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1. ALL FINISHED EARTHERN SLOPES ARE TD BE FINE GRADED TO PROVIDE A
RELATIVELY UNIFORM SURFACE WMTH NO ROCKS GREATER THAN 1 INCH IN
DIAMETER, NO CLOOS OF SOIL GREATER THAN 2 INCHES IN DIAMETER AND
NO DEVIATIONS FROM AN OTHERWSE SMOOTH SURFACE GREATER THAN 4
INCHES IN HEIGHT OR DEPTH WITH NO AREAS OF STANDING WATER.

2. ALL FINISHED SLOPES OF A GRADE X1 OR GREATER ARE TO BE COVERED
WTH 4% OF SANDY LOAM TOPSOIL, HYDROMULCHED AND COVERED WTH
CURLEX 2 EROSION CONTROL MATTING (OR AN APPROVED EQUAL). MATTING
SHALL BE INSTALLED WITHIN 5 WORKING DAYS OF SLOPE COMPLETION TO
ENSURE SLOPE/EROSION STABILIZATION.

3. ENVIRONMENTAL INSPECTOR HAS THE AUTHORITY TO ADD AND/OR MODIFY
EROSION /SEDIMENTATION CONTROLS ON SITE TO KEEP PROJECT IN
COMPLIANCE WITH THE CITY OF AUSTIN RULES AND REGULATIONS.

4. SILT FENCE TYPE AND INSTALLATION SHALL COMPLY WTH ECM 1.4.2(G).

INOTE:
SEE SEPTIC SYSTEM PLANS FOR E/S CONTROLS AND
LIMITS OF CONSTRUCTION.
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Service Extension Request (Water)
Vaught Ranch Road (SER #2768)

1) Will future development be required to comply with current code?

Yes, future development will be required to comply with the Water Supply Suburban
Watershed requirements for West Bull Creek.

2) Does the requested service result in more intense development than would be
possible absent the service?

No, the applicant could drill a well to meet their water needs and therefore a water
service would not result in more intense development, i.e. they could develop the site at
18% impervious cover with or without service from the city. It should be noted that prior
to the extension of FM 2222’s right-ot-way that the applicant would not have had to
make a service extension request from Austin’s water utility.

3) Is the site in an area in which we are encouraging development?

The Vaught Ranch Road development is located in West Bull Creek, which is in the
Drinking Water Protection Zone. Watershed regulations for this area can limit the
intensity of a development but do not necessarily discourage development. Austin’s Land
Development Code does however provide financial incentives (cost reimbursement or
participation) for water and wastewater infrastructure development in the Desired
Development Zone, which in effect can encourage development in the DDZ.

4) Would centralized service solve known or potential environmental problems?

Yes, depending on local geologic conditions, centralized water service can limit
groundwater contamination associated with poorly or improperly cased groundwater
wells. Poorly or improperly cased wells may provide conduits for pollutants to enter
groundwater.

5) Is serving the area consistent with long term service area and annexation goals?

Yes, the Vaught Ranch Road site could be annexed as early as 2009. SER applicants are
required to request annexation from the City of Austin as a condition of service.
According to staft in the Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department the site is not
slated for annexation in 2008; however, it could be annexed as early as 2009, At present,
the site forms a doughnut hole: properties immediately to the north, east and west are
either tull or limited purpose annexation.



Service Extension Request (Wastewater)
Vaught Ranch Road (#2769)

1) Will future development be required to comply with current code?

Yes, future development will be required to comply with the Water Supply Suburban
Watershed requirements for West Bull Creek.

2) Does the requested service result in more intense development than would be
possible absent the service?

No, the applicant could meet their wastewater needs using an onsite system and therefore
wastewater service would not result in more intense development, i.e. they could develop
the site at 18% impervious cover with or without service from the city.

3) Is the site in an area in which we are encouraging development?

The Vaught Ranch Road development is located in West Bull Creek, which is in the
Drinking Water Protection Zone. Watershed regulations for this area can limit the
intensity ot a development but do not necessarily discourage development. Austin’s Land
Development Code does however provide financial incentives (cost reimbursement or
participation) for water and wastewater infrastructure development in the Desired
Development Zone, which in effect can encourage development in the DDZ.

4) Would centralized service solve known or potential environmental problems?

Yes, centralized wastewater service can limit surface or subsurface water contamination
from poorly designed or maintained onsite systems.

5) Is serving the area consistent with long term service area and annexation goals?

Yes, the Vaught Ranch Road site could be annexed as early as 2009. SER applicants are
required to request annexation from the City of Austin as a condition of service.
According to staft in the Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department the site is not
slated for annexation in 2008 however, it could be annexed as early as 2009. At present,
the site forms a doughnut hole: properties immediately to the north, east and west are
either full or limited purpose annexation.
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MEMORANDUM
TO: City of Austin Environmental Board Members

FROM: Pat Murphy, Assistant Director
City of Austin Environmental Officer
Watershed Protection and Development Review Department

DATE: July 31, 2008

SUBJECT: Vaught Ranch Road
Water and Wastewater Service Extension Request (SER #2768 & #2769)

After reviewing the applicant’s request for water and wastewater service from the Austin Water
Utility, we recommend granting the applicant’s request for service. 1 have enclosed Austin Water
Utility’s water and wastewater service maps and staff’s evaluation of the proposed extensions for
your review. Staff will brief the board at next Wednesday’s meeting and the applicant will be
available to address your questions or comments. In the meantime, do not hesitate to call me or
Robert Botto (974-2187) with your questions or comments.

Pat Murphy

City of Austin Environmental Officer

Watershed Protection and Development Review Department
PM:rb

Attachments

cc: Austin Water Utility
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MEMORANDUM
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TO: Mr. David Anderson, Chair of the Environmental Board and
Environmental Board members

FROM: Clark Patterson, Neighborhood Planning and Zoning Department

DATE: August, 12", 2008

RE: East Riverside Planned Unit Development — C814-2008-0165
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Staff received a rezoning application for the above-mentioned case July 29" 2008. This
Planned Unit Development (PUD) is being submitted after lengthy negotiations between
the applicant, CWS Capital Partners, South River City Citizens and SaveTownLake.org
in order to reach a compromise settlement that would allow the developer to maximize
the sites development potential without encroaching into the Lady Bird Lake setback and
developing to the maximum two hundred foot height allowed in the Lake zoning district.
Some highlights from the settlement are outlined below:

e Reduces overall height from two hundred feet (200”) to ninety six feet (96°).

e Maintains the one hundred fifty foot (150") primary and fifty foot (50°) setbacks
from Lady Bird Lake. This will achieve an overall setback of two hundred feet
(200%) from Lady Bird Lake

e Imposes a thirty five foot (35’) height limit in the secondary setback where there
was not one before.

e Dedication of parkland and extension of the hike and bike trail along Lady Bird
Lake.

The applicant is requesting modifications to Section 25-8-63 of the Land Development
Code to allow underground parking with three feet of soil above it to not count as
impervious cover. The Code allows underground parking with four feet of soil above it
to not count as impervious cover. The applicant is also requesting a modification from
the same Code section to allow traffic bearing grass or gravel as an emergency access
route to not count as impervious cover. Staff recommendation is still pending at this
time.
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25-2-742 SOUTH SHORE CENTRAL SUBDISTRICT REGULATIONS
| (A) This section applies in the South Shore Central subdistrict of the WO
ombining district.

(B) The primary setback lines are located:

(1) 150 feet landward from the Town Lake shoreline;
(2) 80 feet from the East Bouldin Creek centerline; and
(3) 35 feet north of the northern public right-of-way boundary of

Q| Riverside Drive.

4 (C) The secondary setback lines are located:

2l (1) 50 feet landward from the primary setback line parallel to the Town
| Lake shoreline; and

Y| (2) 130 feet from the primary setback line parallel to the East Bouldin

3y Creek centerline.

&€ | (D) This subsection applies to a nonresidential use in a building adjacent to park

land adjoining Town Lake.
(1) For a ground level wall that is visible from park land or a public right-of-
) way that adjoins park land, at least 60 percent of the wall area that is between 2

and 10 feet above grade must be constructed of clear or lightly tinted glass. The

) glass must allow pedestrians a view of the interior of the building.
S (2) Entryways or architectural detailing is required to break the continuity
)y of nontransparent basewalls.
(3) Except for transparent glass required by this subsection, natural
24 building materials are required for an exterior surface visible from park land

adjacent to Town Lake.
N (E) For a structure property adjacent to and oriented toward Riverside Drive, a
% | building basewall is required, with a maximum height of:

(1) 45 feet, if north of Riverside Drive; or
&l (2) 35feet, if south of Riverside Drive.
\\| (F) That portion of a structure built above the basewall and oriented toward

V%| Riverside Drive must fit within an envelope delineated by a 70 degree angle

\&| starting at a line along the top of the basewall with the base of the angle being a
V4| horizontal plane extending from the line parallel to and away from the surface
| of Riverside Drive.

& Source: Section 13-2-702(K); Ord. 990225-70; Ord. 031211-11.




EAST RIVERSIDE PUD

COMPARISON CHART OF CURRENT ZONING AND PROPOSED PUD REQUIREMENTS

DRAFT DOCUMENT

Development Topic

Current Zoning (L)

Proposed PUD

Justification for PUD Superiority

Height

200 feet

96 feet

This restriction significantly reduces the allowable height and FAR
on the property,and allows views for properties located to the south,

Secondary setback

|Lake shoreline

50 feet landward from the primary setback line parallel to the Town

130 feet from the Efi;n:ry;t_back line paﬁel to the East Bouldin
Creek centerline

50 feet landward from the primary setback line parallel to the Town
Lake shorelne
50 feet from the primary setback line parallel to the East Bouldin
Creek centerline

Same

Currently, there are impervious cover and uses constructed within

the primary and secondary setback of East Bouldin Creek. The PUD
proposes to remove impervious cover from the primary setback.

Secondary setback: height

N/A

35 feet

This provides a height restriction where there was not one
previously.

Secondary setback: impervious
cover

30 percent in the Town Lake secondary setback

30 percent in the East Bouldin Creek secondary setback

50 percent; this may be exceeded for open space uses

100 percent

Additional impervious cover within the secondary setback assists
with offsetting the reduction in height provided.

Additional impervious cover within the secondary setback assists
with offsetting the reduction in height provided. The additional
impervious cover does not deteriorate the view from Lady Bird
Lake.

Uses

Specifies various permitted, not permitted, and conditional uses on
the site

Allows for additional uses to be permitted

Creates greater flexibility to allow a mixed use development.

TIA requirement

There are two sites. Current code requires a TIA if land uses on
either site exceed 2,000 trips per day over what is currently
constructed.

The proposed PUD would require a TIA as part of a site plan, if land
uses exceed 4,000 trips per day per on the combined sites.

Same

Parkland dedication

Current fee structure

1.5 acres of lakefront parkland shall be dedicated

Lakefront parkland will be dedicated.

Hike and bike trail

No requirement

Trail shall be constructed

Trail shall be constructed and extended along this property.

Minimum soil depth over an
underground parking garage to
not be considered impervious

Four feet

Three feet

Based on the soil at the site, there is no hydrologic difference
between allowing three feet rather than four feet. This assists with
providing all parking underground.

Commercial Design Standards

Applicable to site

Not applicable to site

The waterfront overlay has specific guidelines for construction and
building requirements along Riverside Drive that differ from and
contradict the Commercial Design Standards.

7/29/2008
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IV.

TERM SHEET APRIL 17, 2008

222 AND 300 RIVERSIDE DRIVE

L ZONING BASE DISTRICT REGULATIONS EXCEPT AS MODIFIED

Maximum Height 96 feet with standard city measurements and exceptions
(25-2-531 relating to elevator penthouses, mechanical
equipment, parapet walls, etc) outside of secondary setback

35 feet within secondary setback

Primaryv Setbacks

Town Lake 150 feet as per Waterfront Overlay
East Bouldin 80 feet as per Waterfront Overlay
Riverside 35 feet as per Waterfront Overlay

Secondary Setbacks

Town Lake 50 feet as per Waterfront Overlay
East Bouldin 50 feet as per 1986 Waterfront Overlay

Development Regulations Within Setbacks

A. Primary Setbacks

1) No development in Primary Setbacks except:
a) Park facilities and trails
b) Emergency access route if constructed of grass-crete or other

natural surface. Must appear as lawn. Emergency access only —
no routine use.

B. Secondary Setbacks
1) Town Lake Secondary
a) Maximum building height 35 feet

b) Maximum building coverage 50%

325657-2 04/17/2008



c) Impervious Cover Impervious cover in excess
of building coverage is
allowed to outdoor/park like
UuSes. No underground
parking is allowed in the
area to be dedicated as

parkland.
2) East Bouldin Secondary
a) Maximum building height 35 feet
b) Maximum building/impervious cover 100%

V. Compatibility Standards

Compatibility Standards related to height/setback and scale and clustering are waived.

VI. Uses
A. Permitted Uses

1) Condominium Residential

2) Multi-family

3) Art Gallery

4) Parks and Recreation Services
5) Cultural Services

6) Restaurant (General & Limited)
7) Cocktail Lounge

8) Professional Office

9) Medical Office

10)  Administrative and Business Office
11)  Personal Services

12)  Hotel-Motel

13)  General Retail

14)  Food Sales

15)  Financial Services

16)  Electronic Testing

VII. Parkland Dedication

A. Dedicate 1.5 acres of parkland upon certificate of occupancy of 1* building
(1.5 acres included in gross site area)

B. Construct trail from Statesman boundary to Riverside

i Dedication and trail satisfies all parkland fee requirements. An exact accounting
of the parkland requirement and dedication will be provided during the PUD
process according to current parkland ordinances.

325657-2 04/17/2008



VIII. Underground Parking

A. No underground parking is permitted in dedicated parkland

B. Underground parking with code required soil covering does not count as
impervious cover

X, Existing Pier/Dock

Maintenance and Use Agreement with the City to maintain the use. If retained,
compliance with applicable ADA regulations is required and shall be the responsibility of
CWS.

X. Emergency Access From Adjacent Access Easements Permitted

Emergency access (as well as primary access) is permitted on access easements through
adjacent sites.

X1 Trees

A tree survey will be submitted during the PUD process. An arborist hired by CWS shall
make an assessment of which trees can/should be saved or relocated during construction.

XII.  Other

Implementation of these regulations to be accomplished through the PUD process.

325657-2 04/17/2008



FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

April 17, 2008

SaveTownLake.org, South River City Citizens and CWS Capital Partners, LLC announce today
that after nearly two years of discussions, they have reached an agreement on a plan that could
shape the future of the shores of Lady Bird Lake for years to come. Tom Cooke, one of the
founders and Chairman of SaveTownLake.org says the plan for the properties owned by CWS on
the lake includes generous setbacks from the shoreline and appropriate building heights as well
as extension of the city’s park and trail systems. “The revised plan illustrates responsible
development along the shores of Lady Bird Lake. It is consistent with the mission statement of
Save Town Lake, which is to protect and preserve Austin’s most precious resource: Town Lake
and the Town Lake Corridor. Save Town Lake strongly and publicly supports the revised plan”
says Mr. Cooke.

Scott Hendler, President of SaveTownLake.org stated “CWS made responsible judgement on
taking a long term view of development along the shores of Lady Bird Lake. They recognized
the value of protecting the integrity of one of Austin’s most precious resources — Town Lake and
the Town Lake Corridor. This resource is enjoyed by all the citizens of Austin as well as our
visitors. Its one of the unique characteristics that makes Austin Austin.”

Greg Miller of CWS Capital Partners says “The revised plan achieves the objective of successful
and responsible development while respecting and implementing the spirit and intent of the
original Waterfront Overlay Ordinance. CWS appreciates and thanks Save Town Lake, South
River City Citizens, the Town Lake Trail Foundation and all of the individuals that took part in
the discussions for the last two years. Their input resulted in a project that will include
additional parkland, extend the trail system, and will set a responsible standard for future

development along the lake.”

326140-2 04/17/2008



Representatives of South River City Citizens Group say “The revised plan protects our
neighborhood by requiring appropriately scaled buildings along Riverside Drive while respecting
the Waterfront Overlay Ordinance. Our neighborhood, as well as all of Austin, benefits from the
new plan and we heartily endorse and support it.”

The revised plan calls for the dedication of 1.5 acres of additional parkland, extension of the
Hike and Bike Trail, the bulk of the buildings conforming to the original Waterfront Overlay
setbacks from the shoreline of the lake, a maximum building height of 96 feet and the potential
for a favorable mix of uses. As a result of the agreement, CWS will withdraw their current site
plans and drop all of the appeals to the City Council on the original plan.

Richard T. Suttle, Jr., the attorney for CWS, says that the new plan will be filed with the City
soon and will proceed through a public process that will include public hearings before the City
Parks and Recreation Board, the Planning Commission and the City Council.

All of the parties are hopeful that the new plan will receive a favorable review and approval by
the various boards and commissions and the City Council.

For questions and further information, contact:

SaveFew prg
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Richard T. Suttle, Jr.:
rsuttle@abaustin.com
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08-20-08 Memo Request from Rodney Ahart

MEMORANDUM

TO: Dave Anderson, Chair, and Environmental Board Members

FROM: Victoria J. Li, Director
Watershed Protection and Development Review Department

DATE: August 7. 2008
SUBJECT:  Rosewood Dumpsite Project

This memo is to provide information regarding remediation of a dumpsite in the Rosewood neighborhood
area. (see attached map). Information was requested by Environmental Board Member, Rodney Ahart.

The dumpsite was discovered when a bulky trash and debris cleanup was performed on City property in
the Homewood Heights neighborhood in the spring of 2007. City staff found items on the property that
indicated an old dumpsite existed in the area. The site was fenced and signs posted to discourage public
access. The neighborhood was notified of initial findings via public notices and presentations at
neighborhood association meetings. A Core Project Team was formed from staff from the Solid Waste
Services Department, the Watershed Protection and Development Review Department and the Health and
Human Services Department to guide an environmental assessment and possible remediation. A
consultant was obtained to perform an assessment, and conduct a tree and wetland survey of the City

property.

The assessment included collecting and analyzing soil samples, trenching, and soil borings. Sample
results indicate elevated levels of several chemicals of concern including lead, arsenic and pesticides.
The initial assessment revealed the waste material was dispersed and buried on City property with the
possibility that the dumpsite boundaries may extend onto surrounding private properties. The property
owners were contacted to gain access for further testing.

This assessment confirmed the boundaries extended onto some of the adjacent private properties.
Thirteen properties were found to be affected by burned waste material and eleven by inert
construction/demolition type debris. Soil samples from two properties revealed elevated levels of lead
and the pesticide, DDT. Due to the potential for waste material to migrate from private property onto
City property. the remediation plan will include cleanup of both public and affected adjacent private

property.

Letters were sent in July to the adjacent residents with the assessment findings, including results of soil
borings and soil samples. Staff plans to conduct an open public meeting in mid-September to discuss the
assessment and plans for remediation with the neighborhood. The City has obtained a consultant who is
reviewing the assessment reports and will be designing a remediation plan and developing bid
specifications for a remediation contractor.



We anticipate remediation work to begin in 2009 once the remediation plan is finalized. a remediation
contractor is chosen and the necessary permits secured. We will continue to keep you updated as the
project progresses. Questions or concerns can be directed to the project coordinator, Oscar Garza, at 974-
1893.

Vi
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P # ~
/ V%D\ﬁ
icforia J. Li, ctor

Watershed Protection and Development Review Department

Ce: Willie Rhodes. Director, SWS
Nancy McClintock, Assistant Director, WPDRD
Pat Murphy, Assistant Director, WPDRD
Tom Ennis, Division Manager, WPDRD
Sharon Cooper, Environmental/Conservation Program Manager, WPDRD

C \Documents and Sertings\Garzao'\Local Settings\Temporary Intemnet Files\OLK4C\Rosewood Env Board memo July 2008 (2).doc
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