please, a resounding "NO” to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek! (10/21/2008)

RE: QAK HILL FLUM, EAST QAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not
backing down.

We as a community oppose any change of Land Use on a propenrty in

the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110 Hill Forest Drive, 78749.

Several years ago (say ... 19987), the owners of the above-named property approached
the Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning

to High Density Residential. The vote then was a unanimous "no”.

This propenty is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-

family home neighborhood. It is also on the main street to Patton
Elementary, and many, many children walk down this street every day to
school, these days often when it is still dark in the mornings.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the

essence of our neighborhood, it will also create a risk for

elementary students on their way to school. The additional traffic

created by such a high-density development - and perhaps a younger, single, typical apartment dweller
drivers who, as newcomers to our neighborhood, may be less inclined to consider the many many children who
walk to school every day, early in the dark mornings - is personally and civically unacceptable tous as a
neighborhood group.

Representatives of the WNA maet with City Manager Toby Futrell and

other city administrators in 2005 to air various complaints,

including traffic problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest.

When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that

traffic by Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should

never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the

Planning Commission. They agreed with us, and voted to leave the
property on Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the

FLUM has not changed. We want you to see the value of our wonderful
neighborhood before you just sign off on another *rezoning designation”.
If it is convenient and helpful for you, | can forward you some photographs

10/22/2008



of this street and even a variety of vista throughout our quiet neighborhood.

Simply contact me via e-mail or my residence and | will be happy to oblige.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a
plan for 21 duplexes, triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a
two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy neighborhood. | understand
the desire to build around the protected trees necessitates clustered
development. What | don't understand is the necessity of putting 21
units on this property with 3-story structures looming over our 1-
and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in
the past, why would we accept it now? | would like to continue to
work with the agent in trying to arrive at a fewer number of units,
having approximately the same unit size and height as the single
family dwellings as the surrounding neighborhood homes, thus
providing a better transition from the rows of mostly two-story
duplexes which abut the site on two sides, and the surrounding single
tamily homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet on the other two sides.

Please think about our neighborhood and our children.

Respectfully,

Jay D. Nicholson Family
6108 Smith Oak Trail
Austin, Texas 78749-1362
(512) 899-8388

10/22/2008
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Rhoades, Wendx

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 4:23 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Cc: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: NO to Rezoning 6110 Hill Forest 78749

————— Original Message-----

From: ahuber3@austin.rr.com [k eyereureENtmnamyye
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 4:1% PM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: NO to Rezoning 6110 Hill Forest 78749

Regarding the re-zoning of the property at 6110 Hill Forest Drive, 78749:

Several years age, the owners of the above-named property approached the Westcreek
Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Density Residential,
The vote then was a unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a one and two-story, low-density, single-family home
neighborheocod. It is also on the main street to Patton Elementary School, and many children
walk down this street every day to school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school.
The additional traffic created by such a high-density development is unacceptable.

Inaddition, the increase in density will make for more crowding at our two neighborhood
schools (Patton and Small). -

Representatives of the Westcreek Neighborhood Association met with City Manager Toby
Futrell and other city administrators in 2005 to air varicus complaints, including traffic
problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest.

When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that traffic by Pdtton
Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July 2008, we presented our case to the Planning Commission.
They agreed with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original
designation. However, the FLUM has not changed. We do not want the value of our wonderful
neighborhood destroyed. Please consider this before you just sign off on another
"rezoning designation". .

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes,
triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy
neighborhood. we do not see the necessity of putting 21 units on this property with 3-
story structures looming over our 1- and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would
we accept it now?

PLEASE Think about our neighborhood and our children.
Sincerely,

Douglas W. and Anne M. Huber
Residents since 1991



Rhoades, Wendy

—

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 9:29 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: Please distribute to all the members of the planning commission

————— Original Message-----

From: mcclenon@math.utexas.edu ey EiRunewi i

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 7:29 AM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: Please distribute to all the members of the planning commission

No for rezoning of 6110 Hill Forest

October 20, 2008

RE: QOAK HILL FLUM, EAST QAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:
¥You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110
Hill Forest Drive, 78749. Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property
approached the Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to
High Density Residential. The vote then was a unanimous “no".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single- family home
neighborhood. It is also on the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk
down this street every day to school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school.
The additional traffic created by such a high-density development is unacceptable.
Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and other city
administrators in 2005 to air various complaints, including traffic problems on Summerset-
Brush Country-Hill Forest.

When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that traffic by Patton
Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They
agreed with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original
designation. However, the FLUM has not changed. We want you to see the value of our
wonderful neighborhood before you just sign off on another "rezoning designation®.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes,
triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy
neighborhood. I understand the desire to build around the protected trees necessitates
clustered development. What I don't understand is the necessity of putting 21 units on
thig property with 3-story structures looming over our 1- and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would
we accept it now? I would like to continue to work with the agent in trying to arrive at a
fewer number of units, having approximately the same unit size and height as the single
family dwellings as the surrounding neighborhood homes, thus providing a better transition
from the rows of mostly two-story duplexes which abut the site on two sides, and the
surrounding single family homes of 1400 to 2100 sguare feet on the other two sides.



Think about our neighborhood and our children.
Sincerely,

Lizanne McClenon
5000 Summerset Tr



Rhoades, Wendx

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Thursday, Octobar 23, 2008 9:32 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: 6110 Hill Forest-- PLEASE NO REZONING in Westcreek!

Importance: High

----- Original Message-—---

From: Karen Gregory

Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 11:05 PM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Cc: Meredith, Maureen

Subject: 6110 Hill Forest-- PLEASE NO REZONING in Westcreek!
Importance: High

PLEASE COPY THE ENTIRE PLANNING COMMISSION ON THIS EMAIL.
thank you.

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING PROTESTED ZONING CASES--6110 Hill Forest in
Westcreek

Hello,

The property at 6110 Hill Forest is in the middle of a 1- and 2-story, low-density,
single-family home neighborhocod. My neighborhood.

It's on the main street to Patton Elementary. I can't tell you how many children walk down
this street every day to school, both to Patton and to Small Middle School. But lots and
lots of kids.

This rezoning, if allowed, will ruin our neighberhood:
1) The elementary students on their way to schocol will be at risk.
2}The additional traffic created by such a high-density development is unacceptable.

3)The effect on our property values will not be pretty--when our values have finally gone
up.

I came to City Hall in July, to support our case which was presented to the Planning
Commission. The Planning Commission agreed with Westcreek, and voted to leave the property
on Hill Forest at its original designation.

However, the FLUM has not changed. I want yvou to continue to see the value of our
wonder ful neighborhoed -- and encourage the City of Austin to not just "sign off” on
another Rezoning Designation.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes,
triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy
neighborhood. These are not two story little condos. To manage the parking situation, they
are proposing adding a bottom floor for that. So there will be THREE STORIES, looming over
our 1 and 2 story homes. And how will they handle garbage and recycling collection? They
de not have an answer. If it's on the street, it will be yet another eyesore ({our
mainstream recycling and garbage days are the same day}...where will 29 garbage bins and
29 recycling bins go? Will they add huge industrial-sized garbage and recycling bins?

1



This neighborhood was done being developed as a "neighborhood"” in 1982. We are what we
are. Putting in a high density development like this will ruin the entire reason we all
bought here in the first place: for the nice big lots, with trees and quiet streets, and
having our kids walk to school without having to worry about another 29 families pulling
out of a condo project driveway only a half block from their school.

Sincerely,
Karen Gregory

Westcreek resident for 10 vears

Karen Gregory | Creative Director
GSD&M's Idea City | 828 West 6th St. | Austin, TX 78703
512 242 4536 { fax 512 242 7536

This email is intended only for the named person or entity to which it is addressed and
contains valuable business information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential
and/or otherwise protected from disclosure. If you received this email in error, any
review, use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this email is strictly prohibited.
Please notify us immediately of the error via email to disclaimeringuiries@ideacity.com
and please delete the email from your system, retaining no copies in any media. We
appreciate your cocperation.

—————————— ideacity.legal.disclaimer.01112008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 9:33 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Cc: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW:

From: KAshorn [eweitesiestO@nuumummmeen
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 10:08 PM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject:

Please also distribute my letter, along with others who will be writing in, to all
members of Council — thank you!

October 22, 2008

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down!

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at
6110 Hill Forest Drive, 78749. Several years ago, the owners of the above-named
property approached the Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the
zoning to High Density Residential. The vote then was a unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood.
It is also on the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk or ride their
bicycles down this street every day on their way to schooll

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely af fect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school.
The additional traffic created by such a high-density development is completely
unacceptablel Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and
other city administrators in 2005 to air various complaints, including traffic problems on
Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest. When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and

Vanan Anhana

10/23/2008
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the flow of that traffic by Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should never
have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission.
They agreed with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original
designation. However, the FLUM has not changed. We want you to see the value of our
wonderful neighborhood before you just sign of f on another "rezoning designation”.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes,
triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy
neighborhood. I understand the desire to build around the protected trees necessitates
clustered development. What I don't understand is the necessity of putting 21 units on
this property with 3-story structures looming over our 1- and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why
would we accept it now? Do we have any voice at all?> Will our Council members listen to
us for a change?

Think about our neighborhood and our children.

Sincerely,

10/23/2008



Rhoades, Wendx

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 9:33 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Cc: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES

————— Original Message-----

From: Marshall Letcher <iinrirssrninfesiventamwnpivinmivmion

Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 B8:59 PM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES

PLEASE READ AND ALSO DISTRIBUTE MY E-MATIL MESSAGE TO ALL MEMBERS OF THE PLANNING
COMMISSION. THANKS.

I, along with all my neighbors I've spoken with, strongly oppose any change of Land Use on
the property at 6110 Hill Forest Drive, 78749. Some time ago, the owners of this piece of
property approached the Westcreek Executive Committee proposing to increase the zoning to
High Density Residential. The wvote back then was a definite NO.

This lot is in the middle of a 1 and 2-story, low-density, single-family home
neighborheood. It is also on a street which many children walk down every day to get to
Patton Elementary School.

Changing the land use of this property will not only adversely affect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school.
The additional traffic which would result would be very detrimental to our neighborhocd.

I, along with many of my neighbors, came to City Hall in July, at which time we presented
our case to the Planning Commission. They agreed with us, voting to leave the property on
Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the FLUM has not changed.

It is my understanding that Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has put forth
a plan for 21 duplexes, triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in
the middle of our neighborhood. I simply can’t imagine having 21 units on this property
with 3-story structures looming over our l1- and 2-story homes.

Qur neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, and we
remain very much opposed to them still.

I strongly urge {(beg!) you to vote against any change/increase in the zoning of this
property.

Thank you,

Emilie & Mo Letcher
6004 Morning Dew Drive
Austin, TX 78749
mletcher@earthlink.net



ﬂl:oades, Wend¥

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 11:03 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: Please reject the rezoning of 6110 Hill Forest

----- Original Message-----

From: Donald Nash swetesssersisinisssisssssetspemed] .
Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 11:03 aMm

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: Please reject the rezoning of 6110 Hill Forest

Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

We here in Westcreek oppose any change of land use on the property at 6110 Hill Forest
Drive. Several years ago, the owners of this property approached the Westcreek Executive
Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Density Residential. The vote
then was a unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood.
It is also on the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk down this
street every day to school.

We think this change of land use will not only adversely affect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school.
Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and other city
administrators in 2005 to air various complaints, including traffic problems on Summerset-
Brush Country-Hill Forest. When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of
that traffic by Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been
approved. The increased traffic from the proposed high density development at 6110 Hill
Forest would greatly exacerbate these traffic problems.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case tco the Planning Commission. They
agreed with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original
designation. However, the FLUM has not changed. We ask that you abide by the decision of
the Planning Commission, update the FLUM, and deny the rezoning request.

Respectfully,

Donald L. Nash
6420 Steer Trail
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent:  Thursday, October 23, 2008 11:41 AM

To: Chris Ewen,; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Ce: Rhoades, Wengy
Subject: FW: please forward to entire planning commission

From: Cissy RodriguezW
Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 11:

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: please forward to entire planning commission

Dear Planning Commission,

ltems #77 and Public Hearings 92 concerning the East Oak Hill Combined Neighborhood Plan on tonight's City
Council agenda impact my home and family directly. | ask you again to reject any proposed changes to the future
zoning for the property at 6110 Hill Forest.

My husband and | have lived in Westcreek for 17 years and have a 13 year old son and 9 year old daughter. We
live in a one-story home on Summerset Trail adjacent to 6110 Hill Forest. When we moved into our home, 6110
Hill Forrest was a homestead and a family lived in the beautiful and historic one-story ranch house that was built
in 1938. The property contributes to the character of the neighborhood with its rural look and gorgeous trees.

! came to City Hall in July with many people from my neighborhood and spoke to you all asking that you reject
proposed changes on the FLUM from SF-3 Low Density to SF-3 High Density. You all agreed with us, and voted
unanimously to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the FLUM has not changed.

The high density change would be extremely incompatible with the large block it is on which is adjacent to mostly
single-story single-family homes on both its south (Summerset} and west (Sun Vista) sides. Ht is true that there are
some two-story condominiums to the north side of the property. The previous owners of 6110 Hill Forest once told
to us that selling that one strip of property so close to their home was something they wish they had never done.

I have seen the plans that Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest just presented at the OHAN planning
meeting last Wednesday. He is a voting member of the group who has been able to slip in his own agenda to the
City Planners on more than one occasion, leaving our neighborhood scrambling to defend itself. His plans include
21 duplexes, triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site. Three-story structures are not
compatible with the surrounding neighborhood. Even the adjacent condominiums are only two-story.

! would like the agent and owner to work at trying to arrive at a fewer number of units, having approximately the
same unit size and height as the single family dwellings along Sun Vista and Summerset.

Additionally, we have the problem of traffic congestion. Ask any Patton Elementary parent and they will tell you
that morning traffic along Hill Forest High is already backed up. High-density units would only create more traffic
and a dangerous situation for my daughter and the many children in our neighborhood who walk to both Patton
Elementary and Clint Small Middie School.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Cissy and Dan Rodriguez

10/23/2008
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5108 Summerset Trail
Austin, TX 78749
Home: 892-0374

10/23/2008



Rhoades, Wendz

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Thursday, Cctober 23, 2008 12:57 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey, Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezoning in Westcreek!

From: . :

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 12:50 PM

To: Anguiano, Deora

Subject: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezoning in Westcreek!

Please distribute to all members of the planning commission and planning staff

RE: OAX HILI. FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:
You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110
Hill Forest Drive, 78749. Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property
approached the Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to
High Density Residential. The vote then was a unanimous "no'".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood.
It is also on the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk down this
street every day to schoel.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school.
The additicnal traffic created by such a high-density development is unacceptable.
Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and other city
administrators in )

2005 to air various complaints, including traffic problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill
Forest. When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that traffic by
Patton Elementary, she said this street routing should never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They
agreed with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original
designation. However, the FLUM has not changed. We want you to see the value of our
wonderful neighborhood before you just sign off on another "rezoning designation®.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes,
triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy
neighborhood. I understand the desire to build around the protected trees necessitates
clustered development. What I don't understand is the necessity of putting 21 units on
this property with 3-story structures looming over our l- and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would
we accept it now? I would like to continue to work with the agent in trying teo arrive at a
fewer number of units, having approximately the same unit size and height as the single
family dwellings as the surrounding neighborhood homes, thus providing a better transition
from the rows of mostly two-story duplexes which abut the site on two sides, and the
surrounding single family homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet on the other two sides.



Think about our neighborhood and our children.

Linda Bryant
4502 Langtry Lane
Austin, TX 78749
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Rhoades, Wendy
From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent:  Thursday, October 23, 2008 2:22 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins
Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: FLUM / Westcreek Development

From: : -
Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 1:16 PM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject:'FLUM / Westcreek Development

As a long time resident of Westcreek (25+ years) | wish to again take exception to any plans for multi-
level high-density construction at 6110 Hill Forest Drive, and/or to convert 4808 W. William Cannon Drive
from residential to commercial use.

With regard to 6110 Hill Forest, please consider the negative impact of high density, multi-level property
so very close to our elementary school. Please consider the significant additional daily traffic which is
bound to result from such construction. Westcreek is a superb, safe, quiet residential community and
should be allowed to remain such.

To convert 4808 W. William Cannon Drive from residential to commercial activity for the convenience of
some developer who possibly sees an advantage to using residential property rather than pursuing
likely more expensive property within the considerable commercial activity in other areas along William
Cannon, seems most unfair to our community residents.

I believe the proposed changes at 6110 Hill Forest and 4808 William Cannon will significantly and unjustly
impact property values within Westcreek, and change the very nature of our community.

I strongly urge you to do all you can to defeat these proposed changes and the negative impact they represent.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Don Gross
Grider Pass

Play online games for FREE at Games.com! All of your favorites, no registration required and great graphics —
check it out!

10/23/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent:  Thursday, October 23, 2008 2:23 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos:;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Cc: Rhoades, Wendy
Subject: FW: "NQO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek!

From: Jennifer Voss [meitesieidunGyahasamide
Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 2:23 PM

To: Anguiano, Dora
Subject: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezone in Westcreek!

Please forward this message to the entire Planning Commission & associated staff.
Thank you.

MESSAGE:

October 23, 2008

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

Special Note: I live directly behind the 6110 Hill Forest property & believe it is critical that this
property not be rezoned - not only is my property and neighborhood standing to decline from such a
negative action, I am a concerned parent for my child who plays in my back yard & will be walking to a
school just on the other side of this property. For my child and all other children, this change is
completely unacceptable & flat out wrong. Profits through development should not come before people.
You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110 Hill
Forest Drive , 78749. Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property approached the
Westcreek

Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Density Residential. The vote then
was a unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood. It is also on
the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk down this street every day to school.

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our neighborhood, it will
also create a risk for

elementary students on their way to school. The additional traffic created by such a high-density
development is unacceptable.

Representatives of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and other city administrators in 2005
to air various complaints, including traffic problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest .

When City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that traffic by Patton Elementary, she said
this street routing should never have been approved.

10/23/2008
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When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They agreed
with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original designation. However, the
FLUM has not changed. We want you to see the value of our wonderful neighborhood before you just
sign off on another "rezoning

designation”.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest , has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes, triplexes, and a
four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy neighborhood. I understand the
desire to build around the protected trees necessitates clustered development. What I don't understand is
the necessity of putting

21 units on this property with 3-story structures looming over our 1-and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would we accept it
now? I would like to continue to work with the agent in trying to arrive at a fewer number of units,
having approximately the same unit size and height as the single family dwellings as the surrounding
neighborhood homes, thus

providing a better transition from the rows of mostly two-story duplexes which abut the site on two
sides, and the surrounding

single family homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet on the other two sides.

Think about our neighborhood and our children.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Voss

6211 Sun Vista Drive

Austin , TX 78749

10/23/2008
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Rhoades, Wendy

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 4:46 PM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins
Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezoning in Westcreek!

From: Richie Sanders |

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2008 3:39 PM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: "NO" to 6110 Hill Forest Rezoning in Westcreek!

October 23, 2008

RE: OAK HILL FLUM, EAST OAK HILL REZONING—PROTESTED ZONING CASES
Dear Mayor, Council Members, Planning Commission and Planning Staff:

You may have forgotten about Westcreek, but we are here and we're not backing down.

We oppose any change of Land Use on a property in the middle of our neighborhood, at 6110
Hill Forest Drive, 78749. Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property
approached the Westcreek Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to
High Density Residential. The vote then was a unanimous "no”.

This property is in the middle of a 2-story, low-density, single-family home neighborhood. It is
also on the main street to Patton Elementary, and many children walk down this street every
day to school. '

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will also create a risk for elementary students on their way to school. The
additional traffic created by such a high-density development is unacceptable. Representatives
of the WNA met with City Manager Toby Futrell and other city administrators in 2005 to air
various complaints, including traffic problems on Summerset-Brush Country-Hill Forest. When
City Manager Futrell looked at the map and the flow of that traffic by Patton Elementary, she
said this street routing should never have been approved.

When we came to City Hall in July, we presented our case to the Planning Commission. They
agreed with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original designation.
However, the FLUM has not changed. We want you to see the value of our wonderful
neighborhood before you just sign off on another "rezoning designation” .

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes,
triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy

10/24/2008
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neighborhood. | understand the desire to build around the protected trees necessitates
clustered development. What | don't understand is the necessity of putting 21 units on this
property with 3-story structures looming over our 1- and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would we
accept it now? | would like to continue to work with the agent in trying to arrive at a fewer
number of units, having approximately the same unit size and height as the single family
dwellings as the surrounding neighborhood homes, thus providing a better transition from the
rows of mostly two-story duplexes which abut the site on two sides, and the surrounding single
family homes of 1400 to 2100 square feet on the other two sides.

Think about our neighborhood and our children. Please pass this on to the Planning
Commission.

Sincerely,
Jerry Sanders

10/24/2008
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From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Friday, October 24, 2008 10:45 AM

To: Chris Ewen; Clint Small; Dave Sullivan; Jay Reddy; Mandy Dealey; Paula Hui; Perla Cavazos;
Saundra Kirk; Tracy Atkins

Ce: Rhoades, Wendy

Subject: FW: SAY NO to rezoning 6110 Hill Forest 78749

————— Original Message-----

From: W SRR« DR e re O i
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2008 12:10

To: Anguiano, Dora
Subject: SAY NO to rezoning 6110 Hill Forest 78749

Subject: NO to rezoning of 6110¢ Hill Forest Dr:
Regarding the re-zoning of the property at 6110 Hill Forest Drive, 78749:

Several years ago, the owners of the above-named property approached the Westcreek
Executive Committee with a proposal to increase the zoning to High Pensity Residential.
The vote then was a unanimous "no".

This property is in the middle of a one and two-story, low-density, single-family home
neighborhood. It is also on the main street to Patton Elementary School, and many children
walk down this street every day to school. .

We think this change of Land Use will not only adversely affect the essence of our
neighborhood, it will alsc create a risk for elementary students on their way to school.
The additional traffic created by such a high-density development is unacceptable.

In addition, the increase in population density will make for more crowding at our two
excellent neighborhood schools (Patton and Small).

When we came to City Hall in July 2008, we presented our case to the Planning Commission.
They agreed with us, and voted to leave the property on Hill Forest at its original
designation. However, the FLUM proposal has not been changed. We do not want the value of
our wonderful neighborhood destroyed. Please consider this before you just sign off on
ancther "rezoning designation”.

Mickey Bentley, the agent for 6110 Hill Forest, has presented us a plan for 21 duplexes,
triplexes, and a four-plex as condo units on a two-acre site in the heart of our sleepy
neighborhood. we do not see the necessity of putting 21 units on this property with 3-
story structures looming over our 1- and 2-story homes.

This neighborhood has rejected projects of this density and height in the past, why would
we accept it now?

PLEASE Think about our neighborhood and our children.
Sincerely,

Douglas W. and Anne M. Huber
Residents since 1991



