
The meeting of the Commission was called to orde~ at 5~30 p.m. in the City Council
Chambers.

Also Pre&ent
Richard R. Lillie, Direc tor of Planning
Tom Knickerbocker, Assistant Director of Planning
Evelyn Butler" Supervisor Current Planning
Walter Foxworth, Planner
Lois Kluck., Clerk III
Tom Anderson, Parks and Recreation Department
Bill Lowery, Vl'ban Ti-ansportatiollDepa.!'tment
Charles Craves. Dit'ector of Eug:i.neering
John GerIll8.n,Director, Public Wcr'ks
Mac Allen. Public Works
John Meinrath, Legal Depa.rtment
Guida W. Glass, Senior Secretar.y

Austin, Texas
CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

Regclar Meeting--August 23, 1977

Miguel Guerrero, Chairman
Freddie Dixon
Sid Jagger*
Mazy Ethel Schechter
Sally Shipman
Bernard Snyder**
Bill Stoll
James G. Vier

Pr.esent----

Absent---
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Gabriel Gutierre~

*Arriveri at 5:45 p.m.
**Arrived at 5:40 p.~ •
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Anthony Street, Bergman Avenue and Bogle Avenue
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ClOv;f-77-lS Street Vacat:lcn_.~.----_.__ .._------_._----
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Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77

Stret~t Vacation
Canadian Stre.et and Bergman Avenue

Street Vacation
Salina Street and Rivervie~ Street

Street Vacation
,Chicon Street, Bergman Avenue and Bogle Avenue
I
I

Street Vacatior.
Comal Street and Haskell Street

CIOv-77-13

STREET VACATIONS

Mr. TOil! Kni.:kerbocker of thl2 Planning ~taff explained t.hat Mr. Mac Allen
or the Public Works Department would make the presentation on cases
ClOy-77-l! thur CIOv-77-20. Mr. Allen explained that total 13treets wer'2 not
b~lng vacated by only ceZ'tain footages thereof. Mr. Allen also explained
the streets would be dedicated to the Farksand Recreation Department and
th€; right-or-way would not be ~eeded for public street purposes. This is a
result of many years of plannir.g and work on the part of many people in the
City of Austin, the To~m Lake Development Plan, and is the culmination of
work on t.he part' of' the htblicWorks Department, the Urban Transportation
Department, the Engineering Department, and many other City departments who
have come up 'with a plan to allow construction of roadways, parking lots.
and other facilities in the Festival Beach area by the Parks and Recreation
Department. This is a coordinated effort and the request is to approve in
effect giving the Parks and Recl:eation Department 7.4 acres of land for
parks purposes in return for a Jittle less than an acre of land. The
Parks and Recreation Depe.rtment neeus this property to construct parking
lots for their facilities at Festival B~ach. The Parks and Recreation
Advisory Board approved this joint vacation and dedIcation of rights-of-
way.

ClO',v-77 ..17

CICfz.:-77-1If ~ctreet Vacation
! Bogle Avenue,lCanadian Street and Lynn Street Alley

CICy-77-20

Plnnning COTUJ1lis.:>ion---Austin,Te}:as

C1Ov-77-1_9 S_treet Vacation
.Chalmers Avenue and Riverview Street

C10v-77-:i..'l Street Vaeation- -----_._,....-----_._-----
Ec::st ..-'\.venue aI!d Cu:nm.i.ugs Street

f:.lOv-l7-l8

910v ..77-1G Stree_t VacatiG!.l_
Lynn Street Alley and Bogle Avenue

.CIO\1=Z7-].:.~. Stre-=..tVaeati2£.
Waterfront from Interreg1.onal Highway to San Marcos Street

. I



Planning Commission---Austin, Texas

STREET VACATIONS (continued)

Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77 2
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It is inte~~ed to serve the citizens of Austin without generating traffic
through the neighhorhood area. The Parks and Recreation Department is in
the process of preparing a subdivision of all their land in the City, in-
cluding the Festival Beach area, and these old street rights-of-way must be
vacated so the subdivisions can be approved.

CITIZEN COHMUNICATION
~~ITTEN COMMENTS IN FAVOR

None
WRITTEN COMMENTS IN OPPOSITION

None
PERSONS APPEARING IN FAVOR

Sam Hernandez, East First Street Neighborhood Center
PERSONS APPEARING IN OPPOSITION

None

CO~1MISSION ACTION
The Commission was told there were no homeoTNners or persons'living in the
area that would be moved out. Mr. Hernandez stated there would not be
any homes affected in the area and stated he and his group were in agreement
with the street vacations. Parks and Recreation Department already owns
this area of Festival Beach; some street rights-of-way is in what is now
a park.

COMMISSION VOTE
Mr. Jagger moved the streets be vacated as recommended in Mr. German's
memorandum of August 2 to the City Manager; subject to dedication of
the park land for T.ight-of-way. Mr. Stoll seconded the motion.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

THE MOTION PASSED BY A 3-0 VOTE,

AYE: Messrs. Dixon, Guerrero, Gutierrez, Jagger, Snyder, Stoll and
Vier. Mmes. Schechter and Shipman.

f

I
ABSENT:

C12-77.,..009

Mr. Gut:i.errez.

"'"Public Services ~
Wastewcte~ approach main for St. Peter's
Methodist Church Subdivision (C82-77-009).

I i

I
; ~
I
I

I
I,
I~

Mr. Tom Knickerbocker of the Planning staff explained that the existing
City approach main policy requires that any time service is to be ex-
tended from off si.t~ that it. constitutes an approach main. St. Peter's
Hethodj st Church is requesting approval of a l40 ..foot extension of a
wastewater line in order to provide serviGes to their tract of land. This
is recommended by the scaff. The total City investment, if approved, would
be approximately $2,016.
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line it was explained
is off-site in which
would he on the tract

Mmes. Schechter

Reg. Htg.

IN FAVOR
Director of Publie Works
Hember of Mission Board who owns tract of land
IN OPPOSITION

IN FAVOR -

IN OPPOSITION

Public Services
Consider holding a special meeting for the purpose
of reviewing approach main requests
(a) Request by Jerry Angerman. Reference:

Williamson Greek~ Phase B
(b) Bull Creek, Lateral A

Messrs. Dixon~ Jagger, Snyder, Stoll and Vier.
and Shipman. .

ABSEN~:, Mr. Gutierrez.
OUT OF THE ROOM:, Hr. Guerrero.

AYE:

Mr. Richard Lillie, Director of the Planning Department, explained there
were two important approach main studies that the staff was authorized
to underta~e by the City Manager's office. One was an extension of
11,800 feet 'from Western Oaks Subdivision to the Oak Hill area near
the "y" of 2'90 and 71, _and is called under the Capi tal Improve-
ments Program the Will'iamson Creek, Phase B. This was removed from the
C.I.P. and_ recommended that the approach main policy be considered as
the-means to serlle the area. The other line is located northwest of the
City and is called Bull Creek Lateral A. This particular sewer line was
also recomme.nded to be taken out of the C.l.P. and made subject to approach
main policy. Both reports are now-complete and the request is made to
schedule a special meeting to consider these two studies.

C1.2-77-009

CITIZEN CO~~fuNICATION
WRITTEN COMl1ENTS

None
WRITTEN CO~n1EN7S

:Jarbara Gee
PERSONS APPEARING

John G8rm ...'ul,
Felix vJolfe,

PERSONS APPEARING
None

, ,

THE MOTION PASSFD BY A 7-0 VOTE.

COMMISSION ACTION
Ut response to a question concerning the size of the total
that the approa.ch main only constitutes that portion which
the City would partici.pate. That portion of the line that
is the subdivider's responsibility.

COMMISSION VOTE
,Mr. Dixon moved approval of thE!wa.stewater approach main for the St. Peter's
Methodist Church as recommended byst~ff. Mrs. Schechter seconded the
moti-on.

Rl200
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fir. Knickerbocker explained that this provision '{.,70111d require six votee of
membeJ:'sof the City Council.

CaM}fISSION ACTION
Mr. Vier ""sked how this would affect the vote of the Planning Commi.s~ion and
it was explained that it would have no effect on their vute. It only applies
to the City Council. If the Plauning Conunissil)U recommends deni-al of '" case,

COMMISSION VOTE
Mr. Jagger moved the public hearing to consider the two requests
be scheduled for Tuesday, August 30'. Due to the ahort time for notif:f.cation,
Mr. Dixon moved th2 hearing he scheduled at 7:30 p.m., Thursday, September 1.The Commission agreed to this.

COMHISSION ACTION
TIle Corr~ission heard the testimony as presented. There was discussion
regarding whether or.not there would be sufficient notice time to con-
sider the request. Mr. Lillie explained that the Bull Creek Main is an
oversizing issue and that it is critical that both be considered as soonas possible.

4

607

Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77

Zoning Ordinance Amendment
Consider recommending amendment to Chapter 45
14 (b) to require a 3/4 affirmative vote of the
City CouncIl to overturn c negative recommenda-
tion of the Planning Commis3ion.

Public Services (continued)

Planning Commission--Austin, Texas

moo

Mr. Tom Yutickerbocker of the Planning staff explained that as a result
of court action in the early part of the sunnner this provision of the
City Zoning Ordinance, as well as that of many other cities in the state
of Texas, was declared invalid. Following that court ruling the State
Legislature during the last session passed a new act making it legal. As
a result the City must now re-enact this clause within its zoning ordinance
in order to take advantage of it. The wording should be amended as follows:

. "Any ordina'•.1ce for the amendment, supplement, change or repeal of
thlf; chapter and any ordinanc.e providing for zoning of pruperty
under the provisions of Section 45-l4(d) shall either be proposed
to the City Council by the Planning ComilJ.:f.ssionor shall be ref0.rr~d
by the City \::ouncilto the Planning COllmlission for consideration
and report before any final action shall be taken thereon by the
City Counc:U. In the event the report of the Planning Commission
on the proposed ordinance is adverse thereto, or in the event of
a written prot~st against such change, signed by the owners of
20 percent or ~)r.e either of the area of the lots or land included
in such proposed change, or of the lots or land ilJ.~ediately adjoining
the same and extending 200 feet therefrom, such amendment, change,
supplem~nt or repeaJ shall not become effective exc~pt by the favor-
able vote of three-fourths of all members of the City Council."

C20-77-QQ')
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Plan.ning Cornmisd.c!l--.Au:Jtir. ~ Tex~'s
,

i"teg. !f~g. 8-23 .. 77

C2o-77-005.

then in order for thE: C::ollnc:ll to Appro,,'~ that case they v,!ill havp. to 1:a'-"e
six'votes. This Gp?J.:iesonly to acgc-;:"se vot.O's,. There "l.'JaSdiscussion r~g,,-rd-
ing why it must.: be six vutes ra~~ler r.:ilan five. Ur. Heinre.th of ehe Legal
DcpaLtment e:-:plaiaed chc::t the law requ.ires 3//; T:'.a.ior~.tyand five votes do not
constitute the requi;:ed.J/4. Further IH~ ,,"xplainedthat the new law would 110r

E.pply to canes where zoning is being requested from interim zoning to penlk'lrte:lt
zoning. H:~ explained this is "Lmr>ortantdue to the fact that: many of the ca"es
heard are int:erim zoning cases.

",. ,

CITIZEN CO}~NICATION
WRITTEN Ce.1XENTS IN FWOR

None
WRITTEN COMMENTS IN OPPOSITION

NOlle
PE;:l,SONS APPFAIUNG IN FAVOR

None
PERSONS' APPEARING IN OPPOSITION

John McPhaul
Jay Johnson

COXMISSION ACTION
Mr. McPhaul was of th.e opinion thst 1L was net 75 percent they were asking
for b~t actually 85 p1ue perr.Aut. He explained that not all recommendations
coming from the Planning C:Jmm:!.ssior.are cn.:mimous, thcrefo:ce, the applicant
should have th.e right to express his desires before the Council.
Mr. Johnso;.'lexplained that members of the Planning Commission should
realize -ehe awesome responsibility by declining in removing the citizen's
right to continue; it is good to have, bul if it is abused at this level,
it is bad all the way around. It would remove property rights and that
.is one of the only things that we as a ~ountry hold differ~nt from any
other countries. Mr. Knickerbocker explained this existing ordinance
was declared invalid and the Commission should now move either to
strike it or make it valid acco~ding to State statutes. Mr.
Guerrero explained that in approximately 95 percent of the zoning case3
reco~ended to the Gounci1 last year, the Council went along wit~ the
recommendation of the Commissi.on. He was vf the opinion that the decision
of the Planning Comro,{ssion ,,,as a recomnlendatinn to the Ci ty Council and
they have the right to cecide. As a result of this, he felt the Commission
took things more seriously and spent mere time on the decisions; it also
creates ~ore incentive fur the C0mm~ssion. Mr. Jagger expressec the upinion
that it would seem to him to be inherently wrong in a position where a
majority is supposed to ru1et that a situation 'LS created whe.re 85 percent:
of the vote of elected officials is reauired to approve something; it
basically does not seem ::-ight;h.o,.e'lel:',if the Commission recognizes the
gravity of their actions, then it is probably not as bad as it could bet
but he is not surE: that is the "lay it always works. He would be more in
favor of it if the vote cou1J be 5-2 rather Ulan 6-1. He, personally,
would like some respouse from the Legal Department on whether or not
there is any '/laytilat the vote could be faa,d€. less and still have a valid
ordinance.
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THE MOTION PASSED BY A. 6-2 VOTE.

COMMISSION VOTE
Mr. Vier muved the amendment be denied. Mr. Jagger seconded the motion.
Mrs. Shipman indicated she was :lot ~omfortable either way. Mr. Guerrero
offered a substitute motion that the Commission pass this recommendation
to the Council as written. ~lr. Stoll seconded the substitute motion.

Mr. Tom Knickerbocker of the Planning staff explained that the Planning
Department received a letter in. July from Mr. Bill Williams pointing out
that the current City regulations dealing with recreation facilities
re.quire rezoning to "c" Commercial each ••nd every time such fac:t1ities
were proposed. His interpretation of that zoning was that it was inten~ed
for Commercial recreation, with which the staff agrees. It was his
opinion that the interpretation that had been given. through the ordinance
being established and enforced by the Building Inspection Department re-
quired private non--profit recreational areas such as Little League ball
parks an.d th:f.ngsof t~lat nature to have to be rezoned before they could
be established. It was also a mutual feeling that these things are. some-
times temporary USeS and not appropriate to rezone a lot in the tniddle of
a subdivision whtch may later be used which the little league group was
lltiliz:!ngin the interim. That is the ce,se no,,"'.Mr. Williams rl~quested
a differentiation between cOIIlI!l2rcialrecre.::ltionalestablishments and public
and private non-profit such as little league, city pa.rks and things of this
nature. An amendment has been prepared as a result of this which would
amend the ordinance to provide that parks, pla.ygrounds and otiier publicly
operated recreational activities; and recreational activities conducted by
private non-profit orgar:.i?ations on private or public lands be allowed as
a special use in any district i.nthe city. This could be established
temporarily or permanently, public scrutiny could still be had throu.gh
hear1_ugs, and any reasonable limitations could Eeill be provided.

6Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77

Zoning Ordinance Amendr~ent (continued)

Zoning Ordinance Amendments
Consider recorr~ending Amendments to
Chapter 45 providing for non-profit
recreational activiti.es in more
restrictive use districts.

l1essrs. Dixon; Guerrero, Snyder and Stoll. Mmes. Schechter and
Shipman.
Mess~s. Jagger and Vier.
Mr. Gutierrez.

AYE:

NAY:
ABSENT:

C20-77-006

C20-77-00S

Planning C::)!nrrdssion--Austin,Texas
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C()l-llHSSION ACTION
I The Commission neard the testimony as presented. It ,/a3 e;;c;.)lained for instancl;!

that a special permit could be obtl:'ined for a l:U:tl~ league ball park an.d that
i.a all that. the land could be used for lmt 1..1H was zoned (Uff erently •
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P:!.anni.ng COmM.icsion.'-'-Au81:in~ Texas

Zoning Ordinance Al!lendments (continued)

CITIZEN CQMM1JNICATION
WRITTEN COHHEN'.i:S IN FAVOR

Wil1.iam T. Hil1iams, J'I:.
Lennie E. D<.lvis. Director. Ed.lding Department

w:tITTE1~ COMMENTS IH OPP0SITlC'N
~!one

PERSONS APPEARING IN FAVOR
Richard HO:LIl

PERSONS APPEAJ.'UNG IN OPPOSITION
None

Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77 7

cm~ISSION VelTE
Mrs. Shipmau moved approval cr. the nmendment a~ pr(~~€.nted, l."Ir!l. Schechter
seconded the motion.

AY~.:

.A:3SENT:

Messrs. Di.xon ~ Gllerrero, J'lggC1..", Snyder, Stoll !tnd Vier.
~1mes. Schechter ~nd Shipman.
Mr. Gutierrez.

•(,j.-

Non~

TdE MOTION PASSED BY A 8-0 VOTE.

CIT.IZEN COMMUNICATION
\<.JRITTEN COHMENTS IN FAVOR

None
WRITTEN COMl1ENTS IN OPPOS ITION

..,Traffic and Transporta~ion
Det~rmination of.the number of p~rking spaces
required for an automobile repair estahlish-.
ment at the southwest corner of Hanchaca Road
and Burkett Drive as req!dred by Section
45-30 (12) uf the Code of the City of Austin.

Mr. Tom Knickerbocker of the Planniag staff explained that the ordinance
provides that. in cases •.lhere parking and loading and certain uses c:.rc

... prescribed, the Conutission shall set thE; number of parking places to be
provided in conjunction with such use. The staff recommends that 16
~n-site parking spaces be provided.

OTHER EUSINESS

Cil-77-014



COMMISSION ACTION
The Commission hear3 the testimony as presented.

Traffic and T!ansportation (co~tinued)

_ ...• ~--~-
t, • '611';
8~

'Reg. Mtg.
..

, i

PERSONS APPEARING IN FAVOR
B. M. Taylor, applicant

PERSONS APPEARING IN OPPOSITION
None ~

" ~Planni~g Commission--Austin, Texas

Cll-77-0l4
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Traffic 'and Transportation
Determinat~on of the number of parking spaces
required for an automobile repair establishment
at 3500 South Lamar as required by Section
45-30(12) of the Code of the City of Austin.

COill1ISS!ON ACTION
The Commission heard the te~timDny as presented.

IHr. Tom Knickerbocker of the Planning staff explained this was a
r~quest for an automobile repair shop to be located at 3503 South
Lamar Boulevard to contain 14 parking spaces, leaving 10 spaces to
be pi:'ovid€:don-site. The staff r.econunends'tenspaces.

.
AYE: M~s'srs.'DiJton,Stoll and Vier. MInes. Schecht'erand"

S~ipnian., ' .,
ABSENT: Mr: Gutierrez.
OUT OF TdE ROOM: Messrs. Guerrero, Jagger and Snyder •

COMHISSION VOTE
Mr. Vier moved approval of 10 on-site parking spaces. Mrs. Shipman secc>nd~~
the IllatioIl.

CITIZZN COMtfUKICATION
~~ITTEN COMMENTS ~INFAVOR

None .
~VRITTENCOMMENTS IN OPPOSITIO~

.Non.~ ,." •.
?ERSONS APPEARING IN FAVOR

Ja)- Johnson: for applicant
PERSONS APPZARIUG jN OFPOSItION

N~me ,.

Cll-77-015

..
THE MOTION PASSED BY A 5-0 VOTE.

COMMISSION VOTE
Mrs. Schechter moved that 16 on--siteparking spaces be provided.' Mr.
Vier seconded the motion~



THE MOTION PASSED BY A 5-0 VOTE.

CITIZEN COMMUNICATION
WRIT1EN CO}ll1ENTS IN FAVOR

COM}fISSI0N ACTION ,
The Commission heard the testimony as presented.

Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77

Messrs. Dixon, Guerrero, Jagge~, Snyder, Stoll and Vier.
Mmes. Schechter and Shipman.
Mr. Gutierrez.

Traffic and T~an5porta~~o~ (continued)

Traffic and Transportation
Determination of the number of parking spaces
es requlredfor a.ll automobile repair and parts
establishment to he located at the northeast
corner of North Lamar ~nd Deen Avenue as
-required by Section 45-30 (12) of the Code of
the GUy nf Austin.

AYE;
ABSENT:

~rona
WP,ITTEN COMMENTS IN OPPOSITION

None
PERSONS APPEARING IN FAVOR

David Stuart, applicant
PERSONS APPEARING IN,OPPOSITION

None

AYE: Hessrs. Snyder t Stoll C'.nd Vier. Hmes. Schechter and Shipman ~
ABSEN!~ Mr. Gutierrez.
OHT OF THE ROOH: Messrs. Dixon t Guerrero and Ja.gg<?-r.

Mr. Tom K.lickerbock~r of the Planning staff explainGd this is fo):-an
automohile parts sales facility and the staff recommends 30 on-site
parking spaces for the facility.

COMMISSION VOTE
Mi. Vier moved that 30 on-site parking spaces be approved. Hrs. Schechter
seconded the mati.on.

Cll-77-016

Cll-n--OIS

Plam11,ng Connuission---Austin, Texas
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THE MOTION PASSED BY A 8-0 VOTE.

Hr. Tom Knickerbocker 0£ the Planning staff explained that this case
involves the sale of unusec! City property to an adjacent ov'ner

Cl4p-66-011 Special Permit Re~isJon
Reduct:l.onin area covered by Special Permit
approved in 1966 for existing Fire Station at
5225 Balcones Drive
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COMMISSION ACTION
The Commission heard the testimony as presented.

at 5307 Balcones Drive which is adjacent to an existing City fire
station. A portion of that land which is to be conveyed was initially
covered in a Special Permit which permitted the fire station to
be constructed. That property was never utilized by the fire station
and is not needed by the City for the operation of that station. It
is, therefore, appropriate at this time that the unused portion of land
be removed from the standing Special Permit.

,""'-

I
I
I

CI4p-66-011 Special Permit Revision (continued)

COMMISSION VOTE
Mrs. Schechter moved mo~ification of the special permit as recommended by
staff. Mr. Vier seconded the motion;

AYE:

ABSENT:

Messrs. Dixon, Guerrero, Jagger, Snyder, Stoll and Vier.
Mmes. Schechter and Shipman.
Mr. Gutierrez.

THE MOTION PASSED BY A 8-0 VOTE.

COMMISSION ACTION
Mr. Stoll explained that the i.dea was to have a standing committee meeting
on a regular basis to determine the status and scheduling of current and
proposed plans, ordinances and studies which fall under the authority and
responsibility of the Plann:tng Commission and report such findings with
appropriate reco~meudations to the Planning Connniss:lon for action. Rather
than going to an ad hoc basis and appointing various subcommittees, the
idea vms to have one central organization keep track of the various things
the Commission is working on--where they are and what is happening--report
back to the Planning Commission and also work with the staff of the Planning
Department on status reports, "lhere al.:ti.onneeds to be taken, or where action
needs to be speeded up.

t

J
l

J

J
I

I

I
j
i

Rl41 Planning Commission~ules ,and Re~ulations
Consider establishing Coordinating Committee
composed of five members

Mr. Richard Lillie, Director of Planning, explained that the Commission
has shown ~n interest in establishing a standing committee to help
screen projects that come before the Commission and take care of all
the basic work. thereon so that it is ready for full Commission consider-
ation. It is a good move, however, he pointed out that it would be well
that the committee not be a quorum of the Commission. It would be much
easier to work with a cowEittee of four~ with one alternate. The meetings
could be held "on call" and not have to post official hearing not:f.ces.
This 'Would allmy things to move much f9.ster.



THE MOTION PASSED BY A 8-0 VOTE.

COMMISSION VOTE
Mr. Snyder moved tha t- ac tion be pos troned until Saturday, Augus t 2 '7. Mrs.
Schechter seconded the motion.

P:l.anningCommission--Austin, Texas Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77

Hessrs. Dixon, Guerrero, Jagger, Snyder, Stoll and Vier. Mrnes.
Schechter and Shipman. ..
Mr. Gutierrez.

AYE:

ABSENT:

Pl?nning Commiseion Rules and Regul~tions (continued)

Hr. Lillie suggested that at the Orientation Sess:l.onon August 27, it might
be well to forego any action at this time and have a look at the internal
operation of. the Commission and the relationship with the Depazotment and
other departments. This decision could be made then, along with a lot
of other decisions that might be needed. Mr. Guerrero wanted everyone to
be dware of what the magnitude of.the committee would.be--the amount of
2.dc1.itionaltime that would be involved; and that the individuals involved
knoT,yexactly what they would be involved .lith. Mrs. Shipman indicated.
ths.t Mr. Stoll's cmmnents were most a.ppropriate at this time. Mr. Jagge.r
felt tha.t the ad hoc committees should not be completely abandoned.
Mr. Snyder moved this be tabled until the meeting on August 27 in order
to consider implications that most of the .members do not understand; think
it through; get an over-view of: ~t; see "-Thatis involved; and then implement
it. Mr. Stoll indicated that it would not be a policy making comnlittee,but
Ci. housekeeping committee. It wotdd be necessary to have at least one
regularly scheduled meeting monthly, with an agenda. Mr. Jagger mentioned
attendance and what this would do to,all the members; Mr. Lillie indicated
that he would get a ruling from the Legal Department before Saturday morning
on what constitutes regular meetings.vs. special called meetings. He ex-
plained th~t subcommittees consisting of three persons with a recommendation
to the full Commission could be utilized.

Rl41
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'. ., .CfTY PLANNING COMMISSION
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Regular l'!eeting -- August 23, 1977

.. ;

. .',.,

'c :.
C8-77-43

j,.' 'f\-.. ,'. ~ • .HI ,. t.f '¥,

Rio Robles ,
; Lisa Drive and Charlott~ 1Drive. . .'. .,..... ~

< ,
'- • ~ il; ••

, ,

. .

~ ~... • -(" • . ". ,,I'

The s.taff~ ~eported. that this preliminary' plan consists of 130 acres .,,:
with 42 lots," the, average. lot ~ize bEdqg 250' x 325' ~and" the" d~nsHy
being ,'.32 lots, per" acr,e. . . .~.

..; ~ ~

3.

4.

11.

i

I
I
I

i

i
I.
!
i
I

5.
6.
7:..~• 1l

8.
9.

10.

14.
13.

15.

12.

,.," , ••• , T'-t '",~ of' t" .~ '.• !
1. . ~.T}:1:tss~bdivi$i9n. is~ being submitted ul1?erthe prov,isions.

. . . . :of the "Low.Density.Urban $tandards Policy/'. , .
2. '. _?ecomme!l~:~vari~mce to deiete requirements .•~or .. c~r~s';

, gutters,",side~"alks, storm Sewer" and waste~'1ater iines as
'.' provid~d. by low den'sHy policy. .....,
• A"variance is required from the 'low density to pennit
Lots 25-31 and Lot 42 t9 front less tnan200': on ,~.street.
Recommend to grG.nt because of cul-de'-sac frontage.
Health Department approval required for septic tank use

" prier "to preliminary .approval.~
WatenJay development permit required prior_ t'o. finai approval.
100 year flood plain data required.
Minillium.buildi.ng sla\> elevation note requ:f.recl on the
final plat.. •
Drainage and utility easements as required.., '.
Fiscal arrangements required for construction~of str€ets to
the 10,",7 density standards and for "Hater. '
If water is available from a water district, subdbTision will
be requir€d tv connect with a letter from. such district
approving service.
If individual 'NelIs are to be used, Health Departme.nt approval
for same is required prior to final approval. (Fiscal will .-
still be required for water as an urban subdivision.)
Recommend 0W11ersseek vacation of Asceuco Road we$t of
Lipan Trail prior to final approval to eliminate .•.-equire-
me-nts for extending or terminating i.n a cul:-de-sac..
Restriction required on final plat prohibiting resubdivisiou
except as provided by the low density poltcy.
Variance required on length of all blocks and the length of
Spotted Fawn Circle and Laurie La.ne. Recorlunend.to grant
because of topography.
Submit evidenc,c that Lisa Drive and all other streets out to
Cuernavaca Drive have been acc.epted for maintenance by ::he
. county prior to final approval.

~he JlitRe~iew C~~;tte~ met on¥ay 4, 1977 and recommended appr~yal
'".• with the fql~owing.cond~t~ons L.., ~ '., ..



!

After further dfscussion, the' Comrni-ssfon then

Reg, Mtg. 8-23-77

Bolding .Commerciaf P$,rk
Wasson Road and Mahogany Drive

To' APPROVE the pr81{mi~ary plan of RIO. ROBLES subject
to all of the departmelltal requirements and GR..!..NTING
the variances as indic~~ed.

Messrs. Guerrero, 'bi:ll:6~, Vier' and Stoll
}~es. Shipman and Schechter
Mr. Snyder
Messrs. Gutierrez and Jagger

Inler.sectior.. of Charlotte Drive, L1.52 Drive, Foggy Glen
Cove required to be ~ppn.wed by Urban Transportation
Depa.rtment prior to final approval.
ON7.1.ershipof greenbelt required to be identi.fied en final
plat for. purposes ~jf.~t.ax<O'.tionrind maLltenance and use
thereof.
Show city limit li~e6n final plat .. (504.9 contour line)
All streets reCluired to. intersect at or near 90 degree:s.
Change l1ames of Cha-.rlctte.Drive and Lisa Cove.
All str~ets required tip be a miniQum of 60' R.O.W.
Variance required .t:oclelete fisce.l requirements for l,oJ'ater.
Recommend to grant because service is not availa.ble.'
(See letter submittt:::d..by; the Engineer en file with the
City of A.usdn Pl.:1h.ningpepartment.)

16.

18.
19.
20.
21-
22.

17.

1. Subdivision is clas3ified as urban and alL streets,
drainage> sidevJalks ,water and yJaste,l1aterlines required
to be constructed to city standards with appropriate
fiscal arrangements therefor.

2. Connecti.on :cequired' to'the city water and wastewater systems.
3. Sidewalks required. OP. both sides of Coldwater Coves and

Mahogany Drive and ~ubdivision side of Wasson Road.
4. Sidewalk note required'ort final plat. No fiscal arrangements

required. (insid~ci.ty).

The Plat Review Committee met on~Mav 18, 1971 and recommended approval
with the following conditions:.

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

C8-77-S7

AYE:

VOTED:

i
Planni.n~ Commission, Austin~ Texas

.J

The staff reported that this preliminary plan consists of.IS.8S acres'
with 26 lots, the average lot s:!-zeb.eing 70' x 125' and the density
being 1.64 lots per acre.

, 616



Planhing GOfiunission, Austin, Texas "l(..' .•

C8-77-57 Bolding Commercial Park-':"'ccntiriued:,' "

After further disc.ussion.~the COJInnissiollthen

~:ThiB io not an, ordinanc.e requirement and .cannot' be requiredunles!!.
agreed to by' t:he o~mer. ",' ,~ -' .,. -,

~",

site, 50' x 50'
lots, exclusive

~rid Snyder.

" I

\

'.

; .

'. ~.

.'
To APPROVEthe preHminary plan of BOLDINGCOMMERCIAl,PARK
subject to all of the departrnen'tal requirements and to
ene-ourage the bwner to dedicate Lot 11 'to the City ae'
a greenbelt as stated i.n Item /f20. ~ " ." • },

""
"}1essrs', Guerrero, Dixon, '[ier ~ Stoll

H..Tfies.' Shipman and, Schecht~r'
"Mr. Jagger

Hr. Guti~rrez

6.

9.

7.
8.

12.

19.

13.
14.

16.
17.
18.

*20.

'" '5.,'," Showsurvey'tieacross 'WassonRoad'and 'provide for 35' R.O.W.
(from~existing centerline) .• ,., l . ", ~ ,"',

Construction of' 'WassonR6cid~o urba.nstaridard.s' may be
,required by the.Director of Engineering Department. '

" " (Department, Policy' Decision) .' •
Watenvay development permit required prior 'to final approval.
l1inimumbuilding slab.elevationnote required on the~
fiha~plat. ~:
All lots required to have an'adequatebuilding
, for sm.rered lots 'and -60' ;'xf'50' for septic"tankof 'setback lines.and drainage easements:' '2

10.' ,; Minimumcenterline radius for,lcollector:'stte,ets is 300'.
11.," .',Identif1 pt;oposed ownership of parks, and/or' greenbelts for

purposes of taxation;' mainten::mce and'iuSe of.Lot 11.
Detention note required on final plat.
Showownership ,'across' WassonRoad., ;'1.', .:..'.~" ,.~",,'

Showzoning boundary line between the "C" and the "A"
'.adja.cene to Williamson Creek.' . ;. ~ i' ••• ,

15.. 'r'Lot-'ll required to front 50" on' a public"street or be 50'
wide at the building line •. ,.f .~' •• rto ',•• '.
Change name of Coldwater Coves.
Mahogany is'misspelled on preliminary' plan. "f
Showexisting wastewater ease:nent in Wi'tliam'son Creek.
Drai.nage and utility easements as requirEid. "''':~ '"
Recommend.Lot 1J. be dedicated' ':0 tlle .City for "a greenbelt.

ABSTAIN:"
ABSENT:

VOT1ID:

AYE:

; .•.

]
,
';,t'"

..
fit
~;,



After further discussion, the Commission then

The staff reported tbat this preliminary plan consists of 32.24 aeres
",71th 155 lots z the i:'l.'len,gc lot size being 60' x 120' B.nd the density
being 4.80 lots per acre.

4Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77

Messrs. Guerrero, Dixon, Jagger, Vier, Stoll and Snyder.
Mmes. Shipman and Schechter
Mr. Gutierrez

To APPROVE the preliminary plan of SOUTHVffiSTP~\RK, SECTICN
TWO subject to all of the departmental requirements and
GR)u~TING the variance as stated in Item #4.

C8-77-5~ _ South,:"es.E.,X.:Jrk;.L S~c_!:i0n Two
t-loodhueDrive f:\nc Turtle Creek Boulevard

AYE:

VOTED:

The Plat Reviel'lCommittee met. on July 13, 1977 and re~cmrnended approval
with the following conditions: .

"--.
1 • Subdivision is 'classified as urban and all streets,

.dl.":'!.inage,sidewalks ,water and wastetvater lines required
to be constructed to city standerds with appropriate
fiscal arrangements therefor.

20 Connection required to: the city. wat'er and waste\later
systems.

3. Sidetval1:s required on both sides of Vloodhue Drive and
Turtle Creek Boulevard; on one side of Sahara"Avenue.
boxcar R,:m. Vlilliamg Way; Wood Lane and Amber Pass.

4.. Variance required on t:~,elength of BLock C. Recommend
to grant because adequate circulation tviJ.lbe provided
£nd existing development.

5. Sidewalk note req~~redon final plat. No fiscal arrangements
required~ (inside city)

6. Corner Lots 1 and 2; Blocks D, E and F required to contain
a minimum ,area of 6,900 square feet.

7. Waterway development permit required prior to final
approval.

8. Minimum building slab elevation note required 011 the final
plat.

9. Show existing storm sewers.
:10. " Change name uf Wood' Lane and use only one name for vlilliams

t-Jayand Boxcar Run.
11. Drainage a}ld utility easements as required.

ABSENT:

Planning Commissions Austln~ Texas

..
i
I

I



The staff reported that this preliminary plan consists of 17.52 acres
with 43 lots, the average lot size being 70' x 140' and the deusity
being 2.45 lots per acre.

Planning Co~nission, Austin, TexasI II~
t
1

C8-77-60

Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77

Resub. of Lot 42, Block 14, Lost Creek, Section One
Lost Creek Boulevard and Bluff Bank Drive

5

619

I
1,
I

J
'-'

"1
I
t
l

I
I
f,
t,I
,
{

t
f
---

I
J
\

r
1,
"

The Plat Review Committee met on July 20, 1977 and recommended approval
with the following conditions:

1. Subdivision is classified as urban and all streets,
Jrainage, sidewalks, water and wastew~ter lines required
to be constructed to city standarJs with appropriate
fiscal arrangements therefor.

2. Connection required to Lost Creek M.D.D. water and
wastewater systems.

3. Restriction required on the final plat prohibiting occupancy
of any lot until connection is made to Lost Creek M.U.D.
water and sewer system.

1+. Sidewalks required on one side of Bend of the River Drive,
Bluff Bank Drive and Bluff Bank Cove and subdivision side
of Lost Creek Boulevard.

5. Sidewalk note required on final plat. Fiscal arrangements
required. (outside city)

6. Variance required on the length of B2nd of the River Drive
and Bluff Bank Drive. Recommend to g~ant because of
topography.

7. Variance required on the length of all blocks. Recommend
to grant because of topography.

8. ~aterway development permit required prior to final approval.
9. Hinimum building slab elevation note required on the final

plat:.
10. 100 YGar flood plain data required.
11. Drainage and utility easements as required.
12. Show survey tie across Lost Creek Boulevard and provide f(lr

80' R.O.W.
13. Contours required to be not more than 100 horizontal feet

apart.
14. Contours reGuired to be no gr~ater than 5' vertical intervals.
15. The tract crosshatched in blue is required to be included in

the final plat with a lot number designation.
16. Area to be dedicated to the M.D.D. district for park OT

greenbelt purpc3es must coincide with signed agreement
pert2ining thereto by the City anG original owners and must
be platted as a lot with frontage on a public street, ~~U
requiTes approval by the Parks and Recreation Department pI'lor
to preliminaI'y approval. If layout is affected by su.ch Cl:cea,
prel iminary plan required to be modif ied accO"J:,dingly.



Er"vironmental Resource Mane.gement recoUlluends the foll_ot/lingconditions:

use of variable height curbed streets
overland drainage.

!lIoisea,ttenuation provisions and landscaping should
be consid.ered for Lots 10, 11 and 12 since these are
near the tr.eatment plant.
The area :!'ndicatedas a drain"ge and utility easement
should be dedicated to the City as park land.
Development on slopes 2S percent and greater, on Lots
1--LL, should be of:pier<:\nd beam construction and no cuts
and fills should he Clllowed on these steep slopes.
Erosion - sediment e:ontrcl and speil disposal plan
should be develope.d"for City staff review.
Temporary and permanent storm t/7aterdetention should be
rCGu:1.red.
ERH'favors the
and the use of

*4.

*3.

*1.

*6.

*5.

*2. '

-l
t
f
'\
t,:t

PlamdJg Co"""ission, Angt;.", Tex"s Reg. Joltg. 8-23-77 6 ,,)!
! '", f

C3-77-60 Resuh. of Lot 42., Bloc~ l~Lost CreekL Section O~£::.:--con_tinued---- 1
17. Change i-,ameof Bluff bank Drive and Bluff Bank Cove.j
18. Recouunend deed restrictions be provided to prohibit f

dri"eway nccess to Lost Creek EQt.Jlevard froIr.Lots 1, ~
22-26 and 43. 1

'1

'.-1
l
4
-1
:~
oj
'J

'I
,{

i
,~

-I
~.

After furthe.r discussion, th0 COIiuuission then

*These are not .ordi.nance requirements, and cannot be required unless
agreed to by the owner..

.' VOTED:

AYE:

ABSENT:

.To AP?ROVE the preliminary plan of RESUBDIVISION OF LOT 42,
BLOCK 14, LOST CREEK, SECTION ONE subject to all of the
departmental requirements, GP~jTING the variances as
stated in Item No's~' 6 and 7 and subject to Environmental
Resource l1anagement comments No's.- 1, 2 and 3 which the
0W11er has agreed to comply with; Item #4 to be MODIFIED
to.read "Erosion - sediment control and spoil disposal
plan should be de\7elbped for City Engineer review.:'
Item #5 to be DELETED aI'.dItem 116 to be MODIFIED to
read "ERM favors thcuse,of variable height curbed streets
and the use of overland drainage, subject to approval
by the Director of the Ertgineering Department. a

Messrs. Guerrero, Di:k,:bn'~,.TaggeI.',Vier. Stoll and Snyder.
Mmes. Shipman and S~hect~er
Nr. Guti.errez



,6'21
!

,<Re'g.~Mtg. 8-23:..77"

consists' of29.06'~cres
x 400' and the density

!
i

7

i i. 'i-r • ~ I,

"1 ~ . '!t, ".. ~ ••Planning Commiss'ibn, Austin, Texas ' •.:

.... i_:..~'(;8.::77.,.,61~1~Rutlim'd5.DriveBusiness Park: S~ctionr6~ ~ "
Rutland Drive and Running Bird Lane

1 ~ •.•• , '" '" '1: . "
The staff' r:eport~d that:'-this. preliminary •.plan
"lith 10 lots', the average lilt .size b'eing 200!
being 3 acres per lot.

5.
4.

11. .

j

i
!

. !

i2:
13~
14.

*15.

1;' .• Suodivision 'is classified as urban and all'steeets,
drainage, sidewalks, wate~ ,and wastewater lines required

. to be constructed to city' standards with ,appropriate '
fiscal arrangements therefor. .' .

'2: '. 'Connection requited to,',the 'city water. and wast'ewater':systems •
. ' 3': ,; Sidewalks required oil' 'both' 'sides' of Mearns!Meadow Boulevard,

'.Street B.and Cul-de-sac A'and subdivision *side of Rutland
:.. ,Drive':and Running Bird Lane. Reconnnend,a'variarice,to delete

sidewalks, except oriRunni.ng.•Bird Lane :because of industrial
~....use. + ~, 4:-' .". f"'"' .:

Sidewalk note required on final plat •. No;fiscal arrangements
required. '(inside city) to ,I,' "'.;\ .•.

Contours required to be not'more than'.100'horizontal feet
apart.

~"6 ~ ~WaterWay .development pe'rmitw"required <tpriorh to' final approvel.
7. 100 year flood plain data required., .' .; j t, . -~..,

,_~8..__ Minimumbuilding slab elevation note require.d on the final plat.
9. Shm-lsurvey tie across Rutlimd"Drive:.and proviCle for 35';.R.C.W•

. (from existing centerline)
10~' ,'. Variance required on the length of Cul-de-sac; A. Recommend

to grant" because df low density and use ~ '., j

'Rutland Drive Business Park,. Section '5 required to be
recorded prior to final approval of this pla.c to dedicate

.Running Bir9 Lane.' ,
'. Detenti'on note required ..on fin~a:lplat. \. '.

show'street' names for cul-de-sac' A'and Street'B.
• Drainage' and utility easements as required.

Recommendthat developer p-Iace trees for buffering on east
, side of .Lots 2, 4, 6, 8 an? 1.0.' ,

*16. Recommendaccess to Mearn~MeadowBoulevard'be prohibited
.,from Lots '2 and 4'. :

"'.

The Plat Review Committee met on July 27•. 1977 and recomme'nded'"approval
with the following conditions:

. r;~... .......,. J.. . ,

\

*This~is not anordinan'ce requirement' and cannot be requi.red unless agreed
to by the owner.

c



After further di.scussion, the Commission then

FINAL SUBDIVISIONS--~FILED AND CONSIDERED

Tue staff r~ported that the following final subdivisions have complied
with all departmental requirements and recommend that they be approved.
The Commission then

"

8Reg. ~tg. 8-23-77

Yarrabee Bend, Section Three
Onion Creek Drive

Re()"5~1
Evergreen Cemet~ry, Section F & G, Am~
Av~nue G and East Main Street
Rutland Drive'Business Park, Section 5
Rutland Drive
Yarrabee Bend, Section T\"o
South 'Pleasant Valley Road

C8-77-05

Messrs. Guerrero, Dixon, Jagger, Vier, Stoll and Snyder
Mi~es. Shipman and Schechter
Hr. Gutierrez

To APPROVE the following final subdivision and
GRANTING a variance from the ordinance requirements for
cul-de-sae's on Wild Onion Drive and Ladybug Street.

C8-77-04''-

C8-77-02
C8-76-75

Messrs. Guerrero, Dixon-, Jagger, Vier, Stoll and Snyder
Mmes •.~hipiJlanand Schecht.er
Hr. Gutierrez

Rutland Drive Business Park, Section 6---continued

To APPROVE the following final subdivisi.ons:

Messrs. ,Guerrero, nixon, Jagger, Vj,er, Stoll and Snyder
}lmes. Shipman and Schechter
Hr. Gutierrez

To APPROVE the preliminary plan of RUTLAND DRIVE.BUSINESS
PARK, SECTION SIX subject to all of the departmental
requirements, GRANTING the variances as stated in
Item No's. 3 and 10 and MODIFYING Item #3 to read as
"Recormnend a variai).ce,to delete sJdewalks, except Of)

Running Bird Lane and on one side of Street Band
Mearns Meadow Boulevard because of Industrial use'.
,Also, REQUIRING Environmental Resource Managements
comments f.!15 and 111~:as agreed to by the owner.

ABSENT:

AYE:

ABSENT:
AYE:

ABSENT:
AYE:

VOTED:

VOTED:

C8..77-61

Planning Commission, Austin, Texas

The staff reported that the following fi~al subdivision has complied
with all departmental requirements and recommend approval and to
grant a variance from the ordinance requirements for cul-de-sac's
on Wild Onion Drive and Ladybug Street. The Commission then

.VOTED:

6'22
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Reg~ Mtg ~~8-23-77

Forest North Es~ates ,Phase .'{
Effington Street & Braes Valley DriVe

Onion Creek~''''Sect:i~mThree"
Pinehurst Drive

" "+:j.-Austin, Texas""'"

C8-77-44

'.

Nessrs. Guerrero, Di:xon. Jagger, Vier, Stoll Rnd Snyder
Ms. Schechter
Hs. Shipman
!"lr. Gu.ti.errez ~.

C8-77-42- ~~n CrosSin~ction 3-A
,Stassney_Lane and.Jacaranda/Drive

Messrs. Guerrero, Dixon, Jagger, Vier, Stoll and Snyder
Mmes. Shipman and Schechter .•~
Mr. Gutierrez ;,•..•.

To DISAPPROVE the follow1ng final subdivision~

C8..:.n-39

'j'~\~ DI'SAPPRO'V'Ethe f9110wing fin,a1 su.bdi'vlsion p'er!ding .f'. ~~-""

fhkal arrangements' and compliance with departmental'
'requirel1'entsas on 'file:with 'the City of Austin Flanning
Department, and GRANTING a variance to DELETE the fiscal
requiremeuts for sewer. . ,',

Messrs, Guerrero, Dixon, Jagger, Stoil and Snyder
Mmes. Shipman and Schechter ' ~.
Mr. Vier
'Mr: ;Gutierrez

. To APPRdvE the following final 'subdivision and
"GRANTING the variances hom departmental 'policy to
",reverse the 25' and 15 I setback lines on'1.o1:s1 and
5~ Block A; Lots 1'4'and 18; Block B; ,Lots '1; 5,
22'; 26 and" 34, Block C; "Lot 10; Block'D;' Lot 1,
Block" Ei-' tots 19, 25 and 26; BLock F and a 25'
setback line required from'Colonial'Drive on Lot 18,
Block F and Lot 8. Block G (front).

Y," _jj, ~'...... c ••• "\. ~

..

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

AYE:

VOTED:

ABSENT:
.,.AYE:

VOTED:

The Commission then

AYE:

ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:"

,'i., ,

•••.. " I .•
I'

The staff reported that the following final subdivisions are appearing
before the Commissi.on as'new' finals' and' is'recolllJ.-nendingdi,sapprovaf" ,
pending departmental requirements. The Commission then

•. ., ~-, . _ . :i -. .•• •• ~

VOTED:

The staff reported that the'followihg final subdivision -has complied ',,'
with all departmental requirements and recommends approval auq
tC;~gratit"s~ve:ta'l::vJr'tarices"on the;s~tDack 'lines• the .Commission then'

:; ",M,"" ".'r • ",f:." •

FINAL SUBDIVISfONS--';'FILED AND c.ONS1DERED":--Continue'd

, ',~,',.'l'....'

\
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SHORT FORM SUB1)1VISIONS---FILED Ah'D CONSIDERED

FINAL SUBDIVISIONS---FILED AJ."ID CONSIDERED"---Contiriued

10Reg. Mtg. 8-23-77

Forest North Estates-,-.Ph. IV-D
Parlia~nt House Road

To DISAPPROVE the follm.-ling final. subdivision pending
fiecal <:.rrangements, waterway development permit,
current tax certificates, conpliance 'tdth departmental
requir.ements as on file with the City of Austin
PlannIng Departmen~ and GRANTING a variance to
DELETE the fiscal requirements for sewer.

To APPROVEthe follow~ng short form subdivisions:

C8s-75-50 Thrasher Lane Subdivision, Section 2
Carson Ridge Road

C8s-76-190 BrockbnontSubdivision No.3
Burleson Road

C8s-77 ...05 Parker Heights, Section On~.:B (Amended)
Burleson Road. and Metcalfe Road

C8s-77-154 Dale \.J'atkinsSubdivision
B~n rIhite'Blvd. and Burleson Road

C8s-77-159 H. S. 'l-lr.tl1a~:Ir. Subdivision
.Barton Springs Road and Toomey Road

C8s-77-161 .Seccnd Resub'.of a Portion of Lo_t.2..h
Northctoss,~Section Two
Andersyn Lane and Rockwood --tane

C8s-77-166 Resub~oLLot A, H & H'Addition
Ben "\oJhite,BJ:vd.

C8s-77-168 J. T .. Ltd.S~bdivision
Ander~on Latle,and Gess"uer Drive

C8s-77-183 1977 Replatof Church Addition
Cameron'Ro:;ld

':.

Mesers. Guerrero. Dixon, Jagger, Vier, Stoll and Snyder
Mmes. Shipman and Schechter
Mr. Gut:1.crrez

Messrs. Guerrero, Dixon, Jagger, Vj.er~ Stoll 8.nd Snyde,r
118. Schechter
Ms. Shipman
Nr. Gutierrez

Q?>-lZ.-62

Planning Commissioll, Austin, T<:'xas

t~YE:

VOTED;

i

The staff reported that the following nine (9) short form subdivision
have. complied with all departmental requirements and recomrllended
that they be approved. The Commission then

ABSTAIN:
ABSE~T:

The COT!lll1ission then

,
VOTED; ,

ABSI:."'NT:

AYE:
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1!Iessrs .. Gue.rrero, Dixons. Ja.gger, Vier,~. St;oll~"'an.d Snyd'e't'
},lmrs. S:lipman anu Schechter
Mr. Gutierrez.

.' .•.... ~

'.

..'

.£8s-77-120 Resub. of Lot .L-.A-l).al!.d'11s S~are, Section Two
Rock,,,"ood Lane

Messrs. Guerrero, Dixon" Jagger, Vier ~.;.,.Stoll and Snyde,r
ll.'lles. Shipman anci Schechter ,<

Mr. Guti'~rrez

To APPROVE the follo';Jing short. form subdivision
3.nd GRANTING the variance to DELETE sidewalk

. -requir.ements 'on Lo!: I..B.,

"C8s-77-162' lVillin.m ~. Drake', Jr. Subdivision
South Congress and Wi~low Springs Road

,To APPROVE the following short form subdivision
,I '. -and" GRANTINGthe variances on the signature requirement

~of.th~ adjoining owner and' to exclude .the balance of
Lhe tract. .....

ABSENT:

AYE:

VOTED:

The Commission th;3n

AYE:

ABSENT:

C8s-77 ....173 Boggy Acres .' lAo

,., Dittmar Road ", 'f ,,~,. I

C8s-77-180 1st Resub. of l.ots 1,2,3 and a Portion of
• ' ,Lot 4, :Block lOO/Ori!c.-TOtJn9JUeo'f.e;1y "F~/'"

G~adalupe and,W. 8th Street .

VOTED:

The Commission then

AyE:'.,'. \;Messrs\ Guerrero ,Dixon j' -Jagger,' .Vier, "Stoll' and Snyder ',; .•«,
MInes. Shipma1l; and Schechter .~~.. ./~

ABSENT: Mr. Gutierrez "',

VOTED::-;j' (To'.APPROVEC
,the" following short' form" 'subdivisions')

; and GRANTINGa variance on the signature requirement
of 'the cadjoining owner:, ' ,./ ..

SHORT FO&'1 SUBDIVISIONSl.._'-:FILED jilin CONSIDERED---Condnued :t ••

The Commission then

P1!amifng~ C6tmIiissio'o, Austin, Texas' ,

'I- "



The Commission then

SHor.T FORN S"lTBDIVISIONS---FILED AND CONSIDER:i.3D---Continued

ReG. Mtg. 8-23-77

Bee Caves, Section Three
Tamarron Blvd. and Loop 1

C8s-77-186

Messr.s. Guerrero, Dixon, Vier, Stoll ana Snyder
MInes. Sh1.pman and Schech'ter
Hr. Jagger .
Mr. Gutierrez

'faDISAPPROVE the following short form subdiv.ision
pending compliance with'departmental requirements as
on 'file with the City cfAustinPlanning Department.

Messrs. Guerrero ,p.ixon;Jagger , Vier, Stoll and Snyder
MInes. Shipman and Schechter
Mr. Gutier:rez ,,;,.

To DISAPI'RO-J'E t.he fo1Jowing eight (8) short form
cubdivisiclUs pending compliance with departm~ntf.11
requirements as on fil~ wHh the City of Austi.n
Planning DepartID(:ut •.

C8e.--77-182 J~,!upt_cA~El.tion
F .H. 2244 and Canyon Rim'Drive

C8s-77-1~_.Q.'~~~bn,",.nclweger Addition
, ," r.M. 9691
C8s-.n-187 Lake,""'y;.2.ection 28-A

Clubhc:usz Drive
C8o-77-!88 Lakewav. S~~tion 28-B
'--'-'-- LO-;:~g",-;-d'~wen\i~rth of Hineola.. Court
C8s-77.-139 Lakeway, Section 28-C
------ Clubhouse :5rive andGclf Crest Lane
CSs-77-1~Q._ R~~lfb. ~LLbts 4.2 5 & 6...z....Block ~.L Longhorn

Bu£ness .Park No. ~
~~ockton Drive and Braker Lane

~ll-19l __~~_Pf?m.'s."Drake. Jr. Subdiyision No.2
Induscrial'Boulevard

C8s-77-J,95 Resub.' otl!otE.~:"'!j_ & 14, Block ~.L-Vist.a We4
Vall~)T'Dd.v:e west of Long Point Drive

AYE:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

VOTED:

ABSENT:
AYE:

VOTED:

i
!
i
j

Pie.nning Co;.nlIiifj8:i.cm~ !\t'stin, Texas

The Commiseion ther..



The Commi~sionthen

627
13J1.,eg.Mtg. 8~23"777

" ~ 'f- - ," .• ."

.- ..

, ... ~

• •

.'.~

()lD-k__~
R~rd R. Lillie .
Executive Secretary

Resub. of Green' Trail's Estates::
. H,art Lane I. ,,.,, , ,/ • :

Metcalfe Subdivision No.1
McCarty Lane .;.

Courtlandt Place''*e. 3
" Park Plaza, arfd North Plaza ••
, Res~b. of ,Lotsi2 and 23, Brentwood Place
Greenline Drive west of' Hillview'
Resub. of a portion. of Lot ...3, Koger Executive
Center 2 r. .
Hood Hollow Drive (~md'Executive Center Drive

Austin, Texas

C8s-77-194

C8s-77-192

C8s-77-193

~'

C8s-76-145

C8s-77-185

I

To WITHDRAWthe fol1ow~ng two (2) shor;t' .form:subdivisions:

if t-~., "',......H,i
Messrs. Guerrero, Dixon, Jagg~r"Vier~,Sbolland. Snyder
~~s. Shipma~and Schechter. ~
Mr. Gutierrez

Messrs. Guerrero, Dixon, Jagger, Vier, Stoll and Bntner
MInes. Shipman and Schechter .~, t

Mr. Gutierrez

•. ,To~DI~AP;PROVEthe following three (3) short form
subdivisions pellding-"current tax' certificates and
, compliance with depart~entai'~i:-'equiremenls' Cis'~n
fil~ with the City ~f' Austin.Plan~ing Department.. '" - ~ ,',' •..

Planning Commission,
~..... ',;;';;".! ::i .~."'-).

SHORTFORMSUBDIVISIONS--,.,..FILED.AND,CONSIDERED-:--Continued•.
~ .,. 0:... .,. .• '. ," •• .r",,,,, I . ,'>';

The Commission then

VOTED:

AYE:
ABSENT:

ABSENT:

. ,

VOTED:

AYE:

The meeting adjourned 'at. 9:15 p.m.
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