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ROM @ MCGRAWMARBLURGER PHOME MO, @ 4524139 Mar, B6 2818 B84:3S6FM 2

CITY OF AUSTIN
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT/SIGN REVIEW BOARD
- DECISION SHEET

Herman Thun Barbara Aybar Frank Fuentes Betty Edgemond
Chair Vice-Chair
Laune Virkstis Dorothy Richter Leane Heldenfels Wanida Penm

DATE: April 14, 2003
CASE NUMBER: C15-03 -ofs
APPLICANT: Ara Merjanian

ADERESS: 3207 Hampton Road
REQUESTED: A reconsideration of the Board of Adjustment’s denial of an appeal

of an interpretation of the Land Development Code as applied to an administrative approval for
the construction of a duplex at 3207 Hampton Road. The appeliant requests that the Board
reconsider the denial and approve the appeal because the Board erred in its determination.

BOARD'S DECISION: On a vote of 4-1 the Board granted the Applicant’s appeal agreeing with
the Applicant’s interpretation of sechions 25-2-57, and 25-2-3 (B) (3) and (B) (4) of the City
Code.

FINDING:

1. There is a reasonable doubt or difference of interpretation as to the specific intent of the
regillations; the City staff incorrectly or incompletely interpreted sections 25-2-57 and 25-2-3
(B) (3) and (B) (4) in concluding that a duplex containing 6 or more bedrooms per dweiling
unit maintain single-family neighborhood characteristics and should not be classified as
group residential.

2. Uphoiding the appeal will correct a prohibited design, scale, and use which would then aliow
for a use, which is in character with the nses enpmerated for the various zones and with the
objectives enumerated for Single Family 3 zoning districts, the zoning district in question.

3. Upholdng the appeal will not grant a special privilege to one party inconsistent with other
properties or uses similarly situated, In fact, the current permit allowing the construction of a
duplex with more than 6 bedrooms per dwelling unit grants special privileges by allowing
development that is out of character and incompatible with single-family neighborhood
stanidards for Single Family 3 zoning districts as well as existing designs, scales, and vses,
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