Zoning AGENDA ITEM NO.: Z-4
CITY OF AUSTIN AGENDA DATE: Thu 08/12/2004
RECOMMENDATION FOR COUNCIL ACTION ~ PAGE: 1 of 1

SUBJECT: C14-04-0035 - Eppright 12-Acre Tract - Conduct a public hecaring and approve an ordinance
amending Chapter 25-2 of the Austin City Code by zoning property locally known as 9300-9800 Block of
R.M. 620 Road (Bull Creck Watershed) from interim-rural residence (I-RR) district zoning to townhouse
& condominium residence (SF-6) district zoning. Zoning and Platting Commission Recommendation: To
grant townhouse & condominium residence-conditional overlay (SF-6-CO) combining district zoning.
Applicant: Shoal Creek Properties, Ltd. (Fred Eppright). Agent: Land Strategies (Paui Linehan). City
Staff: Sherri Gager, 974-3057. Note: A valid petition has been filed in opposition to this rczoning request.

REQUESTING Neighborhood Planning  DIRECTOR’S

DEPARTMENT: and Zoning AUTHORIZATION: Greg Guernsey
RCA Scrialif: 5734 Dute: 081204 Original: Yes Published: Fri 06/1 172044

Disposition: Postpuned ~THUOR/E 272004 Adjusted version puhlished:



ZONING CHANGE REVIEW SHEET

CASE: C14-04-0035 Z.A.P. DATE: April 6, 2004
May 18, 2004

ADDRESS: 9300-9800 Block of R.M. 620 North

OWNER/APPLICANT: Shoal Creek Properties, Ltd. AGENT: Land Strategies
(Fred Eppright) (Paul Linehan)
ZONING FROM: I-RR TO: SE-6 AREA: 12.52 acres

SUMMARY STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
The staff’s alternate recommendation is to grant SF-6-CO, Townhouse & Condominium Residence-
Conditional Overlay District, zoning. The conditional overlay would limit the development on the

sitc to 60 dwelling units.

The staff also recommends that if Savannah Ridge is not cxtended into the subject property that a cul-
de-sac be provided on the site to allow for a proper turn around at the end of Savannah Ridge Drive.

ZONING AND PLATTING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

4/6/04: Postponed to 5/18/04 by Neighborhood (7-0, K. Jackson-absent): J. Martinez-1%, J. Gohil-2™.

5/18/04: Approved staff’s recommendation for SF-6-CO zoning, with the addition of the conditions
listed in the Letter of Agreement between the applicant and the neighborhood, by consent
(8-0); J. Martinez-1%, J. Gohil-2™,

ISSUES:

The staff has received a copy of a signed private restrictive covenant that the applicant and
neighborhood have agreed upon (Attachment L). This covenant has been approved by the Canyon
Creek Homeowners Association and by the neighborhood’s independent real estate attorney.

The applicant and the neighborhood agreed to a list of conditions for this case on May 18, 2004
(Letter of Agreement-“Attachment I""). Based on this agreement, the applicant revised the boundaries
of the case back to the original 12,52 acres. This information was read into the record at the Zoning
& Platting Commission meeting and the Commission adopted the conditions from this letter
agreement as part of their recommendation for this case. -

On May 6, 2004, the agent for this case submitted an amendment request letter with new field notes
to reduce the area to be rezoned to 9.857 acres. The purpose of this amendment was to invalidate the
neighborhood’s petition against this case (Amendment Request Letter-“Attachment F”), The GIS
staff recalculated the neighborhood’s petition based on the revised zoning area and the petition
became invalid at 19.88% (“Attachment G”). Upon learning of the applicant’s case amendment, the
neighborhood submitted additional signatures to the petition and the petition was re-validated on May
16, 2004 (“Attachment H™). Recently, the staff came to the realization that there could not be a valid
petition for this case because this case docs not involve the rezoning of a property. The property in
question currently has interim zoning (I-RR) and according to Section 25-2-284 of the Land
Development Code the requirement for approval by three-fourths of Council applies to the rezoning,



not the permanent zoning, of a property within the city. The staff has conveyed this information
concerning the validity of the petition to the neighborhood and the applicant.

The staff has reccived 20 letters/e-mails from surrounding residential property owners in opposition
to the proposed zoning casc. This information has been included as “Attachment A” to this report.

On March 30, 2004, the neighborhood presented the staff with a petition against this case
(“Attachment B™). The city’s GIS staff verified the pctition at 32.32%.

The Canyon Creek Homeowners Association also submitted a letter of opposition on April 2, 2004,
This letter if included as “Attachment E” to this report.

DEPARTMENT COMMENTS:

The site under consideration is currently undeveloped. The applicant is requesting to rezone the
property to build approximately 59 townhouse/condominium units on the site (Conceptual Plan —
“Attachment C”). The applicant plans to access the proposed residential area off of Savannah Ridge
Drive, at the southern end of the property.

The staff recommends approval of SF-6-CO, Townhouse & Condominjum Residence-Conditional
Overlay district, zoning for this site. The proposed zoning will provide for a transition in uses from
the approved convenience storage (Secured Climate Storage — SP-03-0262D), commercial, and
proposed multifamily (Estates at Canyon Creek — SP-03-0250D) uses to the west to the existing
single-family uses (Canyon Creek Subdivision) to the east. The applicant’s request for SF-6 zoning
will allow for an increase in the mixture of housing opportunities to be available in this arca. The
proposed location for the SF-6 zoning meets the purpose statement in the city’s Land Devclopment
Code for the use of the SF-6 zoning district.

The property in question will take access to a residential collector street, Savannah Ridge Drive. A
Neighborhood Traffic Analysis has been conducted by the Transportation staff and is included with
this report as “Attachment D”. According to the NTA the proposed townhouse/condominium
development would generate approximately 430 vchicle trips per day. The additional vehicle trips
gencrated by the proposed development on this site will not exceed the capacity of Savannah Ridge
Drive or Boulder Lane.

The applicant agrees with the staff’s recommendation.

EXISTING ZONING AND LAND USES:

ZONING LAND USES

Site I-RR Undevelaped

North | I-LRR Undeveloped

South | SF-2 Single-Family Residences

East SE-2 Single-Family Residences

West I-RR Undeveloped
AREA STUDY: N/A TIA: Not Required
WATERSHED: Bull Creek DESIRED DEVELOPMENT ZONE: Yes
CAPITOL VIEW CORRIDOR: N/A HILL COUNTRY ROADWAY: N/A




NEIGHBORHOOD ORGANIZATIONS:

426 — River Place Residential Community Association, Inc.
448 - Canyon Creck Homeowners Association

475 ~ Bull Creek Foundation

SCHOOLS:

Canyon Creek Elementary School
Grisham Middle Schoot
Westwood High School

CASE HISTORIES:
NUMBER REQUEST COMMISSION CITY COUNCIL
C14-04-0003 | I-RR, I-SF-2 to | 2/3/04: Approved staff’s 3/4/04: Granted SF-2 zoning (6-0,
SF-2 recommendation of SF-2 zoning, | McCracken-absent); all 3 readings
by consent (9-0)
C14-04-0002 | I-SF-2, I-RR to | 2/3/04: Approved staff’s 3/4/04: Granted SIF-2 zoning (6-0,
SE-2 recommendation of SF-2 zoning, McCracken-absent); all 3 readings
by consent (9-0)
C14-99-0022 | DR to SF-2 3/9/99: Approved staff rec. of SF- | 4/8/99: Approved PC rec. of SF-2
2 by consent (6-0) (5-0); all 3 readings
C14-92-0058 | SF-6 to NO, 9/1/92: Approved NO-CO 10/22/92: Approved NO-CO (6-0)
LR

RELATED CASES: SP-03-0262D (Site Plan for convenicnce storage units, administratively

approved on 10/8/03)

SP-02-0367D (Site Plan for multifamily development, withdrawn by applicant
on 6/11/03. This case was resubmitted as case SP-03-0250D,

which is currently in review)

ABUTTING STREETS:
NAME ROW | PAVEMENT | CLASSIFICATION | DAILY TRAFFIC
Savannah Ridge Drive | 60’ 36’ Collector N/A

CITY COUNCIL DATE: June 17, 2004

Junc 24, 2004

July 29, 2004

ACTION: Postponed by the Applicant to

Fune 24, 2004 (7-0).

ACTION: Postponed by the Neighborhood

to July 29, 2004 (7-0).

ACTION: Postponed by representative of

the Northwest Austin MUD # 1 to
August 12, 2004 (7-0)




August 12, 2004 ACTION:

ORDINANCE READINGS: Ist 2md 3~
ORDINANCE NUMBER:
CASE MANAGER: Sherri Gager PHONE: 974-3057,

sherri.gager@ci.qustin.ix.us
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The staff’s alternate recommendation is to grant SF-6-CO, Townhouse & Condominium Residence-
Conditional Overlay District, zoning. The conditional overlay would limit the development on the
site to 60 dwelling units.

The staff also recommends that if Savannah Ridge is not extended into the subject property that a cul-
de-sac be provided on the site to allow for a proper tum around at the end of Savannah Ridge Drive.

BACKGROUND

The site under consideration is currently undeveloped. The applicant is requesting to rezone the
property to build approximately 59 townhouse/condominium units on the site (Conceptual Plan —
“Attachment C”). The applicant plans to access the proposed residential area off of Savannah Ridge
Drive, at the southern end of the property.

The staff recommends approval of SF-6-CO, Townhouse & Condominium Residence-Conditional
Overlay district, zoning for this site. The proposed zoning will provide for a transition in uses from
the approved convenicnce storage (Secured Climate Storage — SP-03-0262D), commercial, and
proposed multifamily (Estates at Canyon Creek — SP-03-0250D) uses to the west to the existing
single-family uses (Canyon Creck Subdivision) to the east. The applicant’s rcquest for SF-6 zoning
will allow for an increase in the mixture of housing opportunitics to be available in this area. The
proposed location for the SF-6 zoning meets the purpose statement in the city’s Land Development
Code for the use of the SF-6 zoning district.

The property in question will take access to a residential collector street, Savannah Ridge Drive. A
Neighborhood Traffic Analysis has becn conducted by the Transportation siaff and is included with
this report as “Attachment D, According to the NTA the proposed townhouse/condominium
development would generate approximately 430 vehicle trips per day. The additional vehicle trips
generated by the proposed development on this site will not exceed the capacity of Savannah Ridge
Drive or Boulder Lane.

The applicant agrees with the staff’s recommendation.
BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION
1. The proposed zoning should be consistent with the purpose statement of the district sought.

Townhouse and condominium residence (SF-6) district is the designation for a moderate density
single family, duplex, two-family, townhouse, and condominium use that is not subject to the
spacing and location requirements for townhouse and condominium use in an SF-5 district. An
SF-6 district designation may be applied to a use in an area with large lots that have access to
strects other than minor residential streets. An SF-6 district may be used as a transition between a
single family and multifamily residential use.

to

The proposed zoning should promote consistency, and orderly planning.

The SF-6 zoning district would be compatible and consistent with the surrounding uses because
there is SF-2 zoning to the south and east of the property and commercial uses approved to the
west of the site. The proposed SF-6 zoning will provide a transition in uses from the proposed
convenience storage (cases SP-03-0262D) and multifamily (case SP-03-0250D) uses to the west



to the existing single-family uscs to the east. The property in question will take access to
Savannah Ridge Drive, a residential collectlor street.

3. The proposed zoning should allow for a reasonable use of the property.

The SF-6 zoning district would allow for a fair and reasonable use of the site. The size of the
proposed arca (12.52 acres/545,371 sq. ft.) would allow for a maximum of 94 single-family
residential lots to be constructed on the property. The applicant proposes to build approximately
59 townhouse/condominium residences on the site.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Site Characteristics

The subject tract is undeveloped and heavily wooded. There is a cave geological feature located at

the southeastern portion of the property.

Impervious Cover

The maximum impervious cover allowed by the SF-6 zoning district would be 55 %. However,
because the watershed impervious cover is morc restrictive than the zoning district's allowable

impervious cover, the impervious cover is limited by the watershed regulations.

Under the current watershed regulations, development or redevelopment on this site will be subject to

the following impervious cover limits:

Water Supply Suburban

Development Classification %6 of Net Site Area % NSA with Transfers

One or Two Family Residential 30% 40%

Multifamily Residential 40% 55%

Comnercial 40% 55%
Suburban

Development Classification

% of Net Site Area

% with Transfers

Single-Family 50% 60%

(minimum lot size 5750 sq. ft.)

Other Single-Family or Duplex 55% 60%
-| Multifamily 60% 70%

Commercial 80% 90%

Note: The most restrictive impervious cover limit applies.

Environmental

The site is located over the Edward's Aquifer Recharge Zone. The site is in both the Bull Creek and
Rattan Creek Watersheds of the Colorado River Basin, and is classified as a Water Supply Suburban
and Suburban Watershed, respectively, by Chapter 25-8 of the City's Land Development Code. A




geological survey should be conducted in order to determine the exact location of these watershed
boundaries.

According 1o flood plain maps, there is no flood plain in, or within close proximity of, the project
location.

The site is located within the endangered species survey area and must comply with the requircments
of Chapter 25-8 Endangered Species in conjunction with subdivision and/or site plan process.

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 rcgulations, development or redevelopment on this site will be subject to

providing structural sedimentation and filtration basins with increased capiure volume and 2 year
detention.

Transportation

No additional right-of-way is ncedced at this time.

The trip generation under the requested zoning is estimated to be 1,089 trips per day, assuming that
the site develops to the maximum intensity allowed under the zoning classification (without

consideration of sctbacks, environmental constraints, or other site characteristics).

A Neighborhood Traffic Analysis is required and will be performed for this project by the
Transportation Review staff. Rcsults will be provided in a separate memo. LDC, Sec, 25-6-114.

A traffic impact analysis was not required for this case because the traffic generated by the proposed
zoning does not exceed the threshold of 2,000 vehicle trips per day. [LDC, 25-6-113]

There are existing sidewalks along Savannah Ridge Drive.
Capital Metro bus scrvice is not available within 1/4 mile of this property.

Existing Street Characteristics:

NAME ROW | PAVEMENT CLASSIFICATION DAILY TRAFFIC
Savannah Ridge Drive 60’ 36° Collector N/A
Right of Way

The scope of this review is limited to the identification of needs for dedication and/or reservation of
right-of-way for funded Capital Improvement Program (C.LP.) Roadway Construction Projects and
Transportation Systems Management (T.S.M.) Projects planned for implementation by the City of
Austin. No aspect of the proposed project is being considered or approved with this review other than
the need for right-of-way for City projects. There are separate right-of-way dedication and




reservation requirements enforced by other Departments and other jurisdictions to secure right-of-way
for roadway improvements contained in the Austin Metropolitan Arca Roadway Plan, roadway
projects funded by County and State agencies, and for dedication in accordance with the functional
classification of the roadway.

We have reviewed the proposed subdivision, site plan, or zoning casc and anticipale no additional
requirement for right-of-way dedication or rescrvation for funded C.IP. or T.S.M. projccts at this
location.

Water and Wastewater

The landowner intends to serve the site with City water and wastewater utilities. Water and
wastewater utility improvements, offsite main extension and system upgrades are required. In such
case and in order to obtain City utilitics, the landowner must obtain City approval of a Service
Extension Request. For more information pertaining to the process and submittal requirements,
contact Phillip Jaeger, Water and Wastewater Utility, 625 Fast 10" Street, 5® Floor Waller Creek
Center.

The City of Austin Water and Wastewater Utility reserves the right to make additional comments and
to establish other requirements with the Service Extension Request. If the City approves the Service
extension Request, the landowner will be responsible for providing the waicr and wastewater utility
improvements, offsite main extension, and system upgrades to serve the site and land use. Also, the
landowner will be responsible for all costs.

The water and wastewater utility system serving this site must be in accordance with the City’s utility
design criteria. The water and wastewater utility plan must be reviewed and approved by the Austin
Water Utility.

Stormwater Detention

At the time a final subdivision plat, subdivision construction plans. or site plan is submitted, the
developer must demonstrate that the proposed development will not result in additional identifiable
flooding of other property. Any incrcasc in stormwater runoff will be mitigated through on-site
stormwater detention ponds, or participation in the City of Austin Regional Stormwater Management
Program if available.

Compatibility Standards

The site is subject to compatibility standards along the eastern property line that abuts the adjacent
SF-2 zoned property with an existing single-family residence. Along that property line, the following
regulations will apply:

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.
No parking or driveways are allowed within 25 feet of 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.

Additional design regulations will be enforced at the timc a site plan is submitted.



ZONING AND PLATTING COMMISSION 6 May 18, 2004

4.

C14-04-0035 — SHOAL CREEK PROPERTIES, LTD. (Fred G. Eppright), By:
Land Strategies, Inc. (Paul W. Linehan), approximately 9300-9800 block of R.M.
620 North. (Bull Creek). FROM I-RR TO SF-6. ALTERNATE
RECOMMENDATION: SF-6-CO. City Staff: Sherri Gager, 974-3057.
POSTPONED FROM 4-6 (NEIGHBORHOOD).

APPROVED STAFF’S RECOMMENDATION FOR SF-6-CO ZONING; BY
CONSENT.
[JM; J.G 2*°] (8-0)

* STAFF READ INTO THE RECORD THE AGREEMENT MADE
BETWEEN THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND APPLICANT.

C14-04-0047 — BRODIE LANE ZONING CHANGE, By: Tamara Piper, James
Piper and Teresa L. Hankins, 8001 Brodie Lane, 3425 Dalton Street, 3424 and
3426 Thomas Kincheon Street. (Williamson Creek — In Barton Springs Zone).
FROM SF-3 TO NO-MU, AS AMENDED. ALTERNATE
RECOMMENDATION: NO-MU-CO. City Staff: Wendy Walsh, 974-7719.
POSTPONED FROM 04-20 (STAFF), 5-4 (APPLICANT).

APPROVED STAFF’S RECOMMENDATION FOR NO-MU-CO ZONING;
BY CONSENT.
[IM; J.G 2*°] (8-0)

C14-03-0157 — HARRIS RANCH, By: John Weldon Harris, Darrow Dean Harris
and Robert Brent Harris; Weynand Builders, Ltd. (Mike Weynand), South side of
Davis Lane between Brodie Lane and Westgate Boulevard. (Slaughter Creek —
Barton Springs Zone). FROM DR; RR TO GR; MF-2; SF-6; AS AMENDED.
ALTERNATE RECOMMENDATION: GR-CO, MF-2, SF-6; WITH
CONDITIONS. City Staff: Wendy Walsh, 974-7719. POSTPONED FROM
3-16 (STAFFE), 4-6 (NEIGHBORHOOD), 5-4 (APPLICANT).

APPROVED GR-CO FOR 8.04 ACRES; PROHIBITING ALL AUTO
RELATED USES AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFF; PROHIBIT
PAWNSHOPS SERVICES, GUIDANCE SERVICES, RESTAURANT WITH
DRIVE THROUGH SERVICES; SF-2 ZONING FOR THE REMAINDER OF
PROPERTY; RESTRICTIVE COVENANT FOR THE TRAFFIC IMPACT
ANALYSIS.

[B.B; J.P 2°] (6-2) J.G; K.J ~ NAY

* COMMISSION RECOMMENDED COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING
PROCESS FOR THE GENERAL AREA
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Gager, Sherri e _
Fror_n_ _miElaine Gools_bey [Gc-n-c-ﬂsbeyRN@austin.rr.é.c.>m.]-. i
Sent:  Thursday, March 04, 2004 9:28 AM

To: sherri.gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Cc: Friends_of_Savannah_Ridge@yahoogroups.com

Subject: Canyon Creek rezoning at Savannah Ridge

Ms. Gager,

Thank you for your assistance with the rezoning issue of Savannah Ridge. | appreciate all of the information you have
provided. | live in Canyon Creek a wonderfu! neighborhood of over 1100 homes and | am very concerned about the
safety issue should the rezoning go through. With such a large amount of traffic going through one street there is an
extremely high risk of an accident involving a child or pedestrian. The homeowners were orginally told that large estate
homes would go in at the Savannah Ridge area. Condominiums or apartments are really not suitable for a street with
only one entrance through the neighborhood. This diminishes the value of homes that people save their whole lives to
build. My main concern though is the children who enjoy playing and riding their bike. We would all feel terrible if there
were an accident. It is simply not worth the risk and the only person who benefits is the developer. The neighborhood
will not at all benefit from this change. 1 am sure that the developer and builder of the apartments/condos would not
want their child riding their bike on a street with so much traffic. I'm sure they would fight this change as well. We ask

that you simply think of our families and our safety.
Thank you again for all of your help.

Elaine Goolsbey
996-9842

3/4/2004
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Gager, Sherri _ e i e
Froﬁ: .-Greg Taylor - SAé(Mgr Acct) [Gtay_lta-f@é-A_S.Sams;Jhg. conr? T N o
Sent:  Thursday, March 04, 2004 9:34 AM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Subject: aire libre opposing rezoning re: File Number C14.;04-0035

Dear Ms Gager:

| am a resident of Aire Libre and deeply oppose the proposed rezoning and development directly
behind my house. I'll make my letter brief, but please understand my passion to defeat this zoning

change is strong.
| oppose the rezoning for the foliowing:

+ Safety — high traffic endangers my children's safety.

Safety — multi-unit housing typically brings residents less vested in the long-term health,
appearance, and safety of the community.

Environmental — watershed, impervious cover; destruction of large, old oak trees.

Property Values — another multi-unit development surrounding Canyon Creek will further
deplete the attractiveness of our community.

Muiti-unit development — we already have thousands of apartments surrounding our
community. | have a hard time understanding how this area could absorb more.

Please, please do NOT allow the zoning to be anything other than residential housing.
Thank you,

Greg Taylor

Accounting

§12-672-1069 .

Samsung Austin Semiconductor

12100 Samsung Blvd.

Austin, TX 78754
The information contained in this e-mail message is Confidentiat - Privileged Communication and is protected from disclosure. If you have recelved this e-

mail in error or are not the intended recipient, please notify the following immediately: maiuo:gtayl_qg@g_a_s,gar_ns_ur_lg._c__o_r_n

3/4/2004
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Gager, Sherri o
Frc;—Genge—‘:’ost tgeorge _yosf@mindspring.cofﬁ]-
Sent:  Thursday, March 04, 2004 10:22 AM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Subject: Homeowner opposed to proposed Savannah Ridge rezoning

Ms. Gager -

My wife and I reside at 11404 Tibee Dr, just off Savannah Ridge. Our lot backs directly up to the proposed rezoning area, and we
are very much opposed to this development. Our neighborhood is a very quiet cul-de-sac off Savannah Ridge, with a lot of
neighborly spirit. Just a week o two ago we had a neighborhood progressive dinner, and that was just one of many neighborhood
get-togethers. We have never before lived in a neighborhood with this sort of spirit.

This spirit is possible because we are a self-contained area away from through traffic. If our ncighborhood becomes a conduit for
traffic to a high-density area of teraporary residents, that will:

- increase the noise at every house backing up to the property as well as every house along or near Savannah Ridge:

- decrease the safety because of the volume of extra traffic, which will be higher speed traffic than we now have because these
people will be just passing through. There are small children living right along Savannah Ridge itself, as well as clsewhere;

- decrease the safety because these new residents will not have any long-term investment in the neighborhood; such residents will
have easy access to our daily schedules by simple cbservation and anybody who means to profit from their proximity will have
little to lose if fear of discovery forces them to move on. We will have an increased number of people who we don't

recognize around;

- decrease our privacy because of the volume of people passing through and the presence of people living dircctly behind our
house;

- adversely affect our property values;
- adversely affect the whole quality of life here.

In addition, we were told by Standard Pacific at the time we purchased our home that there was a 20% impermeable cover limit
behind our house, and that, therefore, it would not be possible to build more than two or three houses, most likely high-value
houses, in that region. That was one of the selling points that convinced us to choose our house. A small number of houses would
not causc the problems listed above.

We are very concerned about these plans and we plan to take every action that we can to block them. We hope that we can enlist
the support of Staff to defeat a bad idea that only profits one person.

Thank you,

George and Fran Yost
250.5293
yosts@mindspring.com
george_yost@mindspring.com

3/4/2004
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Gager, Sherri o
From: Terri Taylor [teﬁﬁ_arie__tg)-f-lor@yahoo.com]
Sent:  Thursday, March 04, 2004 10:55 AM

To: Sherrl.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us; terri taylor
Subject: File Number C14.,04-0035

Ms. Gager-

I wanted to voice my strong opposition to the rezoning and proposced development behind my street, Aire
Libre in Canyon Creek.

My concerns are:

* Yet another multi-family development will negatively affect the property values of our area of Canyon
Creck.

*Increased traffic will affect the safety of my 3 small children.

*The proposed entrance/exit of the community is a small residential street - too small for the high number
of vehicles.

*Multi-unit housing brings residents who are not invested in the community - transient in nature.

* Destruction of wilderness, huge old trees

I am quite happy with the original zoning for single family residences, please strongly consider our input
when making your recommendation.

Thank you -

Terri Taylor

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Search - Find what you're looking for faster,

3/4/2004
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Gager, Sherri . - e
From:__ Potomacdc@aol.corﬁm ) T T
Sent:  Thursday, March 04, 2004 12:50 PM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Subject: Savannah Ridge Development, File # C14-04-0035

Dear Sherri, my husband and | live at 9416 Epic Court, one block from Savannah Ridge. We oppose the rezoning and
development of multiunit housing in the area of Savannah Ridge and Tibee Lane. Our neighborhood is a very quite
and safe area at the moment; which all the residents now enjoy very much. We would not object to a few single family
homes, but multiunit housing would bring too much traffic and noise to the area. The are many families with very small
children on Savannah Ridge and more traffic would lead to safety issues. We feel that this change in zoning would hurt
our property values. We want to keep our area and the Canyon Creek neighborhood as lovely as it is now!

Thank you, Diane Cunningham

3/4/2004



Gager, Sherri

From: Eric_Pan@Dell.com

Sent: Thursday, March 04, 2004 8:20 PM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Subject: Proposed Development of Savannah Ridge -- File Number C14.; 04-0035

Eric and Malorie Pan
9404 Epic Court
Bustin, Texas 787Z6
512.250.9392

To: Sherri Gager
City of Austin, Neighborhood Planning & Zoning Department
(512) 974-3057. Office hours are 7:45 a.m. to 4:45 p.m.
Sherrli.Gager@ci,austin.tx.us <mailto:Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us>

Re: Proposed Development of Savannah Ridge —-- File Wumber C14.;04-0035

My wife and I have lived in Canyon Creek for two years. Prior to moving to Canyon Creek,
we spent six months reviewing Rustin homes and neighborhoods that balanced reasonable
proximity to our employment, provided upscale—-guality of surroundings and engendered a
strong sense of community amongst its residents.

We concluded our home search by choosing Canyon Creek / Savannah Ridge as our home - and
sanctuary from very intense, hyper-paced jobs that we both endeavor in daily.

We are vehemently cpposed Lo any development that would:

1} increase motor traffic through our quiet and peaceful neighborhood

2) attract transient people that do not have vested int:crest in maintaining the
cleanliness and manicured appearance and ambiancce that: our neighborhood prides itself upon
3) increase noise

4) risk safely of residences of Savannah Ridge - Many children live in our neighborhood
5} decrease property value - Our home builder, Standard Pacific, was clear that there
would not be rental property davelopment directly adijacent to the Savannah Ridge/Tibbe
street intersection

6) increase the number of mass-dwelling rental property in our area - today there are
at least seven: Sonterra I & II, Avalon, Escalon, Mansions, The Verandah, Cantebrea
Crossing and Jefferson Lakes

We join our neighbors in a vociferous opposition to any development, other than
residential family homes, that invokes any one, or more, of the points listed above.

My wife and I have first hand experience in living in apartments adjacent to Savannah
Ridge during construction of cur home. We lived amongst peoplec that were careless of their
surroundings and neighbors. Without going into detail, we will tell you that it was a
horrendous ezperience, Without question, any development of rental property would result
in allowing access of careless people to our Savannah Ridge neighborhood - this access
would be intolerable and unacceptable.

We stand strongly, shoulder-to-shoulder, with our neighbors in protest of any proposed
development that is detrimental to the quality of life and surroundings of our
neighborhcod.

Respectfully Submitted,

Eric and Malorie Pan



Gager, Sherri

From: Y. Zhou [lacji@yahoo.com)

Sent: Saturday, March 06, 2004 12:04 PM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.fx.us

Subiject: Proposed Development of Savannah Ridge -- File Nurmber C14.; 04-0035

From: Yaping and Yurong Zhou
9409 Savannah Ridge Dr
Austin, Texas 78726
512.335.3294

To: Sherri Gager

City of Austin, Neighborhecod Planning & Zoning Department
(512) 974-3057, Office hours are 7:45 a.m. tc 4:4%5 p.m.
Sherri.Gager@eci.austin.txz.us

Ms. Gager -

My wife and I reside at 9409 Savannah Ridge. Wo're completely
opposed to the proposed rezoning near our house,

My wife and I have two children: a two-year-old boy and a
one-month-old girl. We have been enjoying the guiet 1life in this nice
and quiet community. If our neighborhood becomes a conduit for
traffic to a high-density area of temporary residents, that will:

- significantly increase the noise outside and inside our house;

- decrease the safety hecause of the volume of extra traffic;

- decrease our privacy because cof the volume of people passing
through;

- adversely affect our property values;

- adversely affect the whole gquality of life here.

Safety is our deepest concern. We enjoy taking our kids out to walk
around in the community. If the reczoning happens, we will have to
worry about the extra traffic as well as the pecople we can’t
recognize in the neighborhood.

We are very concerned about the rezoning plans and plan to take every
action that we can to block them. We hope that we can enlist the
support of Staff to defeat a bad idea that only profits one person.

Sincerely,

Yaping and Yurong Zhou

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Search - Find what you're looking for faster
http://search.yaheco.com
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Gager, Sherri e
From ) KHL:IradHé.D_u-bey [dubeyanuradha@yahoo.com]- o
Sent: Sunday, March 07, 2004 12:06 AM

To: sherri.gager@ci.ausfin.tx.us

Cc: board@Canyoncreek.Net

Subject: Rezoning and proposed developement at Savannah Ridge (File # c-14,04-0035)

Ms. Gager,

This email is in reference to proposed rezoning at Savannah Ridge Drive.My wife and | live at
9501 Savannah Ridge Drive. We have 2 boys 4 and 8 years old who love to play outside in the
quite surroundings along with other small kids in the neighborhood. We strongly oppose the
rezoing of Savannah Ridge and will take every necessory action to STOP the rezoning to anything
but single family residential homes.

Before buying this house we had couple of other options in other areas of Canyon Creek but
we finally chose Savannah Ridge due to the quite surroundings, quality of life and very less traffic.
We oppose the rézoning due to-

1)Significant increase in the traffic. Savannah Ridge is a small residential street and is NOT
suitable to handle the traffic generated by mass scale rental accommodation.

2)This rezoning will make our neighborhood very unsafe for our children due to high speed traffic
and unknown neighbors.

3)Increased noise and environmental poliution.

4)This rezoning will bring renters with careless attitude towards the upkeep of their propenrty into
our well maintained neighborhood.

5)Decrease in our property value.
6) Adversely affect the quality of life in this small enclosed and family friendly neighborhood.

We unanimously join our neighbors in a vociferous opposition to any development, other than
residential family homes, that invokes any one, or more, of the points listed above.

Thank You.

-Manoj and Anuradha Dubey

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Search - T'ind what you're looking for faster,

3/9/2004
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Gager,Sherri
From: Amy Tabash [atabash@prodigy.net] |
Sent: Monday, March 08, 2004 9:35 PM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Subject: Re: Proposed Development of Savannah Ridge -- File Number C14.,04-0035

Dcar Ms. Gager:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed rezoning at the end of Savannah Ridge Drive. My
husband and | moved here in September 2002 with our two young daughters and our decision to buy our home cn
Savannah Ridge was due, in large part, to the small, quiet, family-friendly feel of the neighborhood. The proposed
rezoning of our street would drastically and negatively affect our neighborhood.

If the proposed rezoning is approved it will:

* increase traffic in our quiet and peaceful neighborhood

* decrease our property values

* tessen our sense of personal safety and security as there will be many transient people who lack the vested interest
we have as homeowners in maintaining a clean, safe, quiet neighborhood

* increase noise

* increase the already-high number of mass-dwelling rental properties in our area

* adversely affect the quality of life for our entire nieghborhood

I am saddened to think that life as we know it in our quiet neighborhood is going to end due to the thoughtless
development of a single landowner. | hope the City will seriously consider the concerns of the homeowners who have
invested so much into the appearance and atmosphere of Savannah Ridge.

Sincerely,

Amy and Larry Tabash
9408 Savannah Ridge Drive
Austin, TX 78726

3/9/2004
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Gager, Sherri
From: acbrush [acbrush@swbellnet]
Sent:  Monday, March 08, 2004 9:55 PM
To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tcus
Cc: crump@mdjwlaw.com; ab2547@txmail.sbc.com
Subject: File Number C14-04-0035 - Savannah Ridge

Sherri Gager
Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department
City of Austin

File Number: C14-04-0035

Dear Ms. Gager:

We are writing to express our strong opposition to the C14-04-0035 request to rezone from [-RR to SF-6
for the following reasons:

1. Canyon Creek was developed as a community of single-family homes. The proposed development
would change the very nature of our community that makes it especially attractive to hosneowners. All the
multi-unit developments in the vicinity of Canyon Creek have direct access to RM 620. The access for this
property will go through one of the quietest areas of single-family homes in Canyon Creek. Additionally,
there are two cascs before the zoning commission, C14-04-0002 and C14-04-0003, each dealing with the
extension of Savannah Ridge beyond the subject property in question and Barbrook Drive. Both of
these have been zoned at ST'-2, which represents the majority of Canyon Creek properties. I don't understand
the necd to rezone this property to a different standard than the surrounding areas.

2. This property acts as a major watershed for this section of the community. Undeveloped, the amount of
water which rcaches the drainage ditches located along the west and north sides of Aire Libre Drive is
significant when it rains. More development will further increase the amount of runoff flowing through this
area because we are downhill from this site. We could experience more damaging effects from flooding. 1
have had numcrous opportunities to witness the amount of water carried through the culverts behind my
house and it has run upwards of two fcet deep.

3. The value of my home based on TCAD has decreased 12% in the last year. Multi-unit development in
this neighborhood will further erode the value of my home and the attractiveness of Canyon Creek as a
whole. While the tax basis the city uses for valuation may rise over time, the market presence of my street
will be considerably damaged by this potential development.

4. The intersection of Savannah Ridge and Boulder would become more dangerous due to an increase in
traffic associated with this development. Cars traveling west bound at moderate rates of speed on Boulder
approach a blind curve and the increased traffic entering the intersection at Savannah Ridge will put more
people at risk. Additional traffic along Boulder Lane toward RM 620 will encourage more automobile
accidents and morc noise in this section of the neighborhood.

5. The safety of our neighborhood will be compromised with the addition of any additional multi-unit

development. Renters or owners will have little interest maintaining the quality of life characteristic of our
neighborhood. Savannah Ridge should be a minor residential street. It serves only the members of that

3/9/2004
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section of Canyon Creek. The developer designed this area with one entrance to make this section more
private and secluded for the homeowners. This development threatens to change the very nature of the way
this neighborhood functions.

6. Our quality of life should not be threatencd by every whim of this developer. This is the second rezoning
request of this property in six months. I also believe any development on this property that connects to the
infrastructure of Northwest Austin MUD #1 should be subject to the same rate of taxation that all
homeowners in Canyon Creek face.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. We look forward to a zoning designation that best considers all
affected parties, not merely the developer.

Tony And Colleen Brush
9516 Aire Libre Dr
249-7663
acbrush@swbell.net

3/9/2004



Gager, Sherri

From: Judy E. Scherer [JScherertx@austin.rr.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2004 ¢:19 AM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tc.us; Emily.barron@ci.austin.tx.us
Cc: krerump@swbell.net

Subject: Proposed Zoning Change C14.: 04-0035

To Whom It May Concern;

My husband and I are strongly opposed to the proposed zoning change for the
adjacent property on the other side of the barricade at the end of Savannah
Ridge. We bought our home off Savannah Ridge thinking it would be a
peaceful, safe pocket of Canyon Creek. We were never made aware of any
possible extension of Savannah Ridge except for possible estate homes.

1. We were told by Standard Pacific representatives that it would have large
homes on 1-2 acre tracts, because of the zoning.

2. OQur sftreet is not considered (by Standard Pacific) wide enough to even
accommodate a center sign, as do all the other entrances to pockets of
Canyon Creek.

3. Several homes and vehicles have been broken into, and it appears the
perpetrator is an apartment dweller at the end of Boulder Lane. (within
walking distance) We do not want more apartments, condos, or any other mass
residential dwelling {where the owners are not occupants with a vested
interest) in our area, as we already have more than enough.

4. We have many children in our area, additional traffic will cause the
children to be endangered. The tenants in the complex behind Jenaro,
tailgate all the way to their complex, and speed when not inhibited by a
speed zone abiding citizen.

5. Inevitable value decrease of our property is alsc of deep concern. As a
working residential appraiser, I am very aware of the loss of value on
properties, based on external noncurable depreciation.

Pleas2 do not allow more mass residential complexes to ke built off Savannah
Ridge.

Respectfully,

Richard & Judy Scherer
9417 Jenaro Court
BAustin, T 78726
512-401-0362



Gager, Sherri

From: Asit Ambekar [asit_ambekar@yahoco.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2004 11:49 AM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tcus

Ce: asit_ambekar@yahoo.com

Subject: Proposed Rezoning off Savannah Ridge -- File Number C14-04-0035

Asit Ambekar & Julie Sengupta
9505 Savannah Ridge

Austin, TX 78726

(512) 250 2009

Attn : Sherri Gager File Number : Cl4-04-0035
Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Sub : Proposed Zoning change of (approx) 9300-%800 Block of R.M.
620 North

This mail is in regards with the recent notice of Proposed Rezoning of
Block 9300-9800 of RM 620 Norxth.

We are residents of 9505 Savannah Ridge - one of the first here since
way back in June Z2001. We were drawn to this area for its safe
environment, good school district, beautiful and quiet neighborhood,
peaceful area with bare minimum traffic. Our houss is right next to the
area proposz=d for rezoning. While house hunting in this neighborhood,
we were assured by our builder, that the only development to the above
menticned area, if at all, would be similar or higher priced -
privately owned Single Family homes or a pessibility of the area
staying as a green belt. We were also assured that the possibility of
condos or such was never ever in the plans — now or in the future.

We were assured of the same in a recent meeting with city officials a
few months back where we were also shown a “future plan of Savannah
Ridge being extended within the community to end on Barbrook Dr. with a
plan for Single Family Homes along the extended Savannah Ridge”.

We are deeply disturbed with the recent news of Rezoning in our
neighborhood and strongly oppose the Proposed Rezoning as this will
cause:

1. Adversely affect the property values - with concrete of such large
scale being added te the neighborhood by cutting down the trees, will
destroy the pristine beauty we enjoy affecting our property values.

2. Added Hoise Pollution as a large volume of unnecessary traffic will
be added to this quiet and peaceful neighborhood.

3. Savannah Ridge is a small residential street not designed to handle
such a high volume of traffic without endangering the lives of the
residents.

4. Compromise the safety of the neighborhood, with people who will be
temporary residents, may not have the same best interssts or exhibit
the same civic sense to maintain the neighborhood as people who have a
permanent vested interest here.

5. With many young kids (plus some more on way) living on and off of
Savannah Ridge, the high wvolume of traffic will cndanger the safety of
cne and all.

6. Can attribute to vandalism, theft and other problems with the
population of temporary residents ever-residing in the neighborhood.

1



Thus, we urge you, alecng with the concerned city officials, to vote
against the Proposal to Rezone the block 9300 - 9300 of RM 620 North in
question taking inte consideration the concerns of the aZfected
residents ¢f the reighkorhood.

We join our concerned neighbors of Savannah Ridge and other affected
areas in opposing the propescd reczoning.

Sinccerely,

Asit Ambekar & Julie Sengupta

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Search - Find what you’re locking for faster
http://search.yzhoo.com



Sherri Gager
City of Austin, Neighborhood Planning & Zoning Department
974-3057

Sherri, Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Re: File Number C14.;04-0035

Dear Ms Gager:

| am a resident of Aire Libre and deeply oppose' the proposed rezoning and
development directly behind my house. I'll make my letter brief, but please
understand my passion to defeat this zoning change is strong.

| opposed the rezoning for the following:

Safety — high traffic endangers my children’s safety.

Safety — muiti-unit housing typically brings residents less vested in the

"long-term health, appearance and safety of the community.

Environmentai — watershed, impervious cover; destruction of large, old
oak trees.

Property Values — another multi-unit development surrounding Canyon
Creek will further deplete the attractiveness of our community.

Multi-unit development — we already have thousands of apartments
surrounding our community. | have a hard time understanding how this -
area could absorb more.

Bait and switch — duting my home purchase, Standard Pacific builders
represented zoning would be residential and no development would occur
for at least 300 feet behind my property line.

Please, please do NOT allow the zoning to be anything other than residential
housing.

Thank you

/

Greg Taylor
9536 Aire Libre
219-9350
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Gager, Sherri =~ »
From: Amy [acovill@aust-iﬁ..rrté(-)-m]
Sent:  Wednesday, March 17, 2004 11.57 AM
To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Cc: Karin and Omar Saman

Subject: Zoning plan File #C14.;04-0035

Sherri Gager,

I'm writing fo express my concern and objection to the proposed zoning plan (file# C14.;04-0035) of utilizing a
resendential street, Savannah Ridge Dr., as the main access into a multi-unit housing project. My family and | five on
Savannah Ridge Dr. in the Canyon Creek subdivsion and although we our greater than 200 feet from the proposed site
we will still be directly affected by this development. We moved and built in Canyon Creek for several reasons but
mostly so we could live in a well kept, safe, community oriented neighborhood that seemed peaceful and quiet and
tucked away in the hills of Austin.

Most of cur neighbadrs on Savannah Ridge are young families with the majority of the children 5 or younger, including
our 2 year old daughter. Our main concern is the increased traffic flow our street will receive and how this will directly
affect these children in the coming years. Not to mention the construction traffic we will have to endure. Another
concren is a decreased property value to our hame. We also pay a HOA fee to maintain the landscaping within our
community and feel a bit resentful that this new development will utilize part of our neighborhood but will not have to
contribute to help maintain it. We our held to a certain standard within our HOA rules and are worried that this proposed
development will not be of equat property value or community integrify.

Thankyou for your time and allowing us to express our concerns.

Paul and Amy Covill
8401 Savannah Ridge Dr.

Austin, Tx. 78726

3/17/2004
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Gager, Sherri _ _
Fron; Irene MaEn {irene@trinitylandanc-i.ﬁzar-nes.co_rr:]m o
Sent:  Wednesday, March 24, 2004 12:12 PM

To: Sherri.Gager@ci.austin.tx.us

Cc: Friends_of_Savannah_Ridge@yahoogroups.com
Subject: Rezoning of Savannah Ridge area to SF-6

Sherri,

We are located on the corner lot of Savannah Ridge and Tibee Dr. (11400 Tibee Drive) . Our concerns are twofold, as
we will be able to experience the increased traffic firsthand as well as having the high density housing in our back yard.
We as well as the rest of the neighborhood have invested considerable money in our homes and purchased in this
area for the somewhat seclusion and privacy of a small community, so to speak.

Adding SF-6 would increase traffic, lower property values and completely change the scope of the area which is all SF-
2.

Shoal Creek Properties Ltd. has had a very successful and profitable relationship with the entire Canyon Creek
Subdivision, it certainly would be a shame fo forego all the goodwill by forcing an SF-6 issue when it is obviously
receiving such negative feedback.

Thanks for allowing our comments.

Tom and Irene Martin

3/24/2004



Scotty & Kathryn M. Strahan
9404 Savannah Ridge Dr.
Austin, TX 78726

phone: 512 249-8344

March 30, 2004

File # C14-04-0035-5G

Sherri Gager

City of Austin

Neighborhood Planning & Zoning Department
PO Box 1088

Austin TX 78767-8835

Bear Sherri Gager,

We are writing 1o oppose the change of rezoning on File # C14-04-0035-SG. We live on
Savannah Ridge Drive which is currently used as a minor residential road. Under the pro-
posed change, this road would provide the only access to this high density housing. This
change would transform Savannah Ridge drive from a minor residential road into a major
road. According to the rezoning request itself, the rezoning would be a violation because
high density housing requires access using *...other than a minor residential road...” in direct
conflict with the current use and zoning of Savannah Ridge Road.

We have three small children (ages 8, 6, and 2) for whom the increased traffic would provide
a significant danger. We purchased the housc two and a half years ago in part because of
its quiet location with extremely low traffic with the expectation that any expansion of the
road would be for houses on one acre lots, Savannah Ridge Drive currently provides access
to the L1 houses on i, and 32 more houses. All but two of the families on our street have
small children as well. To rezone the area and use Savannah Ridge Drive for access to high
density housing would ruin the current character and usage of our street and neighborhood.

Please do not change the current zoning.

Sincerely,

Sty St el

Scotty & Kathryn M. Strahan



Gager, Sherri

From: David S. Reiter [dreiter@outsourcege.com)
Sent: Woednesday, March 31, 2004 9:19 AM

To: SUSANNA REITER,; sherri.gager@ci.austin.tx.us
Subject: Savannah Ridge

Dear Sherri,

We are the Reiter family, David, Susie, Garrett (5), and Audrey {3). We reside at 2413
Savannah Ridge Dr. Our home is threes houses to the lefl of the rezoning propesal, which is
less than 200 ft from the site. When we moved to Austin three years ago, my husband and I
dreamed of raising a family in a residential community where cur children would go to
school, ride their bikes/scooters with their friends in front of cur home and have a
general feeling of being safe to leave our home. However, because this rezoning propesal,
we are in jecopardy of that not happening.

My primary ceoncern lies with the increased safety risk our family would endure if this
proposal is accepted. The proposal of 59-60 condominiums would add an additicnal 60-1Z0
cars in a radius that is less than .8 of a mile. This is in stark contrast tc the one acre
estates for which the land was originally zoned, which would have created only limited
additioanl traffic. If this rezoning proposal is accepted, I am <¢oncerned with fulfilling
a basic routine of taking my children to scheol. I will have to battle 60-120 cars just to
leave my driveway before 8:00 AM.

In additicn to the increase traffic volume and safety risk this presents, protecting the
value of ocur home is vital. We are hard working pecople. We budyget like everyone else to
live in a decent quality lifestyle. However, when it comes to the value of our home, it is
the most valuable asset that we own and we cannot allow ancother developer to develop more
townhousae/condominium residences, especially in such close vicinity. when it is less than
200 ft away. There is already a precedsnce on 620 with tho apartment homes/townhouse. Let
it continue there, not in a residential community of homes. ’

Very truly yours,

Susie, David, Garrett and Audrey Beiter
9413 Savannah Ridge Dr.



Sherri Gager
City of Austin, Neighborhood Planning & Zoning Department

(512) 974-3057
Sherri.Gager(@ci.austin.tx.us

RE: File Number C14.;04-0035

Dear Ms. Gager

We live at 9412 Savannah Ridge Drive and are opposed to the
rezoning effort regarding the land at the end of our street.

After a year a searching, we chose Canyon Creek and specifically
Savannah Ridge for the perfect neighborhood to raise our children.
The Savannah Ridge neighborhood is in a quiet part of the
development where the neighbors have a strong sense of
community and where we are able to know who drives in and out
of our streets to protect our children and our property.

We were told before we signed the contract for our house to be
built that the area at the end of Savannah Ridge would be
developed into more large residential homes like the ones we live
in if it was to ever be developed. We were also told that the area
would have a large green belt buffer as well. Because of this
‘information, we chose to buy a lot on Savannah Ridge. Had we
known that the plans were to make the street directly in front of
our house an entrance to higher density family dwellings, we
would never have purchased our house at this location.

Our concerns with Savannah Ridge being an entrance to the
proposed condos as well as our concerns regarding the condos
themselves are (and these are all of equal importance):



1) Those people that currently reside in our neighborhood have a
long term, vested interest in our community because they have
bought permanent homes and plan to live for many years in the
same location. People who do not buy homes do not have the
same permanency. This will dramatically affect the privacy and
safety of our neighborhood and will allow many more people to
have access to our schedules and property simply because they
drive down our street every day.

2) The increased traffic will endanger our children. There are 16
children on Savannah Ridge alone and 44 within the three street
area that make up our community. Out of the ten houses on
Savannah Ridge, 9 of them have children or babies on the way and
of the 16 children on Savannah Ridge, 12 of them are less than
three years of age. Increasing the amount of cars and unknown
people that drive through this area has great potential to jeopardize
the safety of our children.

3) The increase in the noise level due to increased traffic will
disturb our quiet neighborhood.

4) Our property values will be compromised because other
potential home owners will not want to have their homes close to
higher density family dwellings for the very same reasons that I
have listed above.

5.) All of the construction traffic, noise and general mess will be a
real hardship on us and our kids over lifetime of the construction.

As a general concern, we find it very disturbing that Travis County
and the City of Austin are apparently not looking out for the
interests of their heavily-burdened tax paying residents. There does
not appear to be any master plan for the 620 area that would help
sustain or increase property values and create an improvement in
living standards for the greater community. The development plans



appear to be completely chaotic with no long term vision. It is as if
this 1s the “Old West” all over again. We’ve been inundated with
large apartment complexes, fast food restaurants, convenience
stores, quick car maintenance businesses, storage buildings, super
targets, etc. Our current situation is a prime example of how the
lack of coordinated planning has led to our current dilemma with
the developer. They are landlocked between apartments and
storage buildings with no egress to 620 due to a simple lack of
planning. (We heard recently that there are plans to build even
more apartments behind us!) This used to be a beautiful area to
live, but now it is becoming uglier with every passing day.

We are very disappointed and discouraged by the many of the
deceptions, misrepresentations and threats made by many of the
parties involved over the last few years. It is unfortunate that a
citizen cannot invest their hard-earned savings in their dream home
in a nice quite community with the confidence that the value and
quality of their community will be protected by the leaders of their
community. '

My husband and I are quite concerned that the rezoning plans have
not taken into account the issues I have stated above. We hope that
you, as a representative of the city, will consider what the issues of
our neighborhood are and assist us in any way possible.

Sincerely,

Christa and Rob Ratcliff
9412 Savannah Ridge Drive
512-219-1471
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Gager, Sherri L

From: Dwayne Sparke:. [.d_s.b_arks@bd;q.-ﬁét.]m
Sent:  Thursday, April 01, 2004 3:06 PM
To: Sherri Gager

Subject: File Number: C14-04-0035

In reference to the above case number, my husband | own a house just behind the proposed land rezoning. When we
bought the house, it was with the understanding that the land behind was to be used for single family dwellings, we
were comfortable with that and proceeded to purchase the house.

I can not tefl you how concerned we are that this portion of land may be re-zoned to multiple dwellings, this will only
bring the value of cur homes down, not to mention the noise, traffic and population density increase in the area.
Canyon Creek is already surrounded by apartment complexes and to add more density to the area will only hurt this
lovely sub division and in particular the houses that are located on the property line.

The Planning and Zoning department needs to take these concerns in consideration before granting the rezoning
request to developers who promise the world and deliver far less. | sincerely hope that the deep pockets and influence
of the developer will not influence your decision.

Thank you for your consideration to this request.

Sincerely,

Dwayne & Edie Sparks
11504 Tibee Dr.
Austin, TX 78726

4/1/2004



NORTHWEST AUSTIN MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT NO. 1

401 WEST 156TH STREET, SUITE 850
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-1665
TELEPHOMNE: (512) 469-7474

FAX: (612] 469-7480

April 12, 2004

Ms. Sherri Gager

City of Austin
Neighborhood Planning and
Zoning Department

P.O. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 78767-8835

Re:  February 26, 2004 Notice of Filing of Application for Rezoning; File Number
C14-04-0035 :

Dear Ms. Gager:

This letter is filed on behalf of the Northwest Austin Municipal Utility District No. 1 (the
District) in protest of the proposed application to rezone a tract of land north of and adjacent to the
District’s territory. The District requests that this application for rezoning be denied. Granting the
application would only result in high intensity uses within or adjacent to the residential areas found
in Canyon Creek.

The District’s territory is currently comprised of the Canyon Creek subdivision and the
District’s revenues are derived from taxes on property located within its territory. Canyon Creek is
primarily a residential area with little commercial or high density uses. However, the proposed
rezoning would apply to a tract of land located outside of the District yet accessed by streets within
the Canyon Creek subdivision. If granted, the proposed rezoning would allow traffic for a high
density development to use neighborhood/local streets for access.

The tract of land is currently zoned I-RR, or Intcrim Rural Residence. The develeper who
has requested the rezoning proposes to access his high density development by usc of Savannah
Ridge, a neighborhood/local street lined with single family homes. Boulder Lane is a street within
Canyon Creek and connects the neighborhood/local streets with RR 620.

The Canyon Creek subdivision was originally platted so that Savannah Ridge would access
a low density use. To now change that zoning would create a traffic burden on Savannah Ridge that
the street was not designed to bear, In addition, Boulder Lane would also be burdened with a heavier
traffic flow. Boulder Lane is the main street into Canyon Creek and connects Savannah Ridge and
other neighborhood/local streets with RR 620. Savannah Ridge and Boulder Lane were never
intended to provide access to a high density development of townhouses and condominiums as is
now being sought by the developer. To allow this rezoning to a higher density would burden these
two streets with increased traffic beyond that which they were designed to accommodate. Let alone
these public safety dangers such rezoning would create, this increased traffic burden would drive



Ms. Sherri Gager
April 12,2004
Page 2

down the property values within Canyon Creek, and therefore the District. This would decrease the
tax revenues to the District and increase the tax burden on the District’s current residences.

The current zoning I-RR zoning is appropriate for the area.

Very truly yours,

) = T

Don Zimmerman
President

DZ/ma

cc:  Fred C. Eppright, Shoal Creek Properties, Ltd.

LAClents\NW AMudNo. 1 \Letters\SuvannahRidge-zoningehangeprotest. wpd



You may send your written comments to the Zoning & Platiing Commission Assistant, Neighboriooa Pldnnmcr &
Zoning Department, P. O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767 8835.

File # C14-04-0035-8SG Zonmo & Platting Commission Hearing Date: Apnl 6,2004
Name (please print) _ D &/ A v E L EDFE SPA %/(J O Iamin favor

_ N - {Estoy de acuerdo)
Address /IS 2Y 713 EE OL - T object

(No estoy de acuerdo)

CTHoR 64y 0BIEC 7/
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. your written comments to the Zoning & Platting Commission Assistant, Neighborhood Planning &
- wepartment, P, O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767-88335.

File # C14-04-0035-SG Zoning & Platting Commission Hearing Date: April 6, 2004
- <f’ ﬁ{
Name (please print) LJ - l[)_f-ﬁ 1 Yamin favor

o ) (Estoy de acuerdo)
Address Q L1 | eng A 8 i . %IObje“
(No estoy de acuerdo)
187124

‘Ngs
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You may send your written comiments to the Zoning & Platting Commission Assistant, Neighborhood Planning &
Zoning Department, P. O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767-8835.

File # C14-04-0035-5G Zoning & Platting Commnission Hearing Date: April 6, 2004

Name (please print} SAY 4 Rty MA crtAynL e Y 1 Iamin favor
_ (Estoy de acuerdo)
Address 16T Niye Ghve - Ahn e w2 [T object
(No estov de acuerdo)

You may send your written comments to the Zoning & Platting Commission Assistant, Ne1ghborhood Planning &
Zoning Department, P. O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78?67 8835.

File # C14-04-0035-SG . Zoning & Plattmg Commission Hearing Date: April 6, 2004
Name (please print) D ane) D. (‘ wnni ng : ha L 0 Iamin favor
(Estoy de acuerdo)
Address __ 9 ‘t{' b Eyp 1) Cof, @ds‘h n 2 T object
ST F (r" {No estoy de acuerdo)




AANES N A AN EE N AN N E RN NN E NI I A A E R E NN N RN NS AN AN SN NN R AR NN I NS I EE A M E A EE N NRE R EEE RN RN A AN RN

You may send your written comments to the Zoning & Platting Commission Assistant, Neighborhood Planning &
Zoning Department, P. O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767-8835.

File # C14-04-0035-SG Zoning & Platting Commission Hearing Date: Aﬁril 6, 2004
Name (please print) L 8/ oot O Iamin favor

~ {Estoy de acuerdo)
Address _ G2 LA/ T, AUsom) 7X TET72¢ Y object

(No estoy de acuerdo)

1
\___-_.__—-——"‘_'—'__-’.’ - — - P - - B
Name (please print) é FEl~ TayLeL ‘O Iamin favor
. (Estoy de acuerdo)
Address < 5 le Alfe L1k Re JH' 1object
(No estoy de acuerdo)
1

You may send your written comments to the Zoning & Platting Commission Assistant, Neighborhood Planning &
Zoning Department, P. O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767-8835.

File # C14-04-0035-SG Zoning & Platting Commission Hearing Date: April 6, 2004
Name (please print) T\ BTN X0 vl Somd O Iamin favor

_ (Estoy de acuerdo)
Address _ QD0 Lbvean Davs, *M  Tobject

(No estoy de acuerdo)
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You may send your written comments to the Zoning & Platting Commission Assistant, Neighborhood Planning &
Zoning Department, P. O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767-8835.

File # C14-04-0035-SG Zoning & Platting Commission Hearing Date: April 6, 2004
Name (please print) /"} mﬁ X (Ao (,-l Aij Zo A B8 Iamin favor

- (Estoy de acuerdo)
Address_ 1428 Savanrah Ridge Dy X Iobject

. . {No estoy de acuerdo)
Sst, s TX 787126

Zoning Department, P, O. Box 1088, Austin, 'I'X 78 /6/-8830.

File # C14-04-0035-SG Zoning & Platting Commission Hearing Date: April 6, 2004
Name (please print) Susan. Sehn elnlor 0 Iamin favor

. . (Estoy de acuerdo)
Address G177 Hre L éf& D r. ) X I object

{No estoy de acuerdo)
Argf forily WM/ WO Mulifornile, ot s

,focdj'lwm //{

You may send your written comments to the Zoning & Platting Commission Assistant, Neighborhood Planning &
Zoning Department P. O. Box 1088, Austin, TX 78767-8835.

File # C14-04-0035-SG mng & Platting Commission Hearing Date: Apnl 6, 2004

Name (please print) e 'PFVC/{/ 0 Iamin favor
! (Estoy de acuerdo)
Address C%g) ? /47 / i .A—é’ ﬁ v & I object

(No estoy de acuerdo)
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June 24th, 2004 w Hhis

e
TO: Austin City Council f( ist

FROM: Don Zimmerman, President, NW Austin MUD #1 577 84 r—

RE: Opposition to C14-04-0035, “Eppright 12-Acre Tract” rezoning

As President of the MUD, I have been authorized by the Board to testify in opposition to
the rezoning of the Savannah Ridge property, reference C14-04-0035 - "Eppright 12-Acre
Tract". The District opposes the rezoning because the higher density housing on the end
of Savannah Ridge will increase traffic and reduce property values in the immediate
Savannsah Ridge area; this reduces MUD tax receipts in that agea, causing all MUD
taxpayers to suffer a higher tax rate. We also note that the new higher density housing
plan calls for connecting its water/waster system to the existing MUD-subsidized
water/wastewater infrastructure in Canyon Creek. Furthermore, the MUD taxpayers
firmly believe that the original MUD-Austin agreement, providing for Canyon Creek
residents to reimburse a developer for water/wastewater infrastructure assets and for those
assets to be given to Austin's utility without compensation to taxpayers, is unethical if not
illegal. Former mayor Kirk Watson and other City Council members wrote to Canyon
Creek taxpayers many years ago admitting that Canyon Creek's double-tax situation
created an "unreasonable burden” on CC taxpayers (see attachment). Allowing a new
higher density housing area to connect to the existing MUD subsidized infrastructure
without paying MUD taxes is, we believe, unconscionable, and should not be permitted.
In January, 2004, an entity owned at least in part by Fred Eppright, the applicant in this
proceeding, threatened to take legal action against the MUD unless it began steps to issue
approximately $3 million of new bonds. Some of this bond money is targeted to subsidize
infrastructure which the newly zoned area would connect to and use without paying MUD
taxes, while existing Savannah Ridge taxpayers continuc to pay MUD taxes. The
overhead of maintaining the MUD entity (whose primary purpose is paying off bonds) is
$150,000 per year. We maintain that some of this cost, as well as the MUD bond
repayment, should be offset by expanding the MUD tax base to the newly zoned area,
which will benefit from existing MUD subsidized infrastructure, or altématively, the
application should be denied due to its detrimental effect upon the District's tax base,

Attachments: "Demand Letter” from Fred Eppright
Letters to Canyon Creek taxpayers from Kirk Watson, et. al.



Subject: Canyon Creek Subdivision
Date: Mon, 28 Aug 2000 11:54:58 -0500
From: Jack Stueber <jas31@flash.net>
To: danny.thomas@ci.austin.tx.us, kirk.watson@ci.austin.tx.us, daryl.slusher@gci.austin.tx.us,
raul.alvarez@eci.austin tx us, jackie.goodman{@ci.austin. tx.us, beverly.griffith@sd.austin. tx.us,
will. wynn@ci. austin tx us, kirk watson(@ci austin.tx

We arc writing to you as residents of the Canyon Creek subdivision, located on RR620 between RR2222 and Anderson Mill
Road.

We purchased our home in late 1992, noling at that thro that the properly was located withm the City of Austin buf also having a
MUD District (NW Anstin MUD#1). While aticnding pexiodic Homeowners Moctings, we were advised that ncpotistions had
becn made with the City of Anstin, and the thought of cven "de-sunexing” from the City was a possibility, bot ne were
encouraged that the City felt it could be resolved. Even prior to his first elecion as Mayor, Kitk Watson responsed to the former
president of our Homeowners Association as follows:

"I do not know why the city conacil has not dinccted city managément 1o either assume your MUD debt or foreg » your city taxes .
. . The first 1 heard about the issue was in your letier. Certainly heving to pay bath MUD taxes and City taxes, oa fop of your
Round Rock school taxes, is a vey difficult burden. Bigsed on fhe infoemation yoe provided it is clear that somye tind of remedy 10
this problkem is noeded and 28 mayor I can promise that my office will be responsive to your concemns.™

Wcﬂ.mmyywsh:vepamcdandmslillarepnyingﬂ:eCityofAnslintncsmdlthWAuﬂhMUD#l,.mdnsfn:a_sye?m
tell, noting concrelc has becn accomplished Do sny of you see amy relief in sight? Believe we stilll are the only :mbdivision in the
City of Austin wiffr a MUD.,

John snd Boverly Stucber

10741 Chesinut Ridge Rd.
Awstin, TX 787261359

oc: Representative TeSrry Keel, District 47

Q/1AVY R-AR DWE



IMPORTANT INFORMATION

PLEASE TAKE A MINUTE TO VOTE IN THE CITY ELECTIONS ON MAY 3RD. IT
COULD DIRECTLY HELP US IN AMELIORATING THE CANYON CREEK TAX
SITUATION. I HAVE ADVISED ALL VIABLE CITY COUNCIL AN MAYORAL
CANDIDATES OF THAT SITUATION AND RECEIVED THE FOLLOWING WRITTEN
RESPONSES WHICH I AM PROVIDING FOR YOUR INFORMATION

RON SIEVERT
President, Canyon Creek
Homeowners Associat:ion

"Thank you for 1letting me know about your neighborhoods unique
situation....The nost obvious option would be to have the city
assume the MUDs debt and dissolve the MUD (considerably reducing
Canyon Creek tax) which I believe is the usual proceecure when
areas like yours are annexed. Your neighborhocod certainly should
not be required to shouder its present heavy tax burden. (If this
¢can not be done) I would lock at Limited Purpose
Annexation....Please rest asgsured I believe your situation is
untenable and must be resolved.

MANUAL ZUNIGA, CAND. PLACE 5

YWhen elected T would certainly act to dissolve the MUD, thereby
lightening the tax load of Canyon Creek home owners. I am sorry
that you and your members have been under ' such an unfair taxation

for so long-
ERIC SAMSON, CAND. PLACE 6

(I do not know) why the city council has not direc:ted city
management to either assume your MUD debt oxr forego your city
taxes....The first I heard about the issue was in your letter,
Certainly having to pay both MUD taxes and City taxes, cn top of
your Round Rock school taxes, is a very difficult burden. Based on
the information you provided it is clear that some kind «f remedy
to this problem is needed and as mayor I can promise that ny office
will be responsive to your caoncerns.

KIRK WATSON, CAND. MAYOR



JAN-05-04 12:41  From: T-192 P 02/03 Job~218

January 5, 2004

diroct dial: 51_2 470-72862
Miase@wingsd.con

Members, Board of Directors

Northwest Augtin County Municipal Utility District No. 1
/o Mr, Frank M. Reilly

Potts & Redlly, LLP

401 W. 15th Street

Austin, TX 7870}

Re:  Reimbursement to Canyon Creek Option, Ltd.
Dear Board Members:

On behatf of Canyon: Creck Opuop. L, {fbcvelaper"), 8 developer wuthorthwm_
Austin Municipal Digtrict No. 1 ("District"), we hereby demand that the District
immediately anthorize its staff and consultants to prepare and file in application to-the Texas
Commission on Environmental Quelity ("TCBQ™) for authorization'for the Distiict 10 sell that
ammnofbondsncmrywﬂlnymhnbmcthenmbpaforaﬂluomdmgmmmabh
expenses for development within the District. Wcunda-mndtbjsmwillbedm:ssedaﬂm
Digtrict's January 7, 2004 meeting, which we plan to attend.

By way of background, we proviously requested that thcl}matakethmawoumow
August 15, 2003 letter and have also sttended rmmnerous Board meetings since then at which we
-hawmtcmtedﬂmmt.Wehavaa]soprovldoddmbﬂrmallthumformmﬂ:ﬂwchnve
that may be usefl to the District in proceeding with this application including a Decernber 1,
2003 leuaw:thanattacbedsummaryoﬂhcl)mhpds mtmatedmﬁnbmsablecosts

As described in our August 15, 2003 letter, the June 28, 1990 ) "Utility Construction
AmﬂBdmeuthwmAusbnMummdeﬂnmeuNo 1 and Team Rank®, as
ameandead (the "Agreement"), mqtmmthebusuiettosadcmthodnmnforthesﬂeofbondsm
reimburse the Developer for those development costs authorized by the TCBQ. Specifically,
Article {1, Sectiafi 3 of the Agreement requires that the: District "vequest and diligently pursuc
approval of the Project and Bonds . . .*. In addition, Article IV, SecﬁonZoftheAgreonwnt
mmmmarepmmummtounthmboateﬂ‘omtoobcain'DCEQmw!ofthe
maxinmun amount of bonds authorized bythendesoftleCBQandthecmsentagrwnwm
between the District and the City of Austin.

SUITE 800 PH 312.474.4330 WiNSYEAD SECHAEST & MINILK Adirin. Dallus, For; Worih.
100 CONGRESS AVENUE FAX 512.370.28%0 Aturneyt aied Commslini - Housien, Mexico City. .
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701 WINSTEAD.COM A Profespal Corporation The Wasdiumsls, Wisthingron. DC



4t From: T-192 P.03/03 Jlob-218

Northwest Austin Municipal Utility Distsict No. 1
Jamnary 5, 2004
Page 2

We know that the District has various issues with the City of Austin concerning the legal
framework of the District and that some of these issues are the subject of pending litigation
between the District and the City. Despite any position the Board may take in this Iitigation, the
fact remaing that the Agreement is a binding contractual obligation of the District.

It is our preference to work coaperatively with the District on all matters including the
sale of the bonds. HMowever, we can no Jonpger allow the Board of Directors to consciously
choose to ignore its legal obligations under the Agreement. Accordingly, if the District does not
anthorize the preparation and submittal of a bond application for the sale of bonds in an amount
sufficient to reimburse the Developer for all its outstanding reimbursable expenses at the
District's January 7. 2004 Board meeting, we will inmnediately file suit against all appropriate
partics and seek all available legal remedies including attorneys’ fees for the District's conscious
and deliberate breach of the Agreoment.

Sincerely,

Pt by

Philip S. Haag
cc. Mr. Fred Bppright

AUSTIN. 1239978\
24064 010872004
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PETITION

Date: 3!6'}'!01-—! |
File Number: {4 - o¢f- 60O 3%

Address of
Rezoning Request: 95 16-9 £00 blogse 0/

L oV

To:  Austin City Council

We, the undersigned owners of property affected by the requested zoning change described in
the referenced file. do hereby protest against any change of the Land Development Code which
would zone the property to any classification other than _SE€( /. S£ 2~

[ 2

(STATE REASONS FOR YOUR PROTEST)

(PLEASE USE BLACK INK WHEN SIGNING PETITION)

Signgtutre Printed Name Address ;
3 SOMA AITHAL 9540, AR _LrERE DR , TX-]& 126
%‘ b Ve LA Lirds Victor GSYE Aice Libee  De. Tr 7872
T Pone Vid Dave Vighe 954§ frice Lihre e TK_78726
th fﬁugbr_i_/é_ﬁ' lidow Br Tx 7822¢
Iob'ﬁT Qcily g mrpw/ﬁ—wnl(a
Mshyin Poeet geas ,g.?m_(i/a T 3 <328
mbc(t/ \:ﬁ_ Or Augdin1X
N W0 Aws (1BRE AvsTy> &7 787 2
*PFI{'! (amlm G0 Qure. Libre Aostin 7872¢
ihha _Poitsl 9529 Pip Ubiy  picte, T872(
“Yzda/ QW QY A L 2 E7H

L wming AL‘L/ ?SW A'IV‘O (Jb'(Q Dy 7% ;é

Jantwi | Tamrkipan (3520 Az@g__z_ B, F¢984 "
MANDANA NEYAK 4512 AIRE . K79,
_Namu ( pstougiony G505 Af rehb@@r 18784
sune ‘el o 1 Q5CY Avel ve v R0
At Ve 450 Awe [(yelDK 7Y+
_:Kc\u L.aox‘-s 9501 Q(w_ Ll\arc hi 7?’72(0
21 LooFs 93¢ Awe Ubre O 7672¢
Kean Redle . qsuy Aie Chre 7877260
Date: 3 "/ 7- Oj Contact Name: /g’g:gm_) C'tugﬁ SAmm A

Phone Number: 322-$180
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PETITION

Date: ,3/ q/OV
File Numblr: /214 - 0 - 003§

Address of
Rezoning Request: 4.3 00 - ?J’ 06 4lock

To:  Austin City Council af[ .M elo NV

We, the undersigned owners of property affected by the requested zoning change described in
the referenced file, do hereby protest against any change of the Land Development Code which
would zone the property to any ¢ lassitication other than SE [ [SE 2

(STATE REASONS FOR YOUR PR%EST)
(PLEASE USE BLACK INK WHEN SIGNING PETITION)

Signature : Printed Name Address

e . SHad, Ev’E SIHERS el aNd /zét-r»%
NZke ’pWAf,dff' SPALSKS ’r

L Mr— //‘fn‘f Tf‘éee L
5 £ an'\—

Ca &&M

£¢ &“MEMZ%LAQ_L/ 7588, _.ZL Q!‘P
Ketlavygu S Sjg‘_mLm _%mé{ _SMMJA_ELL{Q
Soivy) 7

| .__ﬂw vRIADH S \;L%J\??Et_aﬁ\ _ =%

/‘\""‘-l Kfﬂo/,nﬁ Zou( g Y4 Savpninl R;ff/a pr.

%&{Z ___.___L%/LIUM WM (1516 Tibeo
s U1t Dhea pr
7 Y. G/Zw.;i ;S A coor

r 74//2 > er

TAMPLBA«Z?—E&-— hued = Susie fetor o1 3 S addump e d~ E_\Dﬁﬂ'\
4&1:44/_._:9.{7 ot ooere Marshall + Marcmrekl?g evec 1S 3@48 b

L 3

Date: 3/,72/ 0/7/ _ Contact Name: MU Cem? Sammrt
v Phonc Number: 322~ 5740
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PETITION

Date; ‘03,10 7’/04
File Number: __ C /% - OO - 0034

Address of

Rezoning Request: é-o_ua,my\g_}\ R\Clc‘ €,

To:  Austin City Council

We. the undersigned owners of property aftected by the requested zoning change described in
the referenced file, do hereby protest against any change of the Land Development Code which
would zone the property to any classification other than _S¢g/ / SE2_

{STATE REASONS IFOR YOUR PR&TEST)
(PLEASE USE BLACK INK WHIEN SIGNING PETITION)

Sienature 'Prinlcd Name Address

Fo5¢ ARE L2 E I
2S04y Pure Libere @r“
GsO% e Lbre (O

jﬁ_“%aim ; \"’%ﬁm """" %S’B& W

e T T . ___ET;. 5H.a _,__B:l_la_ap'-" s . 95%0  _Airt Lisre Dy
Xﬁ‘ﬁf/‘ = Y/}Pﬁz}?ﬁr _DHou oG S vanna A P:‘cii/gp 5.
Wolaf & c g o dudy Seherer QLHﬂ_\Sﬁmza_QLE
Clayld 1k Clayton Lindsey 9500 Rwe Libre. B
s el leen Reomlels FSs2 gie Libredd
e Bedstn  SénencA 37 Featy OT
L KagpiisEval  RAMAMERMy A0 Az LERE D
KANT (T K. MAYAK 9512 AlKE LBRE D
Tetfrey Wey 9529 Abe Libre Din.
N anp i Touloty 959] Savannel, Relge b
¢ AS\T AMBEKAR Hune 3enprd FS0S  SAVAMJAN P\lbaa:l,g:_
GREC  TaYuLal 953, mike Litle
Droet rSige (e T4 3 Srsinpin '14-"?@ Q0
Date: 3/}'7/7)"/ ) Contact Name: KH—KJ/U C@Mf §?’KM~’
/ / Phone Number: 322 -§2£0
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PETITION

Date: B~ 15 - OY

File Namber: { (Y - 04 - 0035

Address of _
Rezoning Request: 4 30°¢ -9 30¢ Hock of
R.M. G20 Nersh

To:  Austin City Council

We, the undersigned owners of property affected by the requested zoning change described in
the referenced file. do hereby protest against any change of the Land Development Code which

would zone the property to any classification other than _ el - RR — - Rural Lesidenca
o

(STATE REASONS FOR YOUR PROTEST)

(PLEASE USE BLLACK INK WHEN SIGNING PETITION)

Signature Printed Name Address
James F. Stanley G EBIL Lavers Drive
- . Mary C . Stoanlny QLIS haven, Suwe
A . MALe. S, .oef ' C{'grfk Lavéfa_DJ‘.\J‘e
C2NCogr. J,)z._ig\\) /¢ Sy S'{aé e G Lmv?ral Prid e
[ ]
Date: Contact Name:

Phone Number:
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PETITION

Date: 5/07/0’7‘
File Number: / Clt- - 00.35—

Address of

/' Rezoning Request:  Sa va nngh [&475

7

To:  Austin City Council ,

We, the undersigned owners of property aftected by the requested zoning change described in
the referenced file. do hereby protest against any change of the Land Development Code which
would zone the property to any clagsification other than S € S22
(S'[‘A}/(REASONS FOR YOUR PROTEST)
e

(PLEASIE USE BLACK INK WHEN SIGNING PETITION)

Signature *Printed Name : Address
_ Temu Kobhmataen 9533 e Like L1
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Gobeid SHoo Tanaro Toi.

Date: ‘3/) ?/_D ’7{ Contact Name: MMJ Cﬂu AP SA‘IM-MFH
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PETITION

Date: 3-/§-0Y
File Number: Ort/— Y~ o038

. | Address of
Rezoning Request: ?300' 9;00 block ® 7[
Rm. 20 N

To:  Austin City Council

'We. the undersigned owners of property atfected by the requested zoning change described in
the referenced file. do hereby protest against any change of the Land Development Code which
would zone the property to any classification other than _JF£ / /SE D

{STATE REASONS FOR YOUR PROTEST)
(PLEASE USE BLACK INK WHEN SIGNING PETITION)

Address

‘ Printad Name ﬂ ( . ' B e Ri
{ i—-' ' { Y .

] I A Bﬁetﬁ Wk, ¢ 31'5519_1 n Dr.

e -- e 9SG ﬁ;?@ % L&clei' hf

/ ALAA ' !O(ng o : +Of‘

=

f . / éﬁfﬂa Z
v e, —
Date: 3"/7 -0 f/ Contact Name: m//u CRUMN Y SAmacy

Phone Number: 4522 )77 3-~936/ cel(
- B22-52%0 ni<



Morcthan Qo0

PETITION

Date: <D ~/§ - oY
File Number: ClY -0 ¥ - 0035

. Address of
Rezoning Request: ?300 900 Hlock ¢

Rm 20 N

To:  Austin City Council

We, the undersigned owners of property affected by the requested zoning change described in
the referenced file, do hereby protest against any change of the Land Development Code which
would zone the property to any classification otherthan _ S#F/ / Se-2

/7

(STATE REASONS FOR YOUR PROTEST)

(PLEEASE USE BLACK INK WHEN SIGNING PETITION)

Signature rinted Name Addres:
_ Sand, oYy 61 Z OW’V‘ 533 ﬁ_{ff (,Jb/:.e Dy

a’-\rn Mc_lmc K - IO’\!‘ST . bher Glﬂn .

'I.Z'KL : ) “Isenhoue /6'&'4.) TC’AH&S (_:f
n ___-5& e Kl n_ ' est Dr
s L»{—FJICLID,?_@JJQ@QJ.TH 10505

4 N EVers [eZole) ‘FSrac:Fe{Caue

M@\% CArdics ¢ RSt T (12020 Trhvia i ‘
lodah__mpe SA_SLADEX AS 6B X odiio Brushy b
-- L _zamc@sm‘zzm%@(
_ g Davelt L T epnite o JDELS T aktvs Cr
_ o 1 <l Wolden 1GFol Prckwaod VI . Austin
owen Herd. O Ut 5E Co

...._é')’/m _f:ﬂf/ X TERR 11720 Celarme D,
' [ . 7903 Todico Brady I\,

larrva.” [rai
doa DS’%N%GL Ciayg Cr

/:2‘1/ '_7;4!{ | -\ - ) 7 St Spmen 5 .5'vq¢g/4w///k
Shelig. Keeter NH21b Brista? Way, Au I
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nmj Jensen 1004 Nontesz De %uﬁ

Date: \3"'/ 7— 0‘]1 Contact Name: K/HE,(AJ @KUM P Shne
Phone Number: 322 - & 240




Case Number:

PETITION
C14-04-0035

Total Area within 200° of subject tract: (sq. It.)

VICTOR DAVID W & LINDA D

Date:

743,992 21

April 5, 2004

i 01-6625-0401 ©.847.57 1.32%
2 01-6625-0402 BAILEY BEM L & SHERR}J 11.180.56 1.50%
AITHAL PRABHAKARA &
3 01-6625-0403 SUMA AITHA 9,567.07 1.20%
TAYLOR GREG & TERRI
4 01-6625-0404 TAYLOR 8,715.04 1.17%
ANDERSON DAVID B &
5 01-6625-0405 PEGGY Y 8,069.09 1.08%
PATEL ASHVIN & VIBHA
6 01-6625-0406 PATEL 8.190.26 1.10%
v 01-6625-0407 QU JIAN 7,899.23 1.06%
: JANAKIRAMAN JANANI &
8 01-6625-0408 KARTHIKEY 7,992.2C 1.07%
BRUSH ANTHONY L &
9 01-6625-0469 COLLEENE 9.002,25 1.09%
NAYAK RANJIT K &
10 O1-G625-0410 VANDANA 7.914.05 1.07%
CASTONGUAY KEVIN J &
11 01-6625-0411 NANCY L 8.624.33 1.16%
PEMA ARTHUR J & SUSAN D
12 01-6625-0412 PENA, 10,507.65 1.41%
ALONSO INES & WiLLtaM
13 01.6525-0413 CLAYTON 7.999.0G 1.06%5
LOOQFS RICKY V & TRUDY K
14 01-6625-0414 LOQFS 852,70 0.11%
SCHNEIDER MICHAEL E &
15 01-6625-0418 SUSAN 1.735.08 0.23%
16 01.6625-0421 WEY JEFFREY 1,627.97 0.22%
17 01-6625-0422 KOLEHMAINEN TEEMU 1,638.12 0.22%
ZHOU YAPING & YURONG
18 01-6625-0431 SHI 751.6% 0.10%
REITER DAVID & SUSANNA
19 01:5625-04232 M 8.064.43 1.08%
DOBEY MANOJ &
20 01-6625-0433 ANURADHA, 10,212.13 1.37%
AMBEKAR ASIT § & JULIE
21 01-6625-0434 SENGUPT 0,043,268 1.22%
MARTIN THOMAS E & IRENE
22 01-6625-0502 MARTIN 14,570.32 1.97%
YOST GEORGEP &
23 01-6625-0503 FRANCES E 7.935.08 1.07%
REEVES MARSHALL &
24 01-6625-0506 MARGARET R 7.993.00 1.07%
SPARKS CLIFTON DWAYNE
25 01-6625-0507 & EDITH 8,067.89 1.08%
26 01-6625-0510 WONG SAMUEL H 1.856.04 0.25%
MORROW JAMES MR &
27 1-55:15-0535 CYNTHIAR 4,077.76 0.55%
RATCLIFF ROBERTR &
28 1-6625-0536 CHRISTA N 4,352,856 0.58%
29 1:6825-0315 SPEED MICHAEL W & LISA M 13,226.56 1.78%
STANLEY JAMES F & MARY
30 01-0825-0316 C 14,153.90 1.90%
BUSENBARK JOHN K &
K| 01-5325-0431 CHERYL L 5,367.11 0.92%
REYNOLDS ROBERT D &
3z 31-6825-0332 HATHLEEN 8,803.45 1.18%
a3 0.00%
Validated By: Total Aroa of Petitioner: Total %
240,470.19 32.32%

Slacy Meeks
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Madnads D

MEMORANDUM
TO: Sherri Gager, Case Manager
FROM: Emily M. Barron
DATE: March 29, 2004

SUBJECT: Neighborhood Traffic Analysis for Eppright 12-Acre Tract
9300-9800 Block of N FM 620
Zoning Case Number: C14-04-0035

The 'Transportation Section has performed a neighborhood traffic impact analysis for the above
referenced case and offers the following comments.

The 12.52-acre fract proposes a condominium development. This site is located in northwest Austin
just north of the intersection of Savannah Ridge and Boulder Lane. The project, which is currently
zoned Interim Rural Residence (I-RR), is requesting a change to Townhouse Condominium
Residence (SF-6). The tract will have vehicular access to Savannah Ridge. Surrounding the tract to
the south and east is a single-family neighborhood and undeveloped property is located to the north
and west.

Roadways

Savannah Ridge is classified as a residential collector with 60' of right-of-way and 40’ of pavement
and carries approximately 423 vehicles per day (vpd).

Boulder Lane, within the vicinity of the project is classified as a neighborhood collector with 70’ of
right-of-way and 40’ of pavement and carries approximately 2,146 vpd at its intersection with
Savannah Ridge.

Trip Generation and Traffic Analysis

Based on the ITE’s publication Trip Generation, the proposed development at the time of site plan will
generate approximately 430 vehicles per day (vpd).

Trip Generation
LAND USE Size VPD
Condominiums 60du 430

Distribution of trips was estimated as follows:

Street Condominium Trip Distribution
Savannah Ridge 100%
Boulder Lane 100%

Eppright Tract C14-04-0035 Page 1



Below is a table containing the estimated number of trips that will affect each street.

Street Existing Traffic (vpd) Site Traffic (vpd) Total Traffic after Project (vpd)
Savannah Ridge 423 430 853
Boulder Lane 2,146 430 2,576

vpd = vehicles per day

The Land Development Code specifies desirable operating levels for certain streets in section 25-6-
116. These levels are as follows: A residential street with a pavement width of 40 feet or more should
have 4,000 vpd or less.

Conclusions

1. The ftraffic along Savannah Ridge and Boulder Lane does not exceed the requirements
established in Section 25-6-116.

2. In order to minimize traffic on surrounding streets the intensity and uses for this deve[opment‘
should be limited through a conditional overlay to 60 dwelling units, or 430 vehicle trips per day.
The proposed development plan for these tracts does not exceed 430 vehicle trips.

3. ltis recommended that if Savannah Ridge is not extended into the subject property that a cul-de-
sac be provided on site to allow for a proper turn around at the end of Savannah Ridge.

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me 974-2788.

Emily M.
Planner ~ Transportation Review
Watershed Protection and Development Review Department

Ce: Erin Welch, Land Strategies (via fax and e-mail)
Asit Ambekar (via e-mail}
Mary Jo Garrison (via e-mail)
Traci Holland (via e-mail)
Rob Ratcliff (via e-mail)
Judy E. Scherer (via e-mail)
Terri Taylor (via e-mail)
George Yost (via e-mail)
Don Zimmerman (via e-mail)

Eppright Tract C14-04-0035 Page 2
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Sent By: Paul Gunn; 5122407753; A Mﬁ\ﬁﬂt k ,
. H pr-2-04 10;26AM;
2 Sherys bmtt ’

¢: 44~ (654 April 2, 2004

Re:

1.

2

Sherri Gager
Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department
P.O. Box 1088, Austin, TX. 78701

Savannah Ridge Rezoning Request
File No. C14-04-0035-SG

Dear Ms. Gager,

We, the Canyon Creek Home Owners Association Board Members, represent more than 1,100
homeowners in the Northwest Austin community of Canyon Creck. We understand that the
above-referenced property is the subject of a rezoning request, and strongly oppose the requested
rezoning of the praperty from its current designation of I-RR to SF-6 for the following reasons:

The requested rezoning would permit the development of higher-density residences than the
adjacent properties, which are zoned as SF-2;

The residents in this area of Canyon Creek bought their homes with the presumption that this
adjaccnt area would be developed only with single family residences with large lot sizes. A
change to the proposed zoning would be a significant departure from this established
expectation;

Development of high-density housing as a continuation of their section of the neighborhood
would most certainly reduce their property valucs;

Nowhere ¢lse in the Canyon Creek neighborhood is there high-density housing that is
accessible by our sireets. The proposal would create an aberration within our neighborhood;
There is already an extremely large number of high density housing arcas in the vicinity of this
section of Canyon Creek and no real “need” for additional high-density zoning,

We believe that the increased traffic through the arca brings an increased risk of danger o our
neighborhood’s children, particutarly the children who live on Savannah Ridge;

There is no alternative method for diverting traffic to 620; therefore, all tralfic for from the
construction of the development and, eventually from the development itself, must pass through
Savannah Ridge, which is currently a residential drive;

The increase in traffic and noise, as well as the decrease in privacy is a huge concern to all
involved, not just 1o those within 200 feet of the property in question.

As a community, we are committed to keeping our neighborhood safe and secure, and we belicve
that the zoning of the property to SF-6 would negatively affect all of us. We ask that you reject’
this request and leave the zoning in its current state. This will allow for complimentary
development to the Canyon Creek neighborhood rather than dettimental development. Thank you
for your consideration of this matter. Should you have any questions or comments, please do not
hesitate to call the CCHOA president, Paul Gunn at 838-2467.

Canyon Creck HOA
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PAUL LINEHAN & ASSOCIATES

May 5, 2004

Attn: Sherri Gager

City of Austin

Neighborhood Zoning & Planning Depariment
505 Barton Springs Road, 5% Floor

Austin, Texas 78704

Re:  Eppright 12-acre Tract
Zorning Boundary Amendment
Case No. C14-04-0035

Dear Sherri:

Land Strategies, Inc. (LSI) has been working with the Canyon Creek neighborheod association to
obtain their consent for the rezoning of a proposed condominium development to SF-6-CC.

In response to the neighberhood's valid peﬁtioﬁ, LSt will reguce the zoning boundary to invalidate
the petition. The zoning boundary will be reduced as shown below. Attached are an exhibit
showling the boundary reduction and a letter describing the amended metes-and-bounds.

(The amounts shown below are approximations.)

Eastern edge: +175 feet from Block 1, Lots 15 and 16
£75.5 feet from Block E, Lots 23-28 and Lot 4
+144 foet from Block E, Lot 22 and Lot 5
+146.5 feet from Block E, Lot 21
+213.5 feet from Block E, Lots 21 and 22
+176 feet from Block E, Lots 18-20
1125 feet from Block E, Lots 16 and 17

Southern edge: 158 feet from Block A, Lots 14 and 15

After your review of the metes-and-bounds and exhibits, please contact me should you have any
questions or need further information.

Thank you,

‘@%)
Paul W. Linshap/ASLA

President
Land Strategles, inc.

PWL.enw
Attachments

DEVELOFPMENT, DESIGN ANDP PLANNING CONSULTARNTS

1010 LAND CREEK COVE, SUITE 100 « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78746 « (512) 328-6050 « ¥Fax:(512) 328-6172



PETITION
Case Number: C14-04-0035 Date: May 6, 2004
Total Arca within 200 of subject tract: {sq. ft.) 693,251.37
1 01-6625-0401 VICTOR DAVID W 8 LINDA.D 5317.01 0.77%
2 0156250402 BAILEY BEN L & SHERR! J 745142 1.08%
AITHAL PRABHAKARA &
3 01-6625-0403 SUMA AITHA 6,602.86 0.98%
TAYLOR GREG & TERRI
4 01-6625-0404 TAYLOR 6,165.59 0.89%
ANDERSON DAVID B &
5 01-6625-0405 PEGGY Y 5,396.99 0.78%
PATEL ASHVIN & VIBHA
-6 01-0625-0406 PATEL 4,656.74 0.67%
7 01-6625-0407 QU JIAN 2,573.11 0.37%
JANAKIRAMAN JANANI &
8 1-6625-0408 KARTHIKEY 359.57 0.05%
BRUSH ANTHONY L &
9 01-6625-0409 COLLEENE 259,35 0.04%
NAYAK RANJIT K &
10 01-6625-0410 VANDANA 1,396.53 0.20%
CASTONGUAY KEVIN J &
11 01-6625-0411 NANCY L 3.448.22 0.50%
. PENA ARTHUR J & SUSAN D
12 01-6625-0412 PENA 4,269.98 0.62%
REITER DAVID & SUSANNA
13 01-6625-0432 M 5,115.90 0.74%
DOBEY MANOJ &
14 (1-6625-0433 ANURADHA 10,212,13 1.47%
AMBEKAR ASIT S & JULIE
15 0166250434 SENGUPT 9,043.26 1.30%
16 01-6625-0502 MARTIN 14,670.32 2.12%
YOST GEORGEP &
17 01-6625-0503 FRANCES E 7.935.08 1.14%
REEVES MARSHALL &
18 01-6625-0506 MARGARET R 7,993.00 1.45%
SPARKS CLIFTON DWAYNE
19 01-8625-0507 & EDITH 8,046.14 1.16%
20 1-6625-0510 WONG SAMUEL H 300.27 0.04%
MORROW JAMES MJR &
21 01-6625-0535 CYNTHIAR 4,077.76 0.59%
RATCLIFF ROBERTR &
22 01-6625-0536 CHRISTA N 4,352.86 0.63%
23 01-6825-0315 SPEED MICHAEL W & LISA M 8,404.46 1.21%
STANLEY JAMES F & MARY
24 01-6825-0316 c 6,053.45 0.87%
BUSENBARK JOHN K &
25 01-6825-0331 CHERYL L 34.48 0.00%
REYNOLDS ROBERT D &
26 01-6825-0332 KATHLEEN 3,499.22 0.50%
ar 0.00%
28 0.00%
it 0.00%
30 0.00%
kj} 0.00%
32 0.00%
33 0.00%
Validated By: TFotal Arga of Potitloner: Total %
Stacy Mecks 137,845.70 19.88%

Mtachme 5
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PETITION
Case Number: C14-04-0035  Date: May 6, 2004
Tolal Area within 200" of sublect tract: (sq. 1t.) £693.251.37
1 01-6625-0401 VICTOR DAVID W & LINDA D 5.317.01 0.77%
2 01-6625-0402 BAILEY BEN L & SHERRI J 746142 1.08%
AITHAL PRABHAKARA &
3 01-6625-0403 SUMA AITHA 6,802.86 0.98%
TAYLOR GREG & TERRI
4 01-6625-0404 TAYLOR 6,165.59 0.89%
ANDERSON DAVID B &
5 01-6625-0405 PEGGY Y 5,396.99 0.78%
’ PATEL ASHVIN & VIBHA
6 01-6625-0406 PATEL 4,856.74 0.67%
7 01-6625-0407 QU AN 2,573.11 0.37%
JANAKIRAMAN JANANI &
8 01-6625-0408 KARTHIKEY 359.57 0.05%
BRUSH ANTHONY L &
9 01-6625-0409 COLLEEN E 259,35 0.04%
NAYAK RANJIT K &
10 01-6625-0410 VANDANA 1.386.53 0.20%
GCASTONGUAY KEVIN J &
T 01-6625-0411 NANCY L 3.448.22 0.50%5
PENA ARTHUR J & SUSAND
12 01-8625-0412 PENA 4,269.98 0.62%
REITER DAVID & SUSANNA
13 01-6625-0432 M 5.115.90 0.74%
DOBEY MANOJ &
14 01-6625-0433 ANURADHA 10.212.13 1.47%
AMBEKAR ASIT S & JULIE
15 01-6625-0434 SENGUPT 9,043.,26 1.30%
16 01-6625-0502 MARTIN 14,670.32 2.12%
YOST GEORGEFP &
17 01-6625-0503 FRANCES E 7,935,008 1.14%
’ REEVES MARSHALL &
18 01-6625-0508 MARGARET R 7.093.00 1.15%
SPARKS CLIFTON DWAYNE
19 01-6525-0507 & EDITH 8.046.14 1.16%
20 01-6625-0510 WONG SAMUEL H 300.27 0.04%
MORROW JAMES M JR &
21 01-6625-0535 CYNTHIAR 4,077.76 0.5%%
RATCLIFF ROBERTR &
22 01-6625-0536 CHRISTA N 4,352.06 0.63%
23 01-6825-0315 SPEED MICHAEL W & LISA M 8,404.46 1.21%
STANLEY JAMES F & MARY
24 01-6825-0316 C 6,053.45 0.87%
BUSENBARK JOHNK &
25 01-6825-0331 CHERYL L 3448 0.00%
REYNOLDS ROBERT D &
26 01-6825-0332 KATHLEEN 3,499.22 0.50%
27 01.6625-0505 ELYASHAR DANIEL & MALLI 8,087.15 1.17%
28 01-6625-0508 CHEN LU §,525.73 0.94%
CUNNINGHAM DONALD &
29 01-6625-0526 DIANE 1,964.31 0.28%
30 0.00%
H 0.00%
az2 0.00%
33 0.00%
Valldated By: Total Area of Petitloner: Total %
Slacy Meeks 154,410.88 22.27%

Padheren t
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CAND STRATEGIES INC. %&MI
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PAUL LINEHAN & ASSOCIATES

May 18, 2004

Attn: Karin Crump Ma Facsimile: 322-5707
Martin, Disiere, Jefferson & Wisdom, L.L.P.

106 East Sixth Street, Suite 900

Austin, Texas 78701

Re: Eppright 12-acre Tract Letter Agreement
Dear Ms. Crump:

On May 57, we met with the Canyon Creek Neighborhood Association (*Canyon Creek”) to discuss
concerns with the Eppright 12-acre Tract, a proposed condominium development located north of
Savannah Ridge Drive in the Canyon Creek subdivision. This Letter Agreement addresses what
Land Strategies, Inc. (LSI) and Fred Eppright (“Owner”) will agree to regarding neighborhood
concerns, and is the basis for a Restrictive Covenant which will bind current Owner and future land
owners adjacent to Canyon Creek.

1) LSI and Owner may ensure that building exteriors will be comprised of the following
materials: Single-story units consisting of seventy-five percent (75%) masonry, excluding
hardi-plank; Two-story units consisting of seventy-five percent (75%) masonry, excluding
hardi-plank, on the first floor, and fifty percent (50%) masonry, excluding hardi-plank, on
the second floor. In order to ensure structural soundness of the load-bearing walls, LS| and
Owner can only guarantee 50% masonry on the second story. Thirty-year roofs will also
be installed on each building. 5

2) The condominium development will be a 11-lot single-familytsubdivision with private roads
and a gated entrance. Signage will be installed at the exit gate to alert vehicular traffic to
slow down due to the possible presence of children at play immediately outside the
development. The entrance/exit gate will be located approximately tsixty feet (60') inside
the property line. (This distance is similar to the gate location at The Park at Travis
Country.)

3) The number of units will not exceed fifty-nine (59). The City of Austin has recommended
a zoning category of SF-6-CO (the Conditional Overlay limits the number of units to 60).

4) No more than fifty percent (50%) of the homes along the perimeter of the site, specifically
adjacent to homes along Tibee and Aire Libre, will be two-story homes. LS| will utilize
existing site topography and design flow for the overall placement of one- and two-story
homes on the site. (Simitarly, please note that the existing homes near the proposed site
are two-story.)

5) There will be a minimum seventy-five foot (75"} building setback from the drainage
easement. This setback includes the existing twenty-five foot (25') drainage easement, and
an additional fifty foot (50') setback.

6.) Once the zoning case and subdivision/plat have been approved, LSI will prepare a detailed
site plan for the proposed condominium development, and coordinate permitting through
the City of Austin. A complete tree and topographic survey will be associated with the
future site development permit. LS will provide Canyon Creek with a copy of the site plan

DEVELOPMENT. DESIGN AND PILLANNING CONSULTANTS

1010 LAND CREEK COVE. SWITE 100+ AUSTIN. TEXAS 78746 + (512) 328-6050 + FAX: (512) 328-6172
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June 2, 2004
Attr: Sherri Gager
City of Austin
Neighborhood Zoning & Planning Department
505 Barton Springs Road, 5 Floor
Austin, Texas 78704

Re:  Eppright 12-acre Tract
C14-04-0035
City Gouncil Postponement

Dear Shem;

The above referenced Eppright 12-acre Tract case is scheduled to go to City Council on June 17,
2004. However, | will not be able to attend that hearing date. Per this letter, please accept my
request to postpone the Clty Council hearing to June 24, 2004.

Should you have any questions or need more information in this regard, please feel free to contact
me at your earllest convenience.

Sincerely,

Paul W.; Linehan,ASLA
Presidant

Land Strategies, Inc.

PWL.enw

¢¢:  Fred Eppright
cC. Canyon Creek Homeowners Association

DEVEILOPMENT. DESIGN AND PLANNING CONSULTANTS
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Gager,- Sherri

Subject: FW: Eppright 12-acre Tract, C14-04-0035

————— Original Message—--—-—-

From: Karin Crump [mailto:crump@ndijwlaw.com}
Sent: Thursday, June 24, 2004 10:45 AM

To: Gager, Sherri

Cc: ewelch@landstrat,com; pigunn@us.ibm.com;
Friends of_ Savannah Ridge@yzhoogroups.com
Subject: RL: Eppright 12-acre Tract; CT1l4-04-0035

Re: Zoning Case C14-04-0035
Dear Sherri,

Please accept this email as the neighbors' first request for a postponement of the first
reading tonight. As you knew, the neighbors and the developer, Fred Eppright, have
_tenatively entered into an agreement as to the terms of a Restrictive Covenant. We
received a signed copy of the Restrictive Covenant from Mr. Eppright's agent last night
and, unfortunately, we have not yet had an opportunity to fully review the agreement. The
Board of Directors of the Canyon Creek HOA will meet this evening to review the agreement,
Although I do not anticipate any problems, the Restrictive Covenant must be approved by
the Canyon Creek Board of Directors. With all of the foregoing in mind, we respectfully
request that the first reading be postponed until the next City Council meeting, scheduled
to take place on July 29, 2004. Assuming that there is no objection from the Canyon Creek
HOA, we will have no aobjection to all three readings taking place at that time,

Thank you for your assistance and ccnsideration.

Very truly yours,

Karin Crump

Martin, Disiere, Jefferson & Wisdom, L.L.P.
106 East Sixth Street, Suite 900

Austin, Texas 72701

(512) 322-5757

Fax: (512) 322-5707

www.mdjwlaw.com <http://www.mdjwlaw,com/>
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Midwerd™ L.

COVEN,

STATE OF TEXAS  §
- §
COUNTY OF TRAVIS  §

The following covenants are agreed to by Shoal Creek Properties, Ltd., a Texas limited
partnership (the “Owner™) affecting approximately 12,52 acres of real property located at or
ebout 9300-9800 block of R.R. 620 North, Austin, Travis County, Texas 78766, being more
particularly described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto and made a part hereof for all purposes

(the "Property™).

WHEREAS, Owner is the Applicant in an application to the City of Austin (the “City™)
in zoning case number C14-04-0035, in which Owner is requesting a zoning changs from I-RR
{Interim Rural Residential) to SF6-CO (Town House and Condominium Residential-Conditional
Overlay),

WHEREAS, Canyon Creek Homeowners' Association, Inc., a Texas non-profit
corporation ("Canyon Creek "), has entered an appearance in the zoning case as an interested

party;

WHEREAS, based upon meetings with the Owner regarding Owner's agreement to
certain restrictions on its proposed condominium development on the Property, Canyon Creck
has elected not to oppose the zoning change on the Property in retum for the following
restrictions being imposed by Owner of the Property;

WHEREAS, the zoning ordinance proposed by the Applicant and recommended by the
City Planning Department and the City Plapning Commission is attached hereto and made & part
hereof for all purposes as Exhibit “B” (the “Zoning Ordinance’);

NOW, THEREFORE, subject to the condition that the Zoning Ordinauce be approved
and adopted on third and final reading by the City Council, Owner hereby restricts the Property,
as follows: :

1. Subdivision. The Property shall be final platted as a one (1) lot condominium
subdivision.

2. Site Plan, Owner shall prepars and submit to the City of Austin a detailed site
Plan for the proposed development, including tree and topographic surveys, for Site Plan
approval, with the following requirements:

a. Owner shall provide Canyon Creck with a copy of the Site Plan sho?'ing
elevations, plans, building design and materials, specifications, builder
name, common areas, landscape plans, phasing plan (if any), and general
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development timeline. Copies of the Site Plan are provided by Owner to
Canyon Creek for its review and comment only, and approval of the Site
Plan by Canyon Creek shall not be required or deemed a condition for
City approval of the Site Plan.

b. Owmner shall provide a minimum seventy five foot (75") building setback
from residential lots in Canyon Creek Sections 29 and 30, consisting of a
fifty foot (50') building setback from the Property lines plus the twenty
five foot (25°) wide drainage easements lots abutting the Property lines,
being more particularly described as Lot 32A, Block E, Canyon Creek
Section 29 and Lot 14, Block A, Canyon Creek Section 30. No more than
50% of the homes along these Property lines shall be two-story homes,

C. Owrer shall utilize existing site topography and drainage for the overall
placement of onc and two story homes on the site. _

d. The entrance/exit gate shall be located approximately sixty feet (60")
inside the Property line.

e. The Critical Environmental Feature (CEF) at the front of the Property
shall not be developed, and all trees and natural vegetation the CEF
Setback (as defined by the City) shall remain undisturbed.

3. Development Requirements and Restrictions. Development requirement and
restrictions on the Property shall be as follows:
a. No more than 59 residential condominium units may be constructed on the
Property.

b. All units are to be detached single-family residences.
¢ The development shall be a gated community with private roads.

d. Single-story wmits shall be comprised of: 75% masonry, excluding hardi-
plank. Two-story units shall be comprised of: 75% masonry, excluding
hardi-plank on the first floor, 50% masonry, excluding hardi-plank on the
second floor.

e. 25-year/ 240-pound roofs shall be installed on all units.
f Signage shall be placed at or near the exit gate to alert vehicular traffic to

the possible presence of children at play outside the development, and
require vehicular traffic to slow down while exiting the development.
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4, Restrictions during construction of the Condominium.

a. Builder shall ensure that Canyon Creek is minimally affected by dirt, dust
and debris from the construction of the proposed development.

b. Construction shalt only take place during the following hours; Monday
through Friday from 8:00 a.o0. to 6:00 p.m., and Saturday from 9:00 a.mn,
10 5:00 p.m. There shall be no construction activities on Sundays.

5. These restrictive covenants arc for the benefit of Canyon Creek, their successors
and assigus.

6. This restrictive covenant may be enforced by a suit for mjunctive relief by
Canyon Creek against the Property owner. In the event Canyon Creck prevails in obtaining a
finding of a violation of one or more of the foregoing restrictions, it shall be eatitled, in addition
to an order enforcing the restrictions, to recover its court costs and reasonable attorney's fees.

OWNER: Shosal Creek Properties, Ltd.,
a Texas limited partnership

By:  Soversign In gt

THE STATE OF TEXAS §
§
COUNTY OF TRAVIS §

This instrument was acknowledged before me on this the _/S" o day of July, 2004 by
Fred Eppright, Vice-President of Sovereign Investments, Inc.,, @ Texas corporation, as ﬁg.eral
pariner of Shoal Creek Properties, L1d., a Texas limited partnership, on behalf of such ited

parteership.




07/27/2004 10:46 FAX 5123225707 MDJW LAW - AUSTIN @005/005
87/22/26a84 18:23 5122195696 |.IDDIARD PAGE Bd
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APPROVED BY:
Canyon Creck Homeowners” Association, Inc,

By: C@ ' Zhesn Hoget

THE STATE OF TEXAS ~ §
§
COUNTY OF TRAVIS B

This in:g‘waa oW before me on this the __ 19 é day of July, 2004 by

of Canyon Creek Homeowners' Associstion, on
behalfof sald gation,

) CRAE
Notary Public, State of Taxas
My Commiesion Expires

Apill . 2004 4]

. Law Offices of Gllenn K. Weichert, 2.C.
3821 Juniper Trace, Suite 106
Anstin, Tegag 78738
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING INITIAL PERNIANENT ZONING FOR THE
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 9300-9800 BLOCK OF R.M.: 620 NORTH AND
CHANGING THE ZONING MAP FROM INTERIM RURAL (I—RR) DISTRICT TO

TOWNHOUSE AND CONDOMINIUM RESIDE\ICE CONDITIONAL OVERLAY
(SF-6-CO) COMBINING DISTRICT. .

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF'Tﬁié"CITY OF AUSTIN:

PART 1. The zoning map established by Section 25- -191 of the Clty Code is amended to
change the base district from interim rural residence. (I\RR) district-to townhouse and
condominium residence-conditional overlay (SF-6-CO) combining district on the property
described in Zoning Case No.C14-04-0035, on ﬁle at the Nelghborhood Planning and
Zomng Department, as follows: .- :

A 12.5 acre tract of land, more or less cons1st1ncr of four parcels of land in Travis
County, being more particularly described by metes ‘and bounds in Exhibit “A”
incorporated into this ordinance, (the “Property NS
locally known as 9300-9800 Block of RM 620 North in the City of Austin, Travis
County, Texas, and generally 1dent1ﬁed n the map attached as Exhibit “B”.

PART 2. The Property w1th1n the boundan__es of the conditional overlay combirting district
established by this ordinance is subject to the following conditions:

1. Development of the Property may not exceed a density of 59 residential units.

2. Development of the Property mey not exceed a density of 0.21 residential units per
acre.

Except as specifically restricted under this ordinance, the Property may be developed and
used in accordance with the regulations established for the townhouse and condominium
residence (SF-6) base district and other applicable requirements of the City Code.

Draft: 6/30/2004 Page 1 of 2 COA Law Department
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1 PART 3, This ordinance takes effect on
2}
3
4 PASSED AND APPROVED
5
6 §
7 S
8 , 2004 §
9
10
11
!
13 APPROVED: _ATTEST:
14 David Allan Smith :
15" City Attorney
I Draft: 6/30/2004 Page 2 of 2
= — . =

Wil Wynn

Mayor
R Shirley A. Brown
City Clerk

COA Law Department
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4.171 ACRES :

_ I WO, 01-178 (SHC)
FORTION OF KORNAN/ROBINSON TRACT. MARCH 3G, 2001
THR MORGAN GROUR ' : BEL JOB NC. 1002-05.82

DHSCRISNION

OF A 4.171 ‘2CRE TRACT OF LAND CUT OF AND BART OF THR A, B,
LIVINGITON SURVEY NO. 455, SITUATRD IN TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAA, BRING
A PORTION OF THAT CERTAIN 18,50%Y RCRE TRACT OF LAND CONVEYRD O
BLAKE A. XDRMAMN AND 3LAKH FROBINSON BY DERD OF RECOND IN VOLOME
12232, PAGE Bl OF -THE REAL PROPERYY JRECORDI, OF TRAVIS COUNTY,

TEXAS) SAID 4.171 ACRY TRACT BEING MORE PARTICOLARLY DESCRIBED BY
MERTBS AND BOUNDS AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNIRG, 3t a 1/2 inch iron red found in the westarly line of
lotm 32A; Block “BY Canyon Craek .Sactlon 29, a. subdivlafaes _of
recazrd 4in Volumg 102, PpPags 142 of the Plat Reacords of Travis
. County, Texas, baing tha northeastezly corner of said 18,501 agre
_tract and the aoutheastsrly corner of thar cartain 18.51 acra
tract conveyesd to La Mirsj, Ltd, by deped of racord in Volume

11492, Page 197 of 3n0id Peul Property Records, for the
nartheastarly cornar hareof)

THRNCX, aleong tha wasterly lina of satd Lot 323, hdﬁng the
aasterly line of asld 18.501 acre tract and ths sastsrly line
haraeof, tha fallewing two (2) couraes and distancas:

1) 925%26732"%, a distance of 131.89 fest te a 1/2 inch iran rnd
vith cap found for an angla polnt;

2) 52810/ 20W, a distance of 185.07 feat to a 1/2 inch irom red
with cap faund, being tha northaastarly cornar of that
cestain 18.31 acxe btrzact of land conveyad Hovaap Melik-
Hovaepian and Yoland Mael{k~Kovsepian Family Txuat hy deed of
racord £n Velume 11484, Page 220 of aald Real Propexty
Racorda and the southeasterly cesnar of sald 18,501 acra
tract, for tha southeastezly qornexr hareaf)

TEXRCE, leaving tha westerly line of sald Lot 327, along tha
commop lina of maid 18.3)1 acra Hovwap Melik~Hovaepian and Yoland
Molik-Hovaaplan Family Trust. trasct and aaid 18.501 acra traet,
baing the southerly lins hareacf, a dlstancs of 552,351 feat to the
- southweatarly cormer haraofy

iaxxcn, 1leaving the common line of said 18.51 acxe Hovaep Malik-
Hovsepian and Yoland Melik-Rovsepian Pamily Trust tract and said
1B.501 acye tract, qvex and aarosa said 183.501 acre txaot, along

the westerly 1ine hersof, the £ollowing tuwo [2) couraes and
distancen!

+

1} ' XK04'53' L6"E, a-digtance of 273.59 faet to an angla poin:;?



FN:01~178 (SMC)
MARCH .30, 2001
FAGE 2. of 2

2) N4§*20/427%, a dIstanéa of 42,94 fmat o a . '
acutherly line of asnid 18.51 adre La 'Hi.raj,pot.i:‘:x:ih. itg:nzgf

 baing the northarly line of suid 18,50 r
northveatarly corner hereof] 1 acre tract, for ths

THARCR, SBL'50/43"Z, along the acmmon line of saiq 18.5

» c
Maraj, Ltd. txeat and sald 18,501 acrs tzack, baing the ]Qq:t?z:ri';
line haranf, a distancs of 619.30 faut' to the POINT OF BRSDIING
cantalning an area of 4,171 acred (191,674 3g. f&,) of langd, mor:é
ox lead, within thaze netas and bounds. ) .

I, MARK J, JBYT92K, X REGISTERED FROITISICNAL LAND & : .
RYRERY CERTIFY T-HBT' THE PROPERT? DRSCRIARD HERLIN HMU%EE%’INES
_ BY A SURVEY MADE ON THE GROUND UNDER MY DIRECTION AND SUPERVISION.
gﬁs%g§¥§§ogﬁXHIBIT WA PHREPARED wTn ACCCMPANY 'THTS FIRLD.. NOTR

BURY & PARTNRERS, INC.
ENGINFERA-SURVLYQRA
3345 BREG CAVH ROAD
gUITE 204

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78746 '

TE OF TEXAS
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Office: 512-476-7103
Fax: 512-476-7105

arra‘ Professional Land Surveying, Inc.
' i i 51 uth Congress Ave.
Chﬁ% Surveying and Mapping 210 South Congress A

} ! | EYH IS IT A Austin, Texas 78704

Hovsepian
Land Swap

A DESCRIPTION OF 2.326 ACRES OF LAND, BEING A PORTION OF A 18.51
ACRE TRACT OF LAND DESCRIBED IN A WARRANTY DEED TO HOVSEP
MELIK-HOVSEPIAN AND YOLAND HOVSEPIAN, DATED JANUARY 26,1987, OF
RECORD IN VOLUME 10073, PAGE 517, OF THE REAL PROPERTY RECORDS
OF TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; SAID 2326 ACRES BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED BY METES AND BOUNDS AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING at the northeast corner of the 18.51 acre tract, being also the
southeast corner of a 18.501 acre tract of land described in Volume 12232, Page
818 of the Real Property Records of Travis County, Texas, and being in the west
line of Lot 32A, Block E, Canyon Creek Section 29, a subdivision of record in
Volume 102, Page 142, Piat Records of Travis County, Texas;

THENCE South 28°28'26" West, with the east line of the 18.51 acre tract, being
also the west line Lot 32A, Block E, Canyan Creek Section 29, a distance of 335.77
feet to a V2" rebar with cap set for the southeast corner of the 18.51 acre tract;

THENCE North 83°00'22" West, with the south line of the 18.51 acre tract, being
also the north line Lot 32A, Biock E, Canyon Creek Section 29, passing at 118.83
feet the east right-of-way line of Savannah Ridge Road (60’ right-of-way)} a total
distance of 178.83 feet to a 2" rebar with cap set in termination of the west right-of-
way line of Savannah Ridge Road, from which a 2" rebar found in the north line of

Lot 1A, Block A of Canyon Creek Section 30 bears North 83°00'22" West a distance
of 531.57 feet;

THENCE leaving the north right-of-way line of Savannah Ridge Road, over and
across the 18.51 acre tract, for the following four (4) courses:

1. North 07°01'11” East, a distance of 59.91 feet to a 2" rebar with cap set for
an interior corner of the herein described tract;

2. North 82°58'49" Wast, a distance of 120.00 feet to a 2" rebar with cap set
for the most westerly southwest corner of the herein described tract;

3. North 07°01'11" East, a distance of 91.63 feet to a V2" rebar with cap set for
the west corner of the herein described tract;



Page 2

4. North 26°37'12" East, a distance of 173.94 feet to a %" rebar with cap set in
the north line of the 18.51 acre tract, being also the south line of the 18,501
acre tract, from which a %" rebar found at the northwest corner of the 18.51
acre tract bears North 82°32'08" West a distance of 2172.25 feet;

THENCE South 82°32'08" East, with the north line of the 18.51 acre tract, being
also the south line of the 18.501 acre tract, a distance of 363.30 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING, containing 2.326 acres of land, more or less.

Surveyed on the ground June, 2000. Bearing Basis is Grid azimuth for Texas
central zone, 1983/93 HARN values from LCRA control network. Attachments:
Drawing 143-01454.

Robert C. Waltts, Jr.
Registered Professional Land Surveyor
State of Texas No. 4995



~

/ SKETCH TO ACCOMPANY A DESCRIPTION OF 2.326 ACRES IN THE AE. LIVINGSTON
SURVEY, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS, BEING A PORTION OF A 18.51 ACRE TRACT
DESCRIBED IN A WARRANTY DEED TO HOVSEP MELIK—HOVSEPIAN AND YOLAND
HOVSEPIAN, DATED JANUARY 26, 1987, OF RECORD IN VOLUME 10073, PAGE 517, OF
THE REAL PROPERTY RECORDS OF TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS.
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4.529 'ACRES

PORTION OF LA MIRAJ, LPD. TRACT
THE MORGAN GROUD

EN N¥O. 01-1789{SMC})
MARCH 30, 2001
BEY JOB NO. 1002-053.92

DESCRISTION

OF A 4.522 ACRE TRACT OQF LAND 00T OF AND PART OF TRE A, E.
LIVINGSTON SURVEY NO. 455, SITUATED IN TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS, BRING
A PORTICN OF THAT CERTAIN 18.51 ACER TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED T0 LA
MIRAJ, LTD. BY DBBD OF RECORD IN VOLUME 11432, PAGE 197 QP THE
REAL PROPRERTY RECORDS OF TRAVIS CCONTY, ' TEXAS; SAID 4.529 ACRE
TRACT BEING MCRE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED BY METHS AND ROUNDS AS
. TFOLIOWS: :
BRGDWING, at'a 1/2 inch iron rod found in the westarly line of
Lat 327, Block ™B” Canyoen Creek Sactlon 29, a subdivision of
record in Volume 102, Paga 142 of the Plat Racords of Travis
County, Taxas, belng the southeastarly coxner of sgaid 18.51 acre
tract. and the northeagterly corner of that cartain 18,501 acrea
tract conveyad to Blake A, Korman and Blake Robinson by .deed of

reccrd in Volume 12232, rage 3918 of sald Real Property Racorda,
for the southeaatarly corxnaer hereof;

THSNCS, NY1°507497M, leaving the westerly line of said Lot 32a,
along tha common lina of sald 18.51 acra tract and said 18.501

acra tract, keing the southerly line hereof, a diatance of 619.80
feat to the southwesterly corxner harecf)

TEZNCE, lsaving the commen line of said 18,51 acre tract and said
18.501 acra tract, over and across said 18.51 acre track, aleng

the waasterly line harxeof, tha following two (2) courses and
distancas:

1) N48°20°427E, a distance of 65.35 feet to an angle points

2) M18°13709%E, .a distanca of 271.34 feet to a polnt in the
southerly line of that ceztain 9.95 acre tract of land
conveyad to Boos Resources by deed ‘of record in Vplume 11504,
Page 2057 of azid Rsal FProeperty Reécords, sama being tha
northerly Jlina of 3said 18.51 acra +tract, for the
northwastaxly gorner hereaf)

/
THERNCE, S$82'10/037E, along the common line of said 9,95 acre tract
and said 1B.31 acre trxact, being the nertherly lins hereof, a
distance of 648.21. feet to a 1/2 inch iren rod found in the
wosterly lins of Lot 15, Block *I” Canyon Creex BSection 138, =&
subdivision of xecord in Volume 33, Paga 138 of said Plat Radords,
being the scutheastarly corner of said 5,95 acre. tract and tha

floxtheastarly corner- of said 18.51 acre  tract, for the
northeasterly coraer hersof;
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THRNCE, along the westerly line of said Lot 15 and sald Lot 322,
being ths easterly lina of said 18.51 acre tract and the sastarly
1ina hersof, the fcllawing thres (3) courses and distances:

1}  827°5775%"W, a distance of 80.67 faat to a 1/2 inch iron red
found for an angle point: .

2} £829412'06"H, a diastance of 213,74 feat to the cantar of m 12
inch cadar trea for an znglg point;

3)  825"11'35"W, a distance of 47.42 feat to the PROINT OF
BEGIEMING, ocontaining an area of ¢.529 acres (197,282 aqg.
£r.)} of land, mora ox lass, within thesa mates and hseunda.

7, HANX J. JOMBISBK, A ROCISYERSD DROFRSYIOMAL LAND AURVRYOR, ™0
HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THR PROPERTY DESCRIBRD HEREIN WAS DETERMINED
BY A SDURVEY MADE ON THE OROUND UNDZR MY DIRECTION AND SUPERVISION.

A SURVEY ELHIBIT WAS PRZPARED 7T¢ ACCOMPANY TRIS FIELD NOTE
DESCRIFTIOCN.

BURY & PARTNRR3, INC.
ENGINEERS-3URVEYORS -
3345 BEE CAVE RORD
SUITE 200

AUSTIN, TEXAZ 78746
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Waterloo Surveyors Inc.

Office: 512-481-9602 Thomas P. Dixon

Fax: 512-330-1021 R.P.L.5. 4324
EXHIBIT “A™ J9834TR

January 21, 2004
FIELD NOTES

FIELD NOTES FOR 1.496 ACRES OF LAND OUT OF THE A.E. LIVINGSTON SURVEY, ABSTRACT
NO. 478, IN TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS, SAME BEING OUT OF LOT 2, BLOCK A, SCS SUBDIVISION,
A SUBDIVISION IN TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS, ACCORDING TO THE MAP OR PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN DOCUMENT NO. 200300260, PLAT RECORDS, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS, SAME
BEING OUT OF THAT CERTAIN 16.184 ACRE TRACT OF LAND RECORDED IN DOCUMENT NO.
2003046753, OFFICIAL PUBLIC RECORDS, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS; FOR WHICH A MORE
PARTICULAR DESCRIPTION BY METES AND BOUNDS IS AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING at an iron rod at the N.W. end of Savanna Ridge Drive at the S.E. corner of said 16.134 acre tract, same
being on the south line of Lot 2, Block A, SCS Subdivision, for the S.E. corner hereof; from which point an iron rod
found at the S.E. corner of Lot 2 bears $81°55*32”E at a distance of 178.93 feet;

THENCE N81°57°09"”W along the common south line of said 16.184 acre tract and the south line of Lot 2 fora
distance of 289.25 feet to an iron rod found at the S.W. corner of Lot 2 for the S.W. corner hereof;

THENCE N08°29°50”E crossing said 16.184 acre tract along the west line of Lot 2 for a distance of 317.08 feet to an

iron rod found on the north line of said 16.184 acre tract, saine being the N.W. corner of Lot 2 for the N.W. corner
hereof

THENCE S81°30°10”E along the north line of said 16.184 acre tract, at 35.89 feet passing a spindle found at an el
corner of Lot 2 and continuing in all 225.17 feet to a spindle found at the N.W. corner of a wastewater easement

recorded in Document No, 2002120041, Official Public Records, Travis County, Texas, same being at the N, E corner
of said 16.184 acre tract for the N.E. corner hereof;

THENCE the following four (4) courses and distances along the cast line of said 16.184 acre tract:

S27°37'08"W for a distance of 173.95 feet to an iron rod found:

S08°03'28”W for a distance of 91.70 feet to an iron rod found:

S81°58'04"E for a distance of | 19.92 feet to an iron rod found;

S08°04°43”W for a distance of 59.72 teet to the POINT OF BEGINNING, containing 1.496 acres of land.

1 b e

Lo

I, the undersigned do hereby certify that the field notes hereon were prepared from an actual on-the-ground survey
under my diregt supervision and that they are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.
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