MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Greg Guernsey, Director
Planning and Development Review Department

DATE: December 4, 2012
SUBJECT: C14-74-145(RCT) 500 South Third

City staff is requesting a postponement of this case uniil January 17, 2013.

City staff scheduled this item for public hearing and consideration by Planning
Commission and City Council on November 27 and December 13, respectively. After
public notice was completed, staff learned this tract is within the Waterfront Overlay
District; as such, the request should be presented to the Waterfront Planning Advisory
Board (WPAB) prior to Planning Commission. The next available WPAB meeting was
December 10, 2012, and so the item was postponed by the Planning Commission, per
staff request, until December 11, 2012.

25-2-281 of the City Code precludes staff from scheduling a zoning or rezoning
application for Land Use Commission and Council action during the same week, with
exceptions. This termination request is being treated as a zoning item because it is
associated with a rezoning case and is subject to the public hearing provisions of such
applications. Consequently, staff is requesting a postponement of this item until the next
available agenda.

The owner is not in agreement with the request for postponement (piease see attached).

(]

Greg Guernsey, Difkcto
Planning and Development Review Department

x: Marc A. Ott, City Manager
Sue Edwards, Assistant City Manager



TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Michael & Allisyn Martin, owner of 500 S, 3™ S¢
DATE: December 5, 2012

SUBJECT: C14-74-145(RCT) 500 South Third

We, the owners and consultant have been diligently working with the city legal and staff since
Oct 10" in attempts to {;et on the City Council agenda regarding the release of the old restrictive
covenant. The Dec 13" Council meeting has been scheduled since Navember and only recently
were we informed that the Waterfront Overlay meeting must occur first in the city’s process, thus
postponing our November 27 Planning Commission hearing, Unfortunately, with the holiday
season and the Dec, 3™ meeting being the last meeting of the year, this would push it back over
another month, targeting the later part of J anuary 2013, and creating hardship. To our
knowledge, the request from the city to postpone is procedural based rather than substantial with
the Council having the option to decide whether to hear from the applicant.

We and the consultant have proactively met with neighbors, addressed any concerns or questions
and reassured them that the release of the old restrictive covenant does not change the current use

restrictive covenant release request to stay on the agenda for December 13, 2012.

Thank you in advance for your consideration,

Michael & Allisyn Martin

Michael@texasmem.com

512-785-5404
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RESTRICTIVE COVENANT TERMINATION REVIEW SHEET

CASE: C14-74-145(RCT) WAPB DATE: December 10, 2012
500 South Third PC DATE: December 11, 2012
ADDRESS: 500 South Third Street AREA: 0.6940 acres
(30,230 sq. ft.)
OWNER: Michael G. Martin AGENT: Vaughn & Associates
(Rick Vaughn)

CURRENT ZONING: MF-3-NP and SF-3-NP
NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN AREA: Bouldin Creek

SUMMARY STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommendation is to grant termination of the public restrictive covenant.

WATERFRONT PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD ACTION:
To be determined December 10, 2012

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:
November 27, 2012: Staff requested postponement until December 11, 2012 in order to
present the case to the Waterfront Planning Advisory Board on December 10, 2012.

PROCEDURAL NOTE:

Public restrictive covenants are a means to control use or development of a property and
are enforced by the City. A public restrictive covenant (RC) differs from a private RC, which
is not enforced by the City, and conditional overlays, which are conditions to the granting of
zoning incorporated into a (zoning) ordinance. A public RC can only be amended or
terminated with Council approval.

If a public RC has been adopted in conjunction with a zoning or rezoning case, then
termination or modification of that public RC is subject to review by the Land Use
Commission, as well as the Council. In this case, review of the termination request is the
purview of the Planning Commission. However, in preparing for Commission review, it was
determined the property is within the Waterfront Overlay District.

Although not a rezoning application per se, the City treats covenant modification
applications as such with a public hearing at Planning Commission and Council. Per City
Code, if an application includes property located within the Waterfront Overlay combining
district, PDR staff will request a recommendation from the Waterfront Planning Advisory
Board to be considered by the Land Use Commission at the public hearing. If the Board fails
to make a recommendation, the Land Use Commission may act on the application without a
recommendation from the Board.

DEPARTMENT COMMENTS:

The subject tract is located at the northem end of South Third Street, immediately south of
the old “Filling Station” site, which was recently approved for redevelopment as The Park
Planned Unit Development (see Exhibits A to A-3).

Updated 12/04/2012



C14-74-145(RCT) Page 2

In 1974, this tract, and the area between it and Barton Springs Road, was a single parcel
comprising 1.514 acres and was rezoned by the Planning Commission and Council. That
request was for a rezoning of three zoning tracts from “A” and “B” Residence, both First
Height and Area, and “C-2” Commercial, Second Height and Area. After deliberation by the
Commission and an amended request from the applicant, the Commission subsequently
approved “C-2” Commercial, Second H&A on the northern tract, abutting Barton Springs
Road, “C” Commercial, Second H&A on the middie tract, and “B” First H&A on the third, or
southern, tract (which corresponds with the current subject tract) — with the condition that
the southern 10’ remain “A” Residence, First Height and Area. Additionally, the Commission
required — and the applicant agreed - to restrict the tract to vehicular parking only without a
special permit, the provision of a privacy fence north of the “A” residence strip, and a
prohibition of access to South 3" Street.

Council approved this amended rezoning request with the Commission’s conditions.

The restrictive covenant executed at the time of the 1974 rezoning (see Exhibit B) mandated

four things:
1) Required a 10-feet wide (then “A” now “SF-3") residential zoning along the southern
property line;
2) Required a 6-feet high privacy fence along the northern edge of that 10-feet wide
strip;

3) Limited the tract to no other purpose than vehicle parking without an approved
special permit; and

4) Prohibited access from this tract to South 3 Street, and required its closure at the
owners’ expense.

With adoption of the Zoning Conversion Ordinance in the 1980s, the parent property
converted into a combination of CS-1, CS, and MF-3, along with a 10-feet wide SF-3 strip at
the southern boundary. When the Bouldin Creek Neighborhood Plan was adopted in May
2002, the parent property was rezoned again, to CS-1-NP, MF-3-NP, and SF-3-NP, to
reflect the neighborhood plan combining district.

In 2005 the approximate 1.5-acre property was subdivided, with the entirety of the subject
tract becoming Lot 2 of a 2-lot subdivision (see Exhibit C). The two new Lots were sold to
different buyers shortly after the subdivision plat was recorded.

Lot 1 (the former Filling Station site), picked up a Vertical Mixed-Use Building zoning overlay
in 2007. Most recently, in 2011, The Park PUD was approved by the Council; importantly,
this PUD only included the platted Lot 1, north of the subject tract. Meanwhile, there was a
proposal to vacate and replat Lot 2 (the subject tract), in order to remove a restriction on the
2005 subdivision plat that restricted development on Lot 2 to four (4) residential units. The
request for the plat vacation and replat was not approved by the Commission, and the
applications were subsequently withdrawn.

Consequently, today the subject property remains an undeveloped tract with MF-3-NP
zoning, save for the 10’ SF-3-NP zoning on the southern edge. A plat restriction limits
development of the property to 4 residential units, and a restrictive covenant from a 1974
rezoning case effectively prohibits any access, and limits use to vehicular parking without a
special permit. While easements dedicated on the property with the plat may be wholly or
partially released, such as the partial release of a 15’ wastewater easement in August 2012
or release of a 15’ public utility easement in October 2012, the limitation of the use of the
property to four residential units can only be modified with a plat vacation.
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The request for the Waterfront Planning Advisory Board and Planning Commission’s
consideration at this time only involves the restrictive covenant from 1974,

EXISTING ZONING AND LAND USES:

ZONING LAND USES
Site MF-3-NP & Undeveloped
SF-3-NP
North PUD; P-NP; Park for Mobile Food Vendors; Offices (COA and Other)
CS-1-V-NP
East MF-3-NP Apartments
South SF-3-NP Single-family residential
West SF-3-NP Religious Assembly, Single-family residential

The subject tract is also within the Auditorium Shores subdistrict of the Waterfront Overlay
District. However, it is outside the limits of both the primary and secondary setbacks. There
is no additional setback for the creek which crosses the property, nor are there any
additional development standards for this subdistrict (see Exhibit A-1 & A-2).

AREA STUDY: N/A TIA: Not Required

WATERSHED: Town Lake Creek DESIRED DEVELOPMENT ZONE: Yes

CAPITOL VIEW CORRIDOR: No HILL COUNTRY ROADWAY: No

NEIGHBORHOOD ORGANIZATIONS:
Bouldin Creek Neighborhood Assn. 127
South Central Coalition 498
Austin Neighborhoods Council 511
Perry Grid 614
Austin Independent School District 742
Home Builders Association of Greater Austin 786
Save Town Lake 1004
Homeless Neighborhood Organization 1037
Bouldin Creek Neighborhood Planning Team 1074
League of Bicycling Voters 1075
Austin Parks Foundation 1113
Super Duper Neighborhood Objectors and Appealers Organization 1200
Austin Monorail Project 1224
Sierra Club, Austin Regional Group 1228
The Real Estate Council of Austin, Inc. 1236
Austin Heritage Tree Foundation 1340
SEL Texas 1363
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RELATED CASES:
NUMBER REQUEST PLANNING CITY COUNCIL
COMMISSION
C14-74-145 “A” and “B” As per the amended Adopted amended

Residence 15' H&A
to “C-2"

request:

request as approved
by Commission with

(west)

(City as Applicant)

Public Hearing

Commercial 3" Tract 1: “C-2” conditions.
H&A (north 150 Commercial 2™ H&A
“C-2" Commercial Tract 2:
to “C” Commercial | “C” Commercial 2™
3 H&A and “B” H&A
Residence 1% H&A
Tract 3: “B”
Residence 1% H&A
excluding southern
10’ to remain “A”
Residence 1% H&A
C8-05-0029.0A | Approve 1.502- Approved N/A
acre, 2-lot
Subdivision
C8-05-0029.0A | Approve Vacation Denied Variance N/A
of Lot 2; and (applications
and Approve new withdrawn)
0.694-acre, 1-lot
C8-06-0101.0A | Subdivision
w/variance
CASE HISTORIES:
NUMBER REQUEST PLANNING CITY COUNCIL
COMMISSION
C14-2007-0097 | SF-3-NP to NO-CO-NP Expired without N/A

C14-2007-0220
(northwest &

Addition of Vertical
Mixed Use zoning to

north —NOT on | selected tracts (City as Approved; Approved; 12/13/2007
subject tract) Applicant) 11/13/2007
C814-2008-0145 | CS-1-V-NP to PUD-NP Approved staff Approved PUD-NP;
recommendation 03/03/2011
to deny PUD-NP;
02/09/2010
ABUTTING STREETS:
Street ROW Pavement | Classification | Bicycle Capital | Sidewalks
Name Width Width Plan Metro
South 50 Approximately Local No No No
Third Feet 28 Feet
Street
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CITY COUNCIL DATE: December 13, 2012* ACTION:
ORDINANCE READINGS: 1% 2" 3"
ORDINANCE NUMBER:

CASE MANAGER: Lee Heckman PHONE: 974-7604
e-mail address: lee.heckman @austintexas.gov

* Staff will request a postponement in order to accommodate consideration of the request by
the Waterfront Planning Advisory Board and Planning Commission. Such consideration is
anticipated to occur on December 10 and December 11, respectively. The Code precludes
staff from scheduling Board or Commission action and City Council action within the same
week.
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SUMMARY STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommendation is to grant termination of the public restrictive covenant.

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

The request is for termination of the existing public restrictive covenant only. It is not a
request to change the existing zoning, or remove restrictions set forth in the plat, such as
the limitation of development to no more than four residential units.

Staff believes two of the four restrictive covenant requirements, namely, that 10’ of (then A,
now SF-3) residential zoning remain along the southern property line and that a privacy
fence be erected on the northern edge of that (single) family residential strip, reflects a
desire by the Commission and Council to provide an appro(Priate setback and buffer
between the then existing single-family homes along South 3" Street and the proposed
multifamily zoning. In 1974, the City did not have the compatibility requirements that are in
place today. In considering these two requirements, staff has deduced that the proposed
multifamily use was not the issue per se, but how to provide for an appropriate interface, or
compatibility, with the existing single family residential.

Any new development is subject to Subchapter E. Design Standards and Mixed Use.
These standards include setbacks (no structure may be built within 25 feet of the property
line; no structure in excess of two stories or 30 feet in height may be constructed within 50
feet of the property line; and no structure in excess of three stories or 40 feet in height may
be constructed within 100 feet of the property line), landscaping (an area at least 15 feet
wide is required along the property line), screening (a fence, berm, or dense vegetation
must be provided to screen adjoining properties from views of parking, mechanical
equipment, storage, and refuse collection), site layout (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), among other requirements. Staff believes the
suite of compatibility requirements in place today, and that would apply to development of
the site, adequately protects the abutting single-family.

Termination of the covenant would remove the requirement of a privacy fence at the
northern edge of the 10’ strip. The result is that the property owner could erect a fence or
gate on the property line, if it is so desired. Termination would not change the underlying
zoning of the 10" SF-3-NP strip. It would, however, allow the owner to submit an application
to rezone the property from SF-3-NP. Such an application for rezoning would be subject to
all normal rezoning procedures, including public hearings, and positive recommendations by
the Waterfront Planning Advisory Board and the Planning Commission, as well as adoption
by the City Council.

Requirement that the tract be used only for vehicular parking without a special permit may
reflect a desire on the part of the Commission and Council for flexibility. At the time this tract
was rezoned to multifamily, it abutted muitifamily to the east, and was part of the
commercially-zoned property to the north. Without topographic constraints, it's conceivable
the commercial endeavors could/would use the extra surface parking this tract provided. Or,
if additional parking was unnecessary, perhaps the site could be developed as an extension
of the existing apartments to the east.

Regardless, in the 1970s all site plans for apartments and condominiums were reviewed by
the Planning Commission as special permits. So, the Council was not attempting to prohibit
multifamily use. Rather, the Council simultaneously granted multifamily zoning to the tract
and took steps to ensure that the site plan for any use was approved by the Planning
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Commission, via the special permit process. Approval by the Planning Commission of
subdivisions and site plans necessarily meant public notice to nearby residents and a
hearing on the proposed site plan.

Multifamily projects are not uncommon today, and may be routinely approved
administratively unless they involve a variance. In the case of a variance, approval of the
relevant Boards and Commissions is required. in addition, the City notifies property owners
and residents within 500 feet of a property when a site plan application is filed. Those so
inclined may register as interested parties. The covenant's requirement of a special permit
for any use other than parking is procedural only, and not a substantive prohibition against
uses otherwise allowed under the multifamily zoning. Given the notice and review
provisions of today’s code, staff believes the absolute requirement for Planning Commission
review of a site plan on this tract is an unnecessary requirement, unless some sort of
variance is requested.

Lastly, the covenant’s prohibition against access to and from South Third Street from this
property effectively makes this tract land-locked and therefore undevelopable. At the time of
the restrictive covenant, this tract was part of a larger parcel that extended to Barton Springs
Road. Preventing cut-through traffic or shortcuts across the property from Barton Springs to
South 3rd Street would have been appropriate. Such a prohibition of access to South 3™
also reinforces the notion this tract was seen as likely to be incorporated and developed
either with the commercial to the north or the muitifamily to the east.

Topographically, incorporation options seem infeasible (see Exhibit A-3). There is an
approximate six-foot drop in elevation from this tract to the old Filling Station parking Iot;
there is a creek and ravine crossing the eastern part of the property that ostensibly
separates this tract from the apartments to the east. What was a topographically-isolated
piece of property became a legally-isolated property with the subdivision plat approved in
2005, in which this tract became its own Lot. City Code requires that each Lot have access
and frontage to a public right-of-way. As configured and approved, this tract/Lot takes
frontage to South 3™ Street. That it was also expected to take access to S 39 St is
reinforced by the fact that 10 feet of additional right-of-way along that Street was dedicated
at the time of subdivision (see Exhibit B).

It is unknown if the restrictive covenant surfaced in the preparation and review of this
subdivision; presumably, if it had, the request for termination or modification would have
been submitted at that time. Perhaps there was an expectation that frontage would be
provided by S 3™ St, but access from Barton Springs Road through some form of joint use
driveway/agreement between future property owners; however, there is no evidence of such
a shared-access solution in the subdivision application case folders. Staff could not have
knowingly approved creation of Lots without frontage and access (although there may be
Code provisions for special purpose, City-owned, Lots); similarly, the Council would likely
not prohibit access to a stand-alone single-parcel property today.

This parcel is not likely to be reincorporated into the tract to the north, or provided access to
and from Barton Springs Road. There would have been opportunity for either incorporation
or a provision of access at the time of The Park PUD application. Neither happened, and
staff believes this reflects the topographic challenges of the site. Staff thinks this prohibition
of access is a hold-over from an earlier day when the tract was part of a parent parcel and
was not land-locked. Platting the tract as a Lot without legal access may have been an
oversight; or, anticipated (but undocumented) cross-access from Barton Springs didn’t
materialize over time. While staff is aware access to and from the tract will have an impact
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on the abutting single-family neighborhood, the reality is that without access to South 3"
Street, this tract is land-locked and will not be developed.

In sum, staff believes the three substantive prohibitions in the covenant (no access to S 3rd,
provide a setback, and build a fence), as well as the procedural requirement (no multifamily
or other allowed use without Planning Commission approval), were intended to protect the
then abutting and existing single-family residential, and to keep residents and owners
informed of the proposed development of the site. While much has changed along Barton
Springs Road, including approval of The Park PUD on the northern portion of this tract’s
parent parcel, the immediate neighborhood along S 3 St remains single-family. As such,
any new development on this tract must comply with today's compatibility standards and
current zoning provisions. Area residents and owners will be noticed of any proposed site
development. Staff believes the protections adopted by Council in 1974 when adopting the
rezoning ordinance and restrictive covenant are still appropriate, but that these protections
are provided (or even exceeded) with current Code and application requirements.
Furthermore, staff does not believe the Council would restrict access on this isolated tract
today, thus rendering it undevelopable. Maintaining a prohibition against access is contrary
to the subdivision requirements and can no longer be justified.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Site Characteristics

The site is an undeveloped tract currently zoned MF-3-NP and SF-3-NP at the northern
terminus of South Third Street. It is heavily wooded, although it is unknown if any of the
trees are considered protected under the Code. The site is topographically constrained,
falling from west to east, and with a sharp drop to the north; East Bouldin Creek separates
the eastern portion of the tract from the western. The site is further constrained by
floodplain and easements. The property is encumbered with FEMA and Austin’s fully
developed fioodplain, and nearly the entire eastern third of the tract remains in a Drainage
Easement and Critical Water Quality Zone.

A plat restriction limits development of the tract/Lot to a maximum of 4 residential units.

Updated 12/04/2012
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CONENANT

| I~CE-6563
STATE OF TEXAS WEI1FAEDe 516 ¢« 650
COUNTY OF TRAVIS ; -

WHEREAS, Forest s; Pearson.-Trustee, acting on behalf of
the beneficlarias therein concerned, being the owners of ap-
proximately 1.514 scres of land describod in Exhibit “A“ at~
‘tached hereto and made a part hereof for all purposes, and,

WHEREAS, " tHe Crty "&f Austin and the owner of the land
mentioned above have agreed that the above described property
should be {muressed with certain covonents and restrictions
running with the land and desire to set forth such agraement
in writing:

NOW THEREFORE, THE UNDERSIGNED OWKER of said property
located in the City of Austin, Travis County, Texas, for ond

"““‘;”““”Tn'cohSIGEYE!TEH“UT“YHE”Eﬁﬁ”Ef“ONE”UOEIKE'TSTTUUT“CJQE”hdd other

e B lUAB LA aOnR b r atd on—-Lo-him—bn-hand--paid-by the-City-of-Austin,
a municipal corporation, does hereby agree with respect 0 said
property described above, such agrecment to be deemed ,and con-
sidered as a covenant running with the land and which shall ba
binding on him, his successors and assigns, as follows, to-wit:

1. This affects only the southern most gortian of
the 1.514 acre tract dascribed in Exhibic "A" and gaid portion

herein concerned igs shown as Tract 3 on Bxhibit “B* attached

hereto and incorporated hoxein for all purpeses. .

Therafore, with respect to Tract 3, the ggligyﬁng covonant -

Qh;ll apply:

{a) "A" Residence zunipg shell exist on the southern most
ten {10} feet of Yract 3 in o strip paralleling the
southern most line of Tract 3.

(b} ﬁt the northern perimeter of gxid ten (10; foot strip

of "a" Qoned land, a smix (6f privady fence shail be

constructed by the owner of said property at th°_F£W€“l¢_

- Exhibit B - 1
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w__m_chaxacter shall -viaolate . .of. ‘attempt--to-violate-tha Eoraqoxng*aqree“*‘"w';”

A-CE-650 ¢
permapent construction may commence on any portiob of
the 1.514 acre trace.

feY Pract 3 shall be used for o purpose other ‘than the
parking of vehicles unless pursuant to an approved
special permit,

fd)  Thero ghall be no ACCeRs O South lvd Streat whera same
abuts Tract 3, and it shall be closed 4t the expcnse
af the owner at such time as permanent constructAon
Ray commence on any portion of the 1.514 acre tract.

)

If apy person, persons, corporations or entity of any othey -

.ment and FovcnankJnjxhshall_be.lauiulminnmthu.City Of -Austia, g ... .
municipal corporation, its fiuccessors and assigns, as well as

any adjoining Property owner, his Bucceasors and assignyg, _to

prosecute proceedings at law, or in equity, agalinst said person,
or entity violating or atremeting to violatg sush ayreoment og
covenant and ¢o provent said person or entity from vxolatinq or
attempting to violate such agreement or covenant,

If any part of tha provision of this agreement or cavenant

herein contalned shall be declaged invalid by judoment_o¢ _courk

order, the same ghall it no wise affect'any of the othor pro~
Visions of this agreement. and guch remaining portzon of this
agreement shall remain in full force and affect,

The. failure at any time to enforce this agreement by tane

City of Austin, itg succesgors and assigns, whether any violations

of the right to do 80,
This agroement may by modified, amended oy terminatod only
by joint action of both gif\m majority of the mambers af the

e AR

i - "".'a.».._.“' _.....:3 DA UK. .1
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—CE-5585

City Council of tho City of Austim, or stch other governing budy
: ‘-v~~-~as--may—~sueeeed-«hhe~c«ity--C‘ouneﬂ-—o&&he~@it—y~of-ﬁue-t~i«hr- -ahd-—f%)--—ior——~-~———~——

the owners of the abové described property at the time of such. .

modification, amendm'er;i:, or termination, or, upon change of desig-~

pation of zoning of lots adjoining the subject property to such

an extent that the character of the neighborhood has therebyb

been substantially changed, thereby rendei‘mg the protestion for

“the surrounding property "ownerss croated herein, no longer meaning~

ful. -

EXECUTED this J& day of

THE STATE OF TEXAS g

Before me, the undersignad authority, an this day personally
_. . oppeared Iorest $., Pearson, ?’F“Gteﬁ?.v_.k"%.\.E‘.!,.i.'!‘_"':’..-i‘:?w-.l.?g ‘E!'F_E%FPQ!'_ .
whose name is subscribed to the foreqoing inatrument, and acknow-
ledged to me that he executed the same for the purpoges and con-
gideration therein expressed and in t'he capacity therein stated,

Given undexr my ‘hand and seal of office on this the 2L day

Mﬂ{ ", A.D. 1974,

- "‘L : \'-’;’() "559"- /‘4'{:[ LA o
'NO‘\'I\RY se Noearyﬁb!lc in and for
. Travis County, Texas.
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Exhibit “A"
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ol Yerson's Addit\u.. a sutdivision of vecord in ook &2 at
Foge 62. 6f thg ¥lat Zecosds of Travis Caunty, Texun, sane
Erdeg tive naorther)y recthwest earner af ‘thiz tr1c~. erd from

; wr!ch point of-beploning an lven pin found sl the northwest
ccrncr of Vnrnon'n de!t‘on, baapn L&+ S4'W 50, 00 faaty

: Tdshdb with the zuuta line of Parton Sp ings Hood, S66°
shrE- 120, b? Tfeet to an- 1rnn pin found at the mortheast corner
af this tracts ,

- THENCE, in a southerly and weuterly direction with the
following eight (R) courses; i
(1) S28+ 39'% 49.70 fcet an ivon pin set; R
S SV 09.?0 L1 an iron pin set; jeor e
332% 10°W gﬁ feet a bolt foundy S
S33* 4Py 55. - feet to a hall in corcratie;
823 18%%  K?2.97 feal an lron pln set; - -
SRS 3p0W 7.7 feol an iren pin noty 5
530% 18°%  30.50 feet ae fron pin found; and * '
530¢ o2*'v 137.9 reﬁt o an fron pin zet at the southaast
covner af this tract, which point is in the easterly prolongatlion
of the north line of Copvenient Sourts, a subdivision of record in.
toak & £l Fage 27 of 1he T1at Tveards ¢f Travis Cuunty, Tevns.

SCE, with the sorih Jiwe wrd Li5 easterly prnlcﬁgation ot
Conwanient Courtr, {n a rarthwestarly direction witk tho Iullomina
twa {2) couracny

£1) VEEe 5?'% at 93,57 feet pasaing an iron pin rouwd at the
rorthwest correr of iot €, Conveniont Courts, in a1l & dlstance
of 133.91 feet Lo a&r iren pia found at the mortheas t coxner of
Tot 18, Convedient uourtas ard i

5 nE7* 00'W Y0D.42 fret to an iron pin found at the wouthwest

eorn«t of thiz iract, s&ae belog the southeast corner of that certal
tract of Yand conveyad to Rudie B, Williams by deed of record in
Yolunn ?7€ at Fage 23% nf the Deed Rocardu of Travis County, .
Toras; .

THENZE, with the 2s5t line of 1ha ¥iliiems tract, NJO‘ 15'% |
4£.,93 fagt to ar iren pin fourd at the southesst cornér of that
certain tract of land conveyed to John Woody by deed of rooord in
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rocard  in Velune mza at Paze 353 of e th.ad Hurorda af . Tr'w.’lu
, County. Texass 8

FUENCE, with the south 1ine of the Lock wood tro 2et, sﬁov' 03"5:‘
106 £? Tret to an itar pin found M. thn a.mmtewt corner oz’ thc
hﬁ).ﬂ’ Lﬂﬁ"ﬂ‘a’ﬂu “tract S PR S Bl = 2

LHESCE, i th the ‘empt line of the Lockwosd trmet; N23 8. '
113. A8 Tort to an iron phn found at the seuthwsat corna_g-_‘“f'u-_ 3
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-mm:cs. with a chaln 1ink fence, SE6° SQ'E 50.00 fcet ‘tr eq -
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conta.lni.ng 1. 51'6 acres of land,
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Plat of Subject Tract
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Plat — Close-up of Lots
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Plat Restrictions and Easements

Plat Note Regarding Use of Subject Tract (Lot 2)

2%. DEVELOPMENT OF LOT 1, BLOCK A, IS RESTRICTED TO USES

OTHER THAN RESIDENTIAL AND DEVELOPMENT
'S RESTRICTED TO 4 RESIDENTIAL UNTTS, ' O 2 BLOCK A

PUB. UTIL. ESMT.
Dedicoted Hereln

we /7
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9 G o0 \N T/
o . N4

Plat Note Dedicating
Right-of-Way
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