PLANNING COMMISSION SITE PLAN C
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT REVIEW SHEET \

CASE NUMBER: SPC-2014-0387C PC DATE: May 26, 2015

PROJECT NAME: East Side Hotel

ADDRESS OF APPLICATION: 1207 E Cesar Chavez Street

APPLICANT: Robert and Daniel Vasquez
1209 E Cesar Chavez Street
Austin TX 78702
AGENT: Big Red Dog Engineering (Kaitlin Redmon) (512) 669-5560

2021 E 5" Street, Ste 110
Austin, TX 78702

AREA:; 0.841 acres

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 3

WATERSHED: Lady Bird Lake & Waller Creek (urban)
WATERSHED ORDINANCE: Comprehensive Watershed Ordinance (urban)
C.I.P. STATUS: N/A

T.LA.: N/A

CAPITOL VIEW: N/A

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:
The applicant is requesting a conditional use permit to allow hotel-motel use. The proposed Hotel
building will be on the portion of the site that is zoned CS-MU-CO-NP.

EXISTING ZONING: The site is zoned CS-MU-CO-NP and SF-3-NP. The proposed hotel use is a
conditional use in the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Plan (Ordinance No. 001214-20).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of the conditional use permit for the proposed hotel. This site plan will
comply with all Land Development Code requirements.

CASE MANAGER: Rosemary Avila Telephone: 974-2784

Rosemary.avila@austintexas.gov

PROJECT INFORMATION: 0.841 acres
EXIST. ZONING: CS-MU-CO-NP & SF-3-NP
ALLOWED F.A.R.: Z:1 PROPOSED F.A.R.: 1.26:1
MAX. BLDG. COVERAGE: 95% (CS-MU-CO-NP) PROPOSED BLDG. CVRG: 52.4%
40% (SF-3-NP)
MAX. IMPERVIOUS CVRG.: 95% (CS-MU-CO-NP) PROPOSED IMPERVIOUS CVRG: 73.3%
45% (SF-3-NP)
REQUIRED PARKING: 58 PROVIDED PARKING: 70
PROPOSED ACCESS: East Cesar Chavez



SPC-2014-0387C East Side Hotel @ ';

SUMMARY COMMENTS ON SITE PLAN:
Land Use: The proposed hotel use is a conditional use in the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Plan. The
proposed hotel is three stories tall with 65 hotel rooms and an accessory restaurant space.

Environmental: All remaining Environmental comments can be seen in the attached Master Comment
Report. Environmental comments will need to be addressed and cleared prior to permit issuance.

Transportation: The site has access to East Cesar Chavez Street.

SURROUNDING CONDITIONS:

Zoning/ Land Use
North: E. Cesar Chavez St, then CS-MU-CO-NP (commercial food trailer)
East: CS-MU-CO-NP (office) & SF-3-NP, single family
South: LO-CO (educational- El Buen Pastor Early Childhood Development Center)
& Willow St, then SF-3-NP (single family)
West: CS-MU-CO-NP (commercial)

NEIGHBORHOOD ORGNIZATIONS:
Austin Heritage Tree Foundation

Austin Independent School District

Austin Neighborhood Council

Barrio Unido Neighborhood Assoc.

Bike Austin

Capital Metro

Del Valle Community Coalition

East Austin Conservancy

East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Planning Team
East Town Lake Citizens Neighborhood Org.
El Concilio Mexican-American Neighborhoods
Friends of Emma Barrientos MACC
Guadalupe Neighborhood Development Corporation
Preservation Austin

SEL Texas

Sierra Club, Austin Regional Group

Tejano Town

The Real Estate Council of Austin, Inc.

United East Austin Coalition

Waller Creek Conservancy

Waterfront Planning Advisory Board
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CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
D. 25-5-145. A site plan may not adversely affect the public health, safety, or welfare, or materially
injure property. If the Land Use Commission determines that a site plan has an adverse effect or causes a
material injury under this subsection, the Land Use Commission shall identify the adverse effect or
material injury.

§ 25-5-146 CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL.

(A) To make a determination required for approval under Section 25-5-145 (Evaluation Of
Conditional Use Site Plan), the Land Use Commission may require that a conditional use site plan
comply with a condition of approval that includes a requirement for:

(1) a special yard, open space, buffer, fence, wall, or screen;

(2) landscaping or erosion;

3) a street improvement or dedication, vehicular ingress & egress, or traffic circulation;
4) signs;

(5 characteristics of operation, including hours;

(6) a development schedule; or

N other measures that the Land Use Commission determines are required for

compatibility with surrounding uses or the preservation of public health, safety, or welfare.
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT REVIEW AND EVALUTATION CRITERA

A. The following evaluation is included to provide staff position on each point of the conditional use
permit criteria. Section 25-5-145 of the Land Development Code states; *The Planning Commission
shall determine whether the proposed development or use of a conditional use site plan complies with
the requirements of this section. A conditional use site plan must:

1. Comply with the requirements of this title;
Staff Response: This site plan must comply with all regulations and requirements of the Land
Development Code prior to site plan release and approval. All remaining comments can be seen on
the attached master comment report.

2. Comply with the objectives and purposcs of the zoning district;
Staff Response: The proposed hotel use is a conditional use in the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood
Plan.

3. Have building height, bulk, scale, setback, open space, landscaping, drainage, access, traffic
circulation, and use that is compatible with the use of an abutting site;
Staff Response: The site plan will comply with all requirements of the Land Development Code. In
addition, the site plan will comply with setback and height requirements.

4. Provide adequate and convenient off-street parking and loading facilities; and
Staff Response: The site plan will comply with off-street parking and loading facility requirements.

5. Reasonably protect persons and property from erosion, flood, fire, noise, glare, and similar
adverse effects.
Staff Response: The site plan will comply with all requirements of the Land Development Code
including Compatibility Standards, and reasonably protects the health, safety, and welfare of persons
and property.
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6. For conditional use located within the East Austin Overlay district, comply with the goals and
objectives of a neighborhood plan adopted by the City Council for the area in which the use is
proposed. Staff response: The proposed project is not in the East Austin Overlay.

C. In addition, a conditional use site plan may not:

7. More adversely affect an adjoining site than would a permitted use;
Staff Response: No

8. Adversely affect the safety or convenience of vehicular or pedestrian circulation, including
reasonably anticipated traffic and uses in the area; or
Staff Response: The site plan does not adversely affect the safety and convenience of vehicular and
pedestrian circulation.

9. Adversely affect an adjacent property or traffic control through the location, lighting, or type of
a sign. Staff Response: All signs and lighting wiil comply with the Land Development Code.
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ENGINEERING | CONSULTING
April 20, 2015

Mr. Greg Guernsey

Planning and Development Review Department
505 Barton Springs Road, Suite 400

Austin, Texas 78704

RE: Engineer’s Summary Letter
East Side Hotel
1207 E Cesar Chavez Street
Austin, Travis County, Texas

Dear Mr. Guernsey,

Please accept this Engineer’s summary letter and report along with the accompanying site plan
application materials as our forma! submittal for the above referenced project, iocated at 1207
E Cesar Chavez Road. The project is located entirely within the Full Purpose limits of the City of

Austin, in Travis County, Texas.

The proposed project will consist of a 3-story hote! with 65 rooms, an accessory restaurant
space, and 2-levels of structural parking located below grade. Other necessary site
improvements for access, utility services, grading and drainage improvements, and
environmental protections will also be included. All proposed improvements will be developed
in accordance with the provisions contained in the City of Austin Land Development Code.

This site is compaosed of five existing lots with existing single family residential on each. The five
lots comprise a total of 0.841 acres. The proposed hotel falls within the three lots adjacent to E
Cesar Chavez Street which are zoned CS-MU-CO-NP. Al are part of the Canterbury Square
Subdivision and the E Cesar Chavez Street Neighborhood Conservation Combining District
{Ordinance No. 001214-20) which lists “Hotel-motel” as a conditional use.

No portion of the site is located within the Edwards Aquifer Recharge or Contributing Zone.
Additionally, no portion of the subject site is located within the 100-year floodplain according
to the FEMA Flood insurance Map # 48453C0465H {dated September 26, 2008).

The project is located in the Lady Bird Lake Watershed, which is classified as an urban
watershed, and is located in the desired development zone. Since the properties total less than
one acre, a Fee in Lieu of Water Quality will be paid for this development. Detention is not
anticipated to be required on this site as the proposed impervious cover will be less than that
existing today. In the event that detention is required, improvements to the existing
stormwater infrastructure in addition to paying the RSMP fee associated with this development
will be proposed in place of a structural detention facility on site.

BiG RED DOG Engineering and Consulting | 815-A Brazos Street, #319; Austin, Texas 78701 | 512.669.5560 | www.BIGREDDOG com
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The water service will be provided from an existing waterline 12” DI waterline that is located in
East Cesar Chavez Street. The wastewater service will be provided from an existing 8" PVC
wastewater line, also located in East Cesar Chavez Street.

To our knowledge, the enclosed application materials are complete, correct, and in full
compliance with the Land Development Code. Should you have any questions regarding this
project or application, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Sincerely,
BIG RED DOG Engineering | Consulting
Texas Engineering Firm No. F-15964
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CITY OF AUSTIN - PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DEPARTMENT
SITE PLAN APPLICATION — MASTER COMMENT REPORT

CASE NUMBER: SPC-2014-0387C
REVISION #: 00 UPDATE: u3
CASE MANAGER: Rosemary Avila PHONE #: 512-974-2784

PROJECT NAME: East Side Hotel
LOCATION: 1207 E CESAR CHAVEZ ST

SUBMITTAL DATE:  April 30, 2015
REPORT DUE DATE: May 14, 2015
FINAL REPORT DATE: May 15, 2015
1 DAY HAS BEEN ADDED TO THE UPDATE DEADLINE
STAFF REPORT:
This report includes all staff comments received to date concerning your most recent site plan submitial. The
comments may include requirements, recommendations, or information. The requirements in this report must be
addressed by an updated site plan submittal.

The site plan will be approved when all requirements from each review discipline have been addressed. However,
until this happens, your site plan is considered disapproved. Additional comments may be generated as a result of
information or design changes provided in your update.

If you have any questions, problems, concerns, or if you require additional information about this report, please do
not hesitate to contact your case manager at the phone number listed above or by writing to the City of Austin,
Planning and Development Review Department, P.O. Box 1088, Austin, Texas 78704.

UPDATE DEADLINE (LDC 25-5-113):

It is the responsibility of the applicant or hisfher agent to update this site plan application. The final update to clear
all comments must be submitted by the update deadline, which is November 4, 2015. Otherwise, the
application will automatically be denied. If this date falls on a weekend or City of Austin holiday, the next City of
Austin workday will be the deadline.

EXTENSION OF UPDATE DEADLINE {LDC 25-1-88):
You may request an extension to the update deadline by submitting a written justification to your case manager on
or before the update deadline. Extensions may be granted for good cause at the Director's discretion.

UPDATE SUBMITTALS:
An informal update submittal is required. You must submit the distribution to each reviewer listed below.

Please submit 4 coples of the plans and 5 copies of a letter that address each comment for distribution to the
following reviewers. Clearly label information or packets with the reviewer's name that are intended for specific
reviewers. No distribution is required for the Planner 1 and only the letler is required for Austin Water
Utility.

REVIEWERS:

Planner 1 : Elsa Garza

Drainage Construction : Leslie Daniel
Environmental : Atha Phillips

Site Plan : Rosemary Avila

DSD Transportation : Bryan Golden
AWU-Utility Development Service : Neil Kepple
Water Quality : Leslie Daniel
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Drainage Construction Review - Leslie Daniel - 512-972‘-/6é &

C/

Release of this application does not constitute a verification of all data, information and
calculations supplied by the applicant. The engineer of record is solely responsible for
the completeness, accuracy and adequacy of his/her submittal, whether or not City
engineers review the application for Code compliance.

DC1- DC6 Comments cleared.

DC7-U3 Comment remains pending approval of drainage waiver. Please be aware that if the
RSMP or waiver is not approved, a formal update will be required.

DC8-U3 Comment cleared. (RSMP note on cover sheet)
DC9-U3 Comment cleared.
DC10-U2 Please include all required information in the Q/V/d tables for the storm drain. In

addition, include details for the proposed storm inlets.
U3 Comment remains.

DC11 Please contact Mr. Daren Duncan, P.E. at 512-974-8774 to seek approval from Street &
Bridge for the proposed roadway repair. This comment may be cleared upon receipt of a

memorandum of approval from Mr. Duncan.
U3  Please provide memo to clear this comment.

DC12-U3 Comment remains pending completion and recordation of UDA for this site.

DC13-U3 Comment cleared.

Environmental Review - Atha Phillips - 512-974-6303

Please be advised that additional comments may be generated as update information is
reviewed. If an update has been rejected, reviewers are not able to clear comments
based on phone calls, emails, or meetings, but must receive formal updates in order to
confirm positive plan set changes.

EV 1 - EV8 Comments cleared.

Landscape Fees and ESC Fiscal Surety [LDC 25-1-82, 25-7-65, 25-8-234]

EV 9 Provide a fiscal estimate for erosion/sedimentation controls and revegetation based on
Appendix S-1 of the Environmental Criteria Manual. For sites with a limit of construction
greater than one acre, the fiscal estimate must inciude a $3000 per acre of LOC clean-up
fee. The approved amount must be posted with the City prior to permit/site plan
approval. [LDC 25-8-186, ECM 1.2.1, ECM Appendix S-1]

Update 1 Fiscal is approved and this comment will be cleared once fiscal has been
posted.

Update 2 Fiscal must be resubmitted since the LOC has changed along with erosion
controls. Comment pending.



Update 3 Fiscal is approved and this comment will be cleared once fiscal has tgn\/\

posted. \

EV 10  Payment of the landscape inspection fee is required prior to permit/site plan approval.
Please obtain the invoice at Intake on the fourth floor. Payment of the fee is made at the
first floor Cashier's Window. Upon payment, please forward a copy of the receipt to the
environmental reviewer. The fee for this site is $615.00 and a 4% surcharge of $24.60.
FYI: Landscape inspections that require re-inspection will be charged a fee of $101.92.
Update 1- 3 Comment pending.

EV 11-EV 20 Comments cleared.

EV 21 Please provide a tree care plan showing how the amount of $12,300 will be spent and
post a fiscal for this amount.

Fire For Site Plan Review - Sonny Pelayo @ AFD - 512-974-
0194

F1.  Move the fire department connection to the front of the building to face the public street.
This change will need to be present on the final mylar plan set that you bring in for fire
department approval signoff.

F2. Submit a signed copy of the UDA prior to scheduling an appointment with me to schedule
mylar sign off.

F3. Based on the fire hydrant flow test report, it appears that adequate fire flow is available to
meet the 1,500 gpm fire flow demand for this project. However, impacts to the Austin
Water Utility (AWU) piping system due to providing the required fire flow for a
development project are evaluated by and resolved through the staff of AWU. The
maximum allowable flow velocity permitted in the public fire mains is 10 feet/second.
Contact me to schedule my signoff on the final mylar plan set once you have obtained
approval signatures from the AWU.

5/14/2015
Update 3- Approved

Site Plan Review - Rosemary Avila - 512-974-2784

SP 1. According to Ordinance No. 001214-20, 1207 East Cesar Chavez Street is part of Tract
70 of the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Plan Combining District, and, as per Part 7,
Section 5, hotel-motel land uses are considered a conditional use within this tract.
Therefore, Planning Commission review and approval is required. Once all comments
have been cleared, please contact this reviewer to schedule this case on the Planning
Commission agenda. Update 1- 3- Comment Pending

SP 2. — SP3 Comments cleared.




SP 4. If the properties are not subdivided into a single lot, and are considered by Land Status
Determination to be exempted from platting:

a. Record a Unified Development agreement that clearly ties these lots together for the Q/\
construction, use, and maintenance of the proposed stormwater facility. Submit the
document to this reviewer, who will coordinate with the Legal Department for review
and approval; and

b. Place the following note on the cover sheet and site plan sheet: “The site is
composed of ___ lots/iracts, and has been approved as one cohesive
development. If portions of the lots/tracts are sold, application for subdivision and
site plan approval may be required”.

Update 1-3 - Comment pending recordation of UDA.

SP 5. A new tax certificate showing all taxes paid will be required after February 1, 2015 (if the
site plan is not yet approved). Update 1-3— Comment pending, may be cleared
informally.

SP 6. — SP10. Comments cleared.

SP 11. According to the Delinquent Tax Payment Schedule, the delinquent taxes were to
be paid in full by October 31, 2014. Provide documentation that taxes are current on the
properties. Update 1-3— Comment pending, may be cleared informally.

SP 12. — SP13. Comments cleared.

SP 13. Confirm that all existing and future dedicated easements, including joint access,
drainage, conservation, utility, communications, etc. are depicted on the site plans.
Indicate volume/ page, document number, or dedication by plat. Update 1-3- Comment
pending recordation of easements.

SP 14, — SP24. Comments cleared.

SP 25. If any vertical improvements are planned for the right-of-way, such as trees,
furniture, or irrigation, a license agreement is required. Please contact Andy Halm with
the Right-of-Way Management Division at 974-7185. Update 1-3- Comment pending
approval of License Agreement.

SP 26. FLASH DRIVE REQUIREMENT - All applications submitted for completeness
check for Administrative Site Plan Revision, Consolidated Site Plan, Non-Consclidated
Site Plan, CIP Streets and Drainage, Major Drainage/Regional Detention, and
Subdivision Construction Plans will require the additional items listed in Exhibit VIl of the
application packet on a USB flash drive prior to release of permit. The flash drive must be
taken directly to the Intake Division by the applicant after site plan approval. For more
information, contact the Intake Staff. Update 1-3- Comment to remain until all
comments are cleared.

SP 27. Dimension the streetscape along Cesar Chavez to confirm compliance with
Section 2.2.3 (Urban Roadways: Sidewalks and Building Placement). It appears that a
sidewalk easement will be necessary along the building frontage in order to comply with
the 7-foot planting zone and 5-foot clear zone requirement. We recommend an
enlargement of this area in order to clearly depict the details and features of the

\



streetscape. Update #2- Please submit the proposed Sidewalk Easement to the
Transportation Review. Pending document recordation. Update 3- Comment Pending. @/

SP 28. Comment cleared. Q/

SP 29. Although the SF-3 zoned properties along Willow Street are proposed to be used
for construction access and construction staging, such activity is not permitted in that
residential zoning district. Update #1 — This reviewer acknowledges that the applicant is
considering other options to be presented in a subsequent update. Update #2- Comment
pending. This will require a temporary construction easement.

Update 3- Comment Pending.

AWU-Utility Development Service Review - Neil Kepple - 512-
972-0077

WW1. The review comments will be satisfied once Pipeline Engineering has approved the water
and wastewater utility plan. For plan review status, contact Larry Williams with Pipeline
Engineering at 972-0340. Response comments and corrections, along with the original
redlines, must be returned to Larry at the Waller Creek office, 625 E 10" St., 3rd fioor.

Water Quality Review - Leslie Daniel - 512-974-6316

Release of this application does not constitute a verification of all data, information and
calculations supplied by the applicant. The engineer of record is solely responsible for
the completeness, accuracy and adequacy of histher submittal, whether or not City
engineers review the application for Code compliance.

WQ1 -WQ4, WQ6 — WQ8 Comments cleared.

WQ5-U3 Please provide receipt for payment of fee-in-lieu of water quality.

Heritage Tree Review - Keith Mars - 512-974-2755

HT5 Comment cleared.

PDR Transportation Review - Bryan Golden - 512-974-3124

TR1. Sidewalk easement is currently being reviewed by Legal.

TR2.  Additional comments may be provided when more complete information is obtained.



Planner 1 Review - Elsa Garza - 512-974-2308 |

/
THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS APPLY PRIOR TO THE RELEASE OF THE SITE \

7

P2.

P3.

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT.

FYI — An appointment is required in order to receive the site development permit. The
permit will be released after the flash drive has been submitted with the Intake Staff and
the site plan approval blocks have been finished. Contact the Planner | listed above to
set up an appointment to receive the site plan permit.

FY1 — Fill out the Site Plan Approval blocks with the following information in bold.

Sheet numbers

File number: SPC-2014-0387C

Application date: September 29, 2014

Under Section 142 of Chapter 25-5 of the City of Austin Code

Case Manager: Rosemary Avila

Zoning: Please add Zoning

If the Site Plan Approval Blocks are not filled out, the applicant will need to make an
appointment to fill them out by hand. If the applicant wishes the Planner 1 to fill them
out, there could be a delay in receiving the site development permit.

FYl - FLASH DRIVE REQUIREMENT

All applications submitted for completeness check after 5/10/10 for Administrative Site
Plan Revision, Consoclidated Site Plan, Non-Consolidated Site Plan, CIP Streets and
Drainage, Major Drainage/Regional Detention, and Subdivision Construction Plans will
require the additional items listed in Exhibit VII of the application packet on a USB flash
drive prior to release of permit. The flash drive must be taken directly to the Intake
Department by the applicant after site plan approval. For more information, contact the
Intake Staff.

End of Report
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CONSTRUCTIAY NOTE
GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO SURVEY AND CONPFM Ll A0k, PARKING 5TAlLS. N
EICEWALKS, CURB & CUTTER AND BUILDING SLAG FOPM GRADES, PRIGA TG
NSTALLATICH OF ANY CONCRETE WPPIVEMENTS. SEE WOTE 42 . o o
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EAST CESAR CHAVEZ HOTEL - 1287 EAST (RSAR CHAVYT - SARKING DATA - REQUIALD ) -
UiE: RaN0: Ilfl.nﬂlﬂ PARIKING AEQLHRED EAST 3IDE NOTEL - 1207 RAST CESAN CHAVEL STREET SITE DATA EK
HOTEL 1.1 PI R ROO2M £ ROCWS 72 ZI NG Cy My OO Y2 5F 3 N2
JREST AURANT NJA~ACURSSORY S NA Nia ST LARCHUSE HOTEL (5 HOMES TO REMANY FXIST; 06 IMPTRVIGHS COVTRAGE - 17,41 87
.mfuam:m:ltqumm UNDER APPENDIX A ki STEARTA. 0381 ALRFS/ 3661155
% ALTOCTICN A_OWIh  URBAN € ORE 14 LSTIMATFD $TAAT OF CONSIRUCTION:
T07AL PARKISG REQUIAT D INCL LT NG REDUCTION:SS MAXIMGI W (3F 4% RE BUCTIC) En ALLEWABLE: 3 MJCO KR ¥ ) NP PACPOHD, WIL
STE AAFA 0 sBL ACTIS iAW 026 AC 11378 5F 50! F
RAST CRSAR CHAVEZ WOTEL - LIOF EAST CR3aA CHAVEL - PARRING PROVIDID LML OF CONTRUCTICH: T w L) i
— R skt FREERoE SEAUM LOT ST 575057 ¥ 107 DI ACAES (130r
ACCESYBLE 3 . MENIMUM LOT WLITH: MIFEET 30-FLET LOT WTTH: 195 0LLT
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Edie Cassell

1611 Willow Street

Austin, TX 78702

ediecassell@gmail.com

May 14, 2015

Re: Opposition to East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case # SPC-2014-03873)

To The City of Austin Planning Commission:

| am a seven-year resident and homeowner in the East César Chavez (ECC) Neighborhood and a former
ECC Neighborhood Planning Tearn Sector Representative (2011-2013).

| am writing to voice my opposition to the East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (case number
SPC-2014-03873), being proposed for development at 1207 E. César Chavez Street.

The scope and scale of the project, as proposed by Carrico RE LLC, is incompatible with the site
location. This project will be detrimental to the safety and accessibility of the ECC transportation
corridor and will negatively impact the character of the East César Chavez neighborhood.

| urge you to deny the applicant’s request of a Conditional Use Permit.

| fully support development in our neighborhood that is aligned with the ECC Neighborhood Plan
adopted in 1999 and is compatible with the zoning and character of the neighborhood.

The proposed East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café at 1207 E. César Chavez St. is not aligned with the
ECC Neighborhood Plan in the following areas:

ZONING: The site is NOT zoned for a hotel-restaurant-bar-café. The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-
café project spans three “Mixed-Use” lots (1207, 1209, 1211 César Chavez St.} and includes two “Single-
Family” lots {1210, 1212 Willow St.) with no alley to separate commercial from residential. This
development creates direct access from César Chavez to Willow Street, linking “Mixed-Use" lots to
“Single-Family” lots. This will permit hotel-restaurant-bar-café pedestrian and vehicle traffic and
parking to directly affect a residential street- El Buen Pastor Early Childhood Development Center is
immediately adjacent at 1208 Willow St.

COMPATABILITY: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is NOT compatible with the scope
and character of the surrounding area. At 40 feet, the development will tower over the commercial
building to the west and the residences to the east. It’s design reaches to the very curb of the
sidewalk with no setback. A good example of how a conditional-use permitted hotel can meet the
guidelines of the ECC Neighborhood Plan is the seven-room, craftsman-bungalow facade Heywood
Hotel, recently (2010) constructed at 1609 César Chavez St.

NEIGHBORHOOD CULTURAL IDENTITY: The developers did NOT incorporate into the design of the
site aesthetic elements consistent with Mexican American culture, including public art, murals, tile
work and commitment to hire local artists and artisans, but added that intent later through
negotiation with the ECC Planning Team; this addendum is unenforceable.

TRAFFIC SAFETY: The increased vehicle and pedestrian traffic of a 65-room hotel and 8o+ seat
restaurant/bar/café make our neighborhood much iess safe, contrary to the neighborhood plan’s goal
to increase traffic safety. Our streets cannot adequately absorb the expected vehicle traffic and
parking required to accommodate hotel guests, restaurant patrons, hotel staff, drop-off and pick-up,



deliveries, and trash collection. This hotelfrestaurant/bar/café will produce a much greater traffic
impact on both César Chavez and Willow Streets than other allowable “Multi-Use” uses (apartments,

offices, other retail).

MAKE USE OF 4"/5'"" STREET AREA: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café site is NOT located in the
4" and 5" Street corridor. The developers have indicated that they prefer the neighborhood setting
at César Chavez/Willow Streets to the area indicated by the ECC Neighborhood Plan as having the
infrastructure to accommodate this type of development. | would not oppose this development if it
were to be relocated to that area.

PRESERVE/INCREASE NUMBER OF HOMEOWNERS: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project
does NOT preservefincrease the number of homeowners as prescribed by the Neighborhood Plan.
The zoned uses for these lots, which permit construction of condominiums and auxiliary residential
units, would be preferable to preserve and increase the number of homeowners.

SERVE ESSENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD NEEDS: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is NOT
the type of business included in the Neighborhood Plan as an essential neighborhood need.

PRESERVE/ENHANCE NEIGHBORHOQOD TREES: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project does
NOT preserve and enhance neighborhood trees, but instead will remove all the trees from the
property except for the three trees that cannot legally be removed because of the Heritage Tree
Ordinance.

In spite of overwhelming opposition voiced by over 100 ECC residents at an information-meeting held
on October 28, 2014, | was dismayed that the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team voted 6-5 at their
December 2014 meeting to support this project, with a list of negotiated conditions that are
unenforceable. Among the 13 current voting members of the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team, there
are 9 opposed to this project and 4 who support it.

Please contact me with questions regarding my concerns and opposition to the project.
Again, | urge you to deny this Conditional Use Permit request.

Thank You,

Edie Cassell

)



December 28, 2014

Mail-In Comment to the City of Austin Regarding Project Name: East Side Hotel

1 am opposed to the East Side Hotel Project for the following reasons:

1. The project does not provide adequate parking for the number of hotel,
restaurant guests and employees. This will result in the need for them to park
their vehicles in the residential neighborhood, thereby increasing traffic, noise
and trash. Some of these residences only have street parking, which means the
residents will ofien be forced to park inconveniently far from their homes. In
addition, 1 know from my personal experience by living across from Bufulina
Restaurant, The Peacock Salon and next to the Waterstreet Lofts/Shops and Orbit
Salon, that some patrons of these establishments will park in front of, and block
clearly marked private drives. When my drive is blocked (frequently), I have had
to park a block away or more from my home, which is a burden, especially when
carrying bags of groceries and other loads. If I choose to have a vehicle towed, 1
have to endure the stress and inconvenience of waiting for the police and tow
truck, and wonder if my property will be vandalized in retaliation (my property

has been vandalized).

2. The project does not have adequate ingress and egress to the property for guests
and deliveries.This will create even greater traffic backups on Cesar Chavez,

which already struggles with a high amount of existing traffic.

3. How can a project of this size be built without turning Cesar Chavez into a one

lane road? Certainly, the city will not authorize diverting traffic through the
neighborhood for months, perhaps even more than a year, during
construction?

4. The construction will bring vermin into the residential area. I lived through the
construction of the Waterstreet Lofts. I had no issues with rats until the
pallets of materials were off-loaded onto the construction site. My home
became infested with vermin. I actually killed eight rats in one night. It was

terrifying and unsanitary. I ended up paying $3000.00 to a pest control company
for a total exclusion. The foreman of the Waterstreet Lofts project confirmed that

they introduced rats into the neighborhood. Most of the homes in this
neighborhood are older picr and beam, which places these family residences at
high risk for vermin infestation and possible subsequent disease.

5. The project will create tremendous waste. It is unclear where the dumpsters will

be located. In the neighborhood? On Cesar Chavez? Either way, it stinks.
6. Qur taxes go up, our quality of life goes down.

Molly Omelchuck, 99 Comal St., Austin, Texas 78702, 512-740-4728,

8
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Avila, Rosema

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:07 AM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: FW: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873).

From: Carol Stall & Phil Thomas [mailto:cspt2@shcglobal.net]

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 12:53 AM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Cc: cspt2@sbeglobal.net

Subject: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873).

This message is from Carol Stall & Phil Thomas. [ cspt2 @sbeglobal.net ]

As residents and stakeholders we do not support a hotel/restaurant/bar establishment at this location. Not only
will a hotel create problematic ingress into a residential neighborhood, but the traffic generated by the
bar/restaurant will cause slowdowns (and potential accidents) along Cesar Chavez St. Moreover, the developers
wish to raze or remove two very old structures that contribute to and help define the history of this
neighborhood. It is the height of insensitivity to plan a bar within 100 feet of a church and daycare school. Our
neighborhood plans were created to prevent this sort of development. Help us preserve our neighborhood and
keep its culture intact. Please keep this kind of development NORTH OF FOURTH! Thank you.



Avila, Rosema

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:06 AM

To: Avila, Rosemary ( :\
Subject: FW: petition against hotel in austin &Q

From: linda bagwell [mailto:bagstrub@yahooc.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 2:51 PM

To: Anguiang, Dora

Subject: petition against hotel in austin

This message is from Linda Bagwell. [ bugstrub@vyahoo.com ]

i do not think this is a good fit on the east side.it will cause more congestion and i do not think the city should
approve what developers want just because they have the money to do so! do the right thing city council
members!



Avila, Rosema

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:06 AM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: FW: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873

From: Ana Blanco [mailto:chovl50@aonl.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 2:41 PM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873

This message is from Ana Blanco. [ chovi30@aol.com ]

As residents and stakeholders we do not support a hotel/restaurant/bar establishment at this location. Not only
will a hotel create problematic ingress into a residential neighborhood, but the traffic generated by the
bar/restaurant will cause slowdowns (and potential accidents) along Cesar Chavez St. Moreover, the developers
wish to raze or remove two very old structures that contribute to and help define the history of this
neighborhood. And finally, it is the height of insensitivity to plan a bar within 100 feet of a church and daycare
school. Help us preserve our neighborhood and keep its culture intact. Please keep this kind of development
NORTH OF FOURTH! Kind regards, Craig Hoverman



Avila, Rosema

From: 2dine4d@gmail.com on behalf of Stephen Shallcross <stephen@2dine4.com>

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 11:28 PM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: Include in FORMAL PACKET Homeaowners within 500" of East Side Hotel Bar Restaurant

Cafe - opposed # SPC-2014-0387C.

Dear Rosemary Avila,

I am a resident at 1001 Willow Street. I am a small business owner with multiple businesses located on the East
Side. Iam very much against the Proposed East Side Hotel Bar Restaurant Café. As a resident in the Willow-
Spence National Historic district I have a vested interest in preserving the neighborhood for single famliy
residents. I appreciate that commerical development on the Cesar Chavez is going to take place and I'm not
against all commercial development but I believe that each project should be judged on it's impact to the
residents. It is certain that putting a development of this size with limited parking will negitivly impact our
quality of life in the surrounding blocks.

Anything that gets built should be required to have ample parking for the use. As it is, we have Cenote Coffee
shop only parking a small fraction of their patrons and now a new Event Space has cropped up on the corner of
San Marcos and Cesar Chavez. Please consider the impact these businesses allready have on Single family
residents and do not allow another development that will create even more traffic, noise, commerical access and
neighbor parking issues.

Therefore, let the record show that my wife, Lauren Shallcross & I are opposing this Proposed East Side Hotel
Bar Restaurant Café€ project.

Very truly yours,

Stephen Shallcross

Sawver & Co, SWOQOP Events, 2 DINE 4 Fine Calering & Supperfriends.com
512.467.6600 office

512.658.8719 mobile

Please click here if you'd like to be added to the invite list for our weekly supper club called the SUPPER
FRIENDS!



Avila, Rosema t\

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:07 AM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: FW: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873)

From: Jamie Franklin [mailto:ifrank6732@aol.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 8:35 AM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873)

This message is from Jamie Franklin. [ jirank6732@aol.com ]

I live on beautiful Willow Street in between the Library and Sanchez Elementary. This is a gorgeous historical
family neighborhood. Please don't extend the hotels and bars to this neighborhood. This wouldn't happen on
Exposition Street. Or Travis Heights. Keep the "entertainment” district those areas already approved: Rainey
Street, 7th Street, 11th Street, The Plaza Saltillo ares where proper parking, security and lighting can be built.
Please, please, please VOTE NO on this case number.



Avila, Rosema

From: Lorelei Brown <lorelei@grandecom.net>
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 12:01 AM
To: Avila, Rosemary; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark,

Brian - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens,
Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC

Cc: Edie Cassell

Subject: East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case # SPC-2014-03873)

My name is Lorelei Brown.

| am adding my name to the long list of neighbors opposed to this hotel proposed development on East Cesar
Chavez. | have owned the property, 1300 E Cesar Chavez, since 1999. My building, on the corner of Attayac, across the
street from this proposed hotel, is also across the street directly from Mr. Robert's historic home.

My building houses ten people in seven separate apartment units. They don't all have cars, but many do. The
only parking is along Attayac Street which is getting more crowded all the time. Already the traffic turning to and from
Cesar Chavez into or from Attayac has become very dangerous, since much of the traffic is of commercial service truck
nature, evidently using Attayac as some sort of short cut. If cars are parked on both sides of Attayac, which is
increasingly the case due to the increased restaurant and food truck business, the turn radius to and from Cesar Chavez
is barely adequate.

| participated for the two plus years with the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood group to write this one of the first
neighborhood plans. | was enthusiastic about writing this plan, especially as a M.5.C.R.P graduate of UT School of
Planning, until i realized that the City was using this process to justify changing the zoning in the whole area south of
Seventh. | am pleased that other neighbors now are using this neighborhood plan that we wrote to so ably justify their
opposition to this hotel. | do believe that a development of this nature would be more appropriate in the 4-5th Street
corridor. and that it doesn't seem right to allow it so near the public library only a block away.

Thank you for your attention.

Yours truly,
Lorelei Brown
512-507-1947



Avila, Rosema

From: tombelwede <tombelwede@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2015 8:41 PM
To: Avila, Rosemary; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark,

Brian - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens,
Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC
Subject: Opposed to East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case # SPC-2014-03873)

Dear Pianning Commission Members,

| am writing you to state my opposition to the proposed East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project
(Case # SPC-2014-03873) to be located at 1207 East Cesar Chavez St.

| have been a resident of East Austin since 1998 and a homeowner since 2005. | love this area and
am proud to call it home. I am not against change and | have enjoyed watching this area blossom
over the years.

| oppose this particular project because the proposed site is not suitable for this type of business. |
believe it will increase traffic and parking problems, overburden the existing infrastructure, and
negatively impact the quality of life for this neighborhood.

| respectiully ask the Commission to reject this project.
Sincerely,

Thomas R. Pointer

2212 Garden St

Austin TX 78702
512-589-6458
tombelwede @yahoo.com




Avila, Rosema

From: Kathleen McWhorter <kmmewhorter@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 7:51 AM
To: Avila, Rosemary; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark,

Brian - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens,
Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC
Subject: Letter in Opposition to Conditional Use for East Cesar Chavez Hotel

Kathleen McWhorter

1711 Willow Street

Austin, Texas 78702
kmmewhorter@ hotmail.com

May 14, 2015

Re: Opposition to East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case# SPC-2014-03873)

To the City of Austin Planning Commission:

I am writing to oppose the hotel project that is being proposed for 1207 East Cesar Chavez Street. [ have lived
in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood for 25 years. I know our neighborhood is changing in many ways, but it
is still a residential neighborhood. A large hotel is not compatible. People are living right behind where it
will be. Although East Cesar Chavez Street is a commercial corridor, our neighborhood plan clearly states that
the commerce on that street should be of a scale that is compatible with the character of the neighborhood. In
addition, that site includes property on Willow Street, which would also experience the impact of the large-scale
commercial activity.

East Cesar Chavez is already becoming congested with traffic, and this hote] would add to these traffic
problems. Increased traffic and hotel activity would also spill over onto Willow Street, greatly impacting the
lives of the families who live there and the adjacent child care center. The large hotel building would dominate
the area, towering over the smaller structures on those streets and replacing all the trees that were on the lots
except for the 3 protected ones. In this time of harsh summer temperatures, those trees would be greatly missed.

Because of the negative impact this hotel will have on our neighborhood, I urge you to deny the Conditional
Use Permit that is being requested.

Thank you,
Kathleen McWhorter, LMSW

Kathleen McWhorter, LCSW
1711 Willow Street, Austin, Texas 78702
(512)478-9478



From: Sara Pedrosa [mailto:sara.pedrosa@gmail.com)
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 2:05 PM
To: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: Re: opposition letter \ 6

Sara Pedrosa

1608 Willow St.

Austin, TX 78702

sara.pedrosa@@email.com April, 28, 2015

To Whom it May Concern,

I am 10 year resident of the East César Chavez Neighborhood and I am writing to voice my opposition to the hotel, restaurant and
gallery project (case number SPC-2014-03873), being proposed for development on East César Chavez (ECC). I firmly believe that the
scope and scale of the project, as proposed by Carrico RE LLC, is incompatible with the site location and urge you to deny the
applicant’s request of a conditional use permit. I believe that this project will be detrimental to the safety and accessibility of the ECC
transportation corridor and will negatively impact the character of the East César Chavez neighborhood.

As a 20 year veteran of the hospitality industry, who has worked in both foodservice and hotel establishments, I feel that I can speak to
the impact that a business of this nature will have on the neighborhood. I am chiefly concerned with the strain that waste removal, food,
liquor and linen delivery vehicles will place on the transportation infrastructure of the East César Chavez and Waller Street intersection.
Frankly, the current transportation infrastructure is insufficient to support these activities and the neighborhood cannot adequately
absorb the overflow parking demands that will be required to accommodate hotel guests, restaurant patrons, and hotel staff,

It is my understanding that per the East César Chavez neighborhood plan, the ECC corridor is not designated for development of this
type, thus triggering the need for a conditional use permit. I was dismayed that the East César Chavez Neighborhood Planning Team
voted to support this project. In my opinion, there are many ECC neighborhood residents and stakeholders who would prefer a
development for this site (like a condominium) which would be in keeping with our ECC neighborhood plan.

I am also concerned about the logistics of building a project of this seale on this site. As I understand it, originally the two lots on Willow
Street were being proposed as construction staging and access areas. I am vehemently opposed to the use of residential, single family,
Willow Street lots for construction purposes.

Let me state clearly and firmly; I am not opposed to the development of this project in the East César Chavez neighborhood. Rather, 1
am opposed to the development of this project on this site. In fact, I would be happy to see this project developed in an area of the ECC
neighborhood that has been designated and zoned for this type of venture,

Likewise, I would like to underscore that my opposition to this project is not relevant to the size of the building. I understand that this
site can be developed for other purposes (e.g. a condeminium) without requiring a variance or conditional use permit. My opposition is
to the nature of the business being proposed.

Finally, I encourage you to visit and examine the area being proposed for development. Please contact me with questions regarding my
concerns and opposition to the project. Again, I urge you to deny the Conditional Use Permit request.

Thank You,
Sara Pedrosa



Avila, Rosemary

T ]
From: Peter Brown <petergriffinbrown@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 2:53 PM
To: Avila, Rosemary; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark, Brian - BC;
Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens, Jean - BC; Hatfield,
Richard - BC
Subject: Opposition to East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case # SPC-2014-03873)

To The City of Austin Planning Commission: Q\ /9y

I am a nine-year resident and renter of the East César Chavez (ECC) Neighborhood.

I am writing to voice my opposition to the East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (case number SPC-2014-
03873), being proposed for development at 1207 E. César Chavez Street.

The scope and scale of the project, as proposed by Carrico RE LLC, is incompatible with the site location. This
project will be detrimental to the safety and accessibility of the ECC transportation corridor and will negatively
impact the character of the East César Chavez neighborhood.

| urge you to deny the applicant’s request of a Conditional Use Permit.

| fully support development in our neighborhood that is aligned with the ECC Neighborhood Plan adopted in 1999
and is compatible with the zoning and character of the neighborhood. The proposed East Side Hotel-restaurant-
bar-café at 1207 E. César Chavez St. is not aligned with the ECC Neighborhood Plan in the following areas:

ZONING: The site is NOT zoned for a hotel-restaurant-bar-café. The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project
spans three “Mixed-Use” lots (1207, 1209, 1211 César Chavez 5t.) and includes two “Single-Family” lots (1210, 1212
Willow St.) with no alley to separate commercial from residential. This development creates direct access

from César Chavez to Willow Street, linking “Mixed-Use” lots to “Single-Family” lots. This will permit hotel-
restaurant-bar-café pedestrian and vehicle traffic and parking to directly affect a residential street- El Buen Pastor
Early Childhood Development Center is immediately adjacent at 1208 Willow St.

COMPATABILITY: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is NOT compatible with the scope and character
of the surrounding area. At 40 feet, the development will tower over the commercial building to the west and the
residences to the east. It’s design reaches to the very curb of the sidewalk with no setback. A good example of how
a conditional-use permitted hotel can meet the guidelines of the ECC Neighborhood Plan is the seven-room,
craftsman-bungalow facade Heywood Hotel, recently (2010) constructed at 1609 César Chavez St.



N/

NEIGHBORHOOD CULTURAL IDENTITY: The developers did NOT incorporate into the design of the site aesthetic
elements consistent with Mexican American culture, including public art, murals, tile work and commitment to hire
local artists and artisans, but added that intent later through negotiation with the ECC Planning Team; this
addendum is unenforceable.

TRAFFIC SAFETY: The increased vehicle and pedestrian traffic of a 65-room hotel and 80+ seat 4

restaurant/bar/café make our neighborhood much less safe, contrary to the neighborhood plan’s goal to increase
traffic safety. Our streets cannot adequately absorb the expected vehicle traffic and parking required to
accomrnodate hotel guests, restaurant patrons, hotel staff, drop-off and pick-up, deliveries, and trash

collection. This hotelfrestaurant/bar/café will produce a much greater traffic impact on already-

congested César Chavez, Willow, Waller, and Navasota Streets than other allowable “Multi-Use” uses (apartments,
offices, other retail).

MAKE USE OF 4"/5" STREET AREA: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café site is NOT located in the 4" and
5" Street corridor. The developers have indicated that they prefer the neighborhood

setting at César Chavez/Willow Streets to the area indicated by the ECC Neighborhood Plan as having the
infrastructure to accommodate this type of development. 1 would not oppose this development if it were to be
relocated to that area.

PRESERVE/INCREASE NUMBER OF HOMEOWNERS: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project does NOT
preservefincrease the number of homeowners as prescribed by the Neighborhood Plan. The zoned uses for these
lots, which permit construction of condominiums and auxiliary residential units, would be preferable to preserve and
increase the number of homeowners.

SERVE ESSENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD NEEDS: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is NOT the type of
business included in the Neighborhood Plan as an essential neighborhood need.

PRESERVE/ENHANCE NEIGHBORHOOD TREES: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project does NOT preserve
and enhance neighborhood trees, but instead will remove ali the trees from the property except for the three trees
that cannot legally be removed because of the Heritage Tree Ordinance.

In spite of overwhelming opposition voiced by over 100 ECC residents at an information-meeting held on October 28,
2014, | was dismayed that the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team voted 6-5 at their December 2014 meeting to
support this project, with a list of negotiated conditions that are unenforceable. Among the 13 current voting
members of the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team, there are 9 opposed to this project and 4 who support it.



I again urge you to deny this Conditional Use Permit request.

C /))\g

Peter Brown



Gwen O'Barr

1604 Canterbury Street

Austin, Texas 78702

gwenobarr@gmail.com

512-924-4461

May 17,2015

RE: Opposition to East Side Hotel, Restaurant and Bar project (Case #SPC-2014-0387C)
TO: The City of Austin Planning Commission

The East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Plan allows for neighborhood compatible
businesses. The East Side Hotel, restaurant and bar does not meet that criteria. The
zoning for this address only allows for a hotel with a conditional use permit and | believe
that the Planning and Zoning Commission should deny the permit with the Neighborhood
Plan in mind. The East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Plan was developed and adopted by
the city. However, due to the location of our neighborhood there is great pressure to
invalidate this adopted plan and change the entire Cesar Chavez corridor. Cesar Chavez,
unlike East 6th and East 7th is only a 2 lane local road, with no center turn lane. This hotel,
restaurant and bar will only have ingress and egress from Cesar Chavez for all customers,
suppliers and employees, as there is no alley or side entrance. The plan has room for
about 3 vehicles for loading and unloading of customers in a parallel parking area. Cesar
Chavez already has traffic problems, without the lanes being blocked, as will happen with
this hotel, restaurant and bar. Traffic will be increased on the residential streets in the area
as vehicles try to avoid Cesar Chavez congestion. This phenomenon is already taking place
due to the present congestion on Cesar Chavez.

The Neighborhood Plan goals specifically state that structures, renovations and businesses
are to be compatible with the neighborhood; it needs to create and preserve physical
features and activities that reinforce the neighborhood's cultural identity and history; it
should improve vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian traffic safety; and attract or develop
businesses that serve essential neighborhood needs. This hotel, restaurant and bar meets
none of these goals. We presently have a botique hotel on Cesar Chavez. It has 7 rooms. It
is an old home that has been refurbished and added on to. It does not have a restaurant
and bar. This request for a conditional use permit has 60+ rooms, that will require removing
the existing buildings and removing trees. In other words, it violates these Neighborhood
Plan goals. | am not against growth or change. | am against neighborhood disruptive
businesses.



I'm a stakeholder of the East Cesar Chavez community. | support the vision for our
neighborhood that is detailed in the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Plan adopted in
1999. | support development that is aligned with that plan and compatible with the zoning
and character of the neighborhood. | look at Austin as a community, not a commodity.

Gwen O'Barr C



Avila, Rosema

From: Bill Q'Barr <lostpines@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 12:47 PM
To: Avila, Rosemary; Anguiano, Dora; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh,

James - BC; Roark, Brian - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey,
James - BC; Stevens, Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC; Renteria, Sabino; Zimmerman,
Don; Pool, Leslie; Troxclair, Ellen; Tovo, Kathie; Gallo, Sheri; Adler, Steve; Houston, Ora;
Garza, Delia; Casar, Gregorio; Kitchen, Ann

Subject: Opposed to East Side Hotel, Restaurant and Bar project (Case # SPC-2014-0387C)

I'm resending this email as the first one had an error with the last digit of the case number.

Date: May 18, 2015
Re: New East Side Hotel on Cesar Chavez (Case # SPC-2014-0387C)

! want quality commercial developments in my neighborhood. Businesses that bring good jobs and
services that we can use. But they need to be appropriate for where they will be located. They need to be
on a site that suits both the business and the neighborhood. | believe the current site for this hotel was
chosen because it was lower priced compared to other more suitable locations in the area. Not being on a
corner lot, with no alley access and only being accessible from a two lane road without even a center turn
lane will be a major roadblock to the traffic on Cesar Chavez. West bound traffic from the airport will most
likely end up circling through the neighborhood on Willow, Canterbury or 2nd streets so that they can
enter the hotel from the West, causing a huge increase in traffic on the affected side streets. There is a
daycare center, El Buen Pastor, behind the proposed hotel on Willow that will certainly suffer from the
increased traffic. These are the types of problems that good planning and oversight should prevent. | am
not an expert on traffic issues, but | can see with the traffic already heavy on Cesar Chavez, this will make
it much worse.

Because this project requires a conditional use permit, we should have the ability to make sure it fits in
well with the surrounding neighborhood before the permit is granted. In this specific case, the
developers should find a location more appropriate for the amount of traffic they will generate.

Thanks for your consideration in this matter,

Bill O’Barr

1604 Canterbury St
Austin, TX 78702
lostpines @ gmail.com
512-217-7123




Avila, Rosema

From: katy ballard <kabb79@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 1.01 PM
To: Avila, Rosemary; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark,

Brian - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens,
Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC
Subject: Opposition to East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case # SPC-2014-03873)

To The City of Austin Planning Commission:

| am a four-year resident and renter of the East César Chavez (ECC) Neighborhood.

I am writing to voice my opposition to the East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (case number SPC-2014-
03873), being proposed for development at 1207 E. César Chavez Street.

The scope and scale of the project, as proposed by Carrico RE LLC, is incompatible with the site location. This
project will be detrimental to the safety and accessibility of the ECC transportation corridor and will negatively
impact the character of the East César Chavez neighborhood.

| urge you to deny the applicant’s request of a Conditional Use Permit.

| fully support development in our neighborhood that is aligned with the ECC Neighborhood Plan adopted in 1999
and is compatible with the zoning and character of the neighborhood. The proposed East Side Hotel-restaurant-
bar-café at 1207 E. César Chavez St. is not aligned with the ECC Neighborhood Plan in the following areas:

ZONING: The site is NOT zoned for a hotel-restaurant-bar-café. The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project
spans three “Mixed-Use” lots (1207, 1209, 121 César Chavez St.) and includes two “Single-Family” lots (1210, 1212
Willow St.) with no alley to separate commercial from residential. This development creates direct access

from César Chavez to Willow Street, linking “Mixed-Use” lots to “Single-Family” lots. This will permit hotel-
restaurant-bar-café pedestrian and vehicle traffic and parking to directly affect a residential street- El Buen Pastor
Early Childhood Development Center is immediately adjacent at 1208 Willow St.

COMPATABILITY: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is NOT compatible with the scope and character
of the surrounding area. At 40 feet, the development will tower over the commercial building to the west and the
residences to the east. It’s design reaches to the very curb of the sidewalk with no setback. A good example of how
a conditional-use permitted hotel can meet the guidelines of the ECC Neighborhood Plan is the seven-room,
craftsman-bungalow facade Heywood Hotel, recently (2010) constructed at 1609 César Chavez St.
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NEIGHBORHOOD CULTURAL IDENTITY: The developers did NOT incorporate into the design of the site aesthetic
elements consistent with Mexican American culture, including public art, murals, tile work and commitment to hire
local artists and artisans, but added that intent later through negotiation with the ECC Planning Team; this
addendum is unenforceable.

TRAFFIC SAFETY: The increased vehicle and pedestrian traffic of a 65-room hotel and 80+ seat
restaurant/bar/café make our neighborhood much less safe, contrary to the neighborhood plan’s goal to increase
traffic safety. Our streets cannot adequately absorb the expected vehicle traffic and parking required to
accommodate hotel guests, restaurant patrons, hotel staff, drop-off and pick-up, deliveries, and trash

collection. This hotelfrestaurant/barfcafé will produce a much greater traffic impact on already-

congested César Chavez, Willow, Waller, and Navasota Streets than other allowable “Multi-Use” uses (apartments,
offices, other retail).

MAKE USE OF 4"/5" STREET AREA: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café site is NOT located in the 4™ and
5" Street corridor. The developers have indicated that they prefer the neighborhood

setting at César Chavez/Willow Streets to the area indicated by the ECC Neighborhood Plan as having the
infrastructure to accommodate this type of development. | would not oppose this development if it were to be
relocated to that area.

PRESERVE/INCREASE NUMBER OF HOMEOWNERS: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project does NOT
preservefincrease the number of homeowners as prescribed by the Neighborhood Plan. The zoned uses for these
fots, which permit construction of condominiums and auxiliary residential units, would be preferable to preserve and
increase the number of homeowners.

SERVE ESSENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD NEEDS: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is NOT the type of
business included in the Neighborhood Plan as an essential neighborhood need.

PRESERVE/ENHANCE NEIGHBORHOOD TREES: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project does NOT preserve
and enhance neighborhood trees, but instead will remove all the trees from the property except for the three trees
that cannot legally be removed because of the Heritage Tree Ordinance.

In spite of overwhelming opposition voiced by over 100 ECC residents at an information-meeting held on October 28,
2014, | was dismayed that the ECC Neighborhoaod Planning Team voted 6-5 at their December 2014 meeting to
support this project, with a list of negotiated conditions that are unenforceable. Among the 13 current voting
members of the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team, there are 9 opposed to this project and 4 who support it.



I again urge you to deny this Conditional Use Permit request.

7%

Katy Ballard



Avila, Rosema

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 9:50 AM

To: Alfonso Hernandez; Brian Roark; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC;
Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Jack, Jeff - BC; Lazarus, Howard; Nortey, James - BC; Nuria
Zaragoza; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Richard Hatfield; Roark, Brian - BC; Shieh, James - BC;
Stephen Oliver; Stevens, Jean - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC

Cc: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: FW: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873)

From: Kelly Blancas [mailto:kellyb915@hotmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2015 11:56 PM
To: Anguiano, Dora

Cc: kellyb915@haotmail.com
Subject: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873)

This message is from Kelly Blancas. [ kellyb915@hotmail.com ]

As a resident who currently, & for the passed decade, has lived in front of the proposed location 1 absolutely do
not support a hotel/restaurant/bar establishment here. Not only will it create even more horrible tourist traffic,
but it is just another sad joke of an example of the detestable infiltration of another soulless entity not from this
neighborhood, not from this city, not from this state, with no familiarity of our cultures, nothing but a vested
interest in making money, eating up as much land as the city of Austin can vacuously shove at them while the
shoving's hot, pushing more families out of a safe & familiar place leaving everyone else with a constant influx
of inebriated strangers taking up parking for our loved ones & woohooing more often than than just the weeks
of SXSW we have already come to endure. But that ends soon enough. A bar next to a school? Right next to a
freaking church/school/daycare?! Seriously? Why is this even being considered? Why has it even goiten this
far? What are you guys letting happen to this city? Why are you letting people come in & buy up
EVERYTHING? We're the capital of Texas & we have no grip on how this city is growing nor what it's
becoming nor any idea of how to seize a grip on the speed at which it's happening. It's turning into a blah
cement whore spread for a gutting by the blingy teeth shiester with the most gloss to gut. Another boring
whitewashed playground for the rich. It feels like a bad Simpsons episode. Who is even from this city anymore?
No one really gives a turd anyway do they? Why am I even writing this letter? Moreover, the developers wish
to raze or remove two very old structures that contribute to and help define the history of this neighborhood.
Raping more land. Yeah. They don't give a crap about crap. Someone does. Does someone? Anyone? It is the
height of insensitivity to plan a bar within 100 feet of a church and daycare school. Gross. What a bunch of
meatwad jerks. I bet they wear too much cologne. Help us preserve our neighborhood and keep its culture
intact. Please keep this kind of development NORTH OF FOURTH! Thank you Kelly Blancas



Avila, Rosema

From: Anguiano, Dora
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 9:50 AM
To: Alfonso Hernandez; Brian Roark; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC;

Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Jack, Jeff - BC; Lazarus, Howard; Nortey, James - BC; Nuria
Zaragoza; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Richard Hatfield; Roark, Brian - BC; Shieh, James - BC;
Stephen Oliver; Stevens, Jean - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC

Cc: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: FW: Opposed to East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number
SPC-2014-03873)

From: Kristen Hotopp [mailto:kristen.hotopp@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, May 16, 2015 10:49 PM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Cc: kristen.hotopp@gmail.com

Subject: Opposed to East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873)

This message is from Kristen Hotopp. [ hristen.hotopp@gmail.com ]

Dear Ms. Anguiano: 1 live roughly 3.5 blocks away from the proposed hotel development project, and have
invested many years in the neighborhood. I urge you to vote against this hotel, restaurant, and bar; a
development of this size and scope is not a good fit for this particular site. The site is too small to allow for such
a large and complex commercial structure, the continual operations for will surround both a church and a
childcare center-and sit adjacent to single family resident homes. The area is not zoned for this project, and said
zoning is intentionally designed to protect the surrounding neighborhood residents from development projects
such as this. Moreover, Cesar Chavez is an already congested two lane street, particularly at the Waller and
Cesar Chavez intersection. A hotel/restaurant/bar development of this size could paralyze traffic patterns in the
surrounding and adjacent areas. The hotel/restaurant does not offer adequate parking for 60+bedroom guests
and an 80 seat restaurant, and I do not want my neighborhood polluted by hotel/restaurant patrons circling
nearby residential blocks looking for (free) parking. There are children at the childcare center. There are
children en route to Sanchez Elementary School right around the corner. The Terrazas Family Library is on the
next block over. I have a small child, so this is personal for me too in that context. While it's true that many
guests and patrons will arrive in taxis, etc. there are also hotel employees, restaurant employees, food and linen
delivery/pickup, and plenty of other hotel/restaurant/bar-generated traffic to make up for it. The two parking
spaces for cab drop of in front of the building are again inadequate for the number of patrons and guests that
visit, even if by cab. Hotel/restaurant/bar patrons who arrive in taxis, etc. will still back up traffic during peak
traffic hours when traffic at this intersection is already at a standstill. We simply cannot absorb any more
backups on this simple two-lane road that is a thoroughfare west for many, heavily traveled by city buses, and
provides a direct line from the airport. This development proposal is highly incompatible with the SFR zoned
neighborhood that would be undoubtedly greatly affected were you to approve this project. While I support
development on Cesar Chavez, I'd like to see business that are a better fit for the neighborhood in that they will
serve neighborhood residents. The primary purpose of the hotel/restaurant/bar is to serve a tourist and high-
clientele population. This is not the type of business that will serve neighborhood residents. The developer's
insistence of bulldozing over the overwhelming opposition of neighborhood residents to push this development
down our throats is arrogance at its height. How can this possibly be compatible or become part of the
neighborhood fabric? It feels almost an affront to the very neighborhood itself. There are those who seek to turn
East Cesar Chavez into an entertainment district and destination akin to Rainey Street, South Congress, or East
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6th, and who are naturally in support of such a monstrosity. But I, for one, believe we already have plenty of
bars and trendy hot spots that many ECC residents can't afford to patronize. We need more coffee shops,
restaurants for working and middle income people, family-friendly businesses that ECC families can patronize.
A bank branch in the community, even. A development of this size and scope would prove extremely disruptive
and so unaccessible to the surrounding community that it does not make sense to place it at the proposed
location. It does not reflect the community character, and it is incompatible with SFR zoned properties so close,
as well as the church and the child care center. Residents in the immediate area who would be most affected are
unanimously in opposition- I spent almost two weeks polling neighborhood residents about this project, and
95% of them are against it. This is not the kind of business that was envisioned by community leaders when
they drafted ECC's master community plan. Please stand in solidarity with ECC neighborhood residents and
OPPOSE THIS PROJECT. It would be irresponsible and negligent to vote in favor of this development in light
of all of the attenuating problems and the undue hardship it would place on the surrounding community. Please
keep this kind of development NORTH OF FOURTH and out of the ECC neighborhood! Sincerely, Kristen

Hotopp 1213 Garden St. Austin, TX 78702



Avila, Rosema

From: Tina Pumilia with Hindsite 20/20 <TinaPumilia@hindsiteaustin.com>

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 3:48 PM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Cc: Janine Bergin; alberto martinez; Pamela Colloff; almalyra@yahoo.com; Edie Cassell; Andy
Brown; Gwen O'Barr; Sara Pedrosa

Subject: Include in FORMAL PACKET please - Homeowners within 500" of East Side Hotel Bar
Restaurant Cafe - opposed # SPC-2014-0387C.

Attachments: Hotel Proposal 1207 E Ceasar Chavez Street.docx

Dear Rosemary Avila,

I am taking this opportunity to provide you with residents of the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood opinion about
the Proposed East Side Hotel Bar Restaurant Café.

Please be advised the methods we as a neighborhood have to communicate our concerns can be limited by aging
residents and lack of technology, therefore I also am providing you with the information that 2 of my immediate
neighbors have no access to email to give the notice that they too, are opposed to this Proposed Hotel Bar
Restaurant Café project and I have a signed document, from each of them to that effect that will be
included in our Packet provided to you within the allotted time.

Therefore, let the record show three homeowners within the 500’ area (5 if you count the adults 3 if you count
the address) are opposing this Proposed East Side Hotel Bar Restaurant Café project.

Tina Pumilia
84 Navasota Street
Austin Texas 78702

John Lucio
89 Navasota Street
Austin Texas 78702

Robert Natal
86 Navasota Street
Austin Texas 78702

I have attended ECC meetings and other community meetings with regard to this project since I learned of it in
October of 2014. I and 100+ of my neighbors signed in to discuss this project at El Buen Pastor to hear the
developers tell us of their ideas. At that meeting only 2 attendees spoke in favor of the Proposed Hotel Bar
Restaurant Café project — no one with the ECC team that helped present that information session can seem to
find the sign in sheet — and that same ECC team then held an unpublished (with the proper and previously
always used protocols) meeting to vote on this issue in December of 2014 when the ECC team is usually
suspended through the holidays.

This break of protocol and support of a development the neighborhood was against from the get go, has been
very distressful for the neighbors who felt betrayed by due process and the freedom to be informed about ECC
activities and votes that affected them directly. When my neighbors call my District 3 rep to discuss it, they are
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told that my District 3 Rep Pio Rentario is against the project but can’t stop it (he can vote to opbose)— and that
the ECC team voted in support of the variances, implying broader support. We are writing to inform our City
Council that we are opposed, and always have been and that the letter of support they are holding is not
representative of a fairly drawn vote from a fairly represented population of the neighborhood immediately
impacted by the Proposed East Side Hotel Bar Restaurant Café. C

We feel thwarted in our attempts to get the information we have gathered to the City in a comprehensive
fashion as each office or officer we have conversed with gives us a new directive on how to make our
information ‘formal and included in the packet’ presented to the City Council.

I have written a number of letters and appeals, and will not spend the time to create yet another protest — I
understand the project site plan has been newly updated, so although some of the concerns listed in the attached
letter are less pertinent with the new plan — the bigger points are the same, the sentiments are the same,
opposed.

Our objections to the East Side Hotel Bar Restaurant Cafe are including but not limited to, these basic tenants:
The zoning does not permit this use, we believe the scale of this project is inappropriate at this location.

The project in no way shape or form adheres to the neighborhood plan and it’s goals of preserving the
cultural heritage, bringing in new homeowners, preserving potentially historic homes, neighborhood
integrity, or bringing in jobs that will benefit the immediate community. None of the promises and ideas
the developers or the erroneously provided support letter from the ECC team offer any ENFORCEABLE
action to address these concerns.

The project impacts a corridor that was designated a neighborhood corridor and not high density like E
4th, E 5th or E 6th.

The project does not provide any essential services to the immediate neighbors to validate its conditional
use, if we (within 500°) are the most impacted why are our voices less loud then the deep pocketed
developers?

We are all volunteering our time and resources to inform the Council of our distress and opinion and do
not have the same funds available to lobby and impact your decisions in the same fashion as the
developers. As in any developing city, residents occupy land that is at some point a real commodity and
we are asking for your continued support in upholding your initial decision (1999) to protect

this neighborhood with its current zoning.

A non-disclosed agenda at this time for the Willow Street lots is unacceptable, we share a great fear of
what is to come and a whole new round of disclosure and discovery. If by some cruel twist of fate the
Council is inclined to grant the variance we will continue to appeal in opposition. However, these Willow
Street lots are designated Single Family Residences and should never be allowed to be booked through
any business or hotel desk. There can be no access to the East Side Hotel Bar Restaurant Cafe from these
lots — by not creating enforceable usury/dramatic/traumatic guidelines on the developer that contain
clearly outlined penalties with regard to development to these lots would be short sighted and again,
totally against zoning — they cannot be given any opportunity in the future to use them for any
hotel/restaurant entertainment business associated with the hotel. No events, no special permits, nothing.
These sorts of oversight are what our neighborhood has to continue to be vigilant about and we shouldn’t
have this responsibility, we are a small neighborhood with residents that wish only for this Council to
uphold its own zoning regulations. We learned this the hard way with Cenote when the City Council
neglected to include the conditions the ECC team regulated with the Cenote Café in order to grant its
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letter of support. Most every entrepreneur is opportunistic, and the neighborhood now has a business
model in place that is not what they agreed to, as it was not included in it’s entirety.

Supposing any group of residents or volunteer neighborhood committees is as attentive and diligent as a group
of well paid lobbyists is an unfortunate state of our current development climate, and we are doing our best to
remain informed and relevant in these forums.

I trust this transmission will be included in the formal packet as intended, please do not hesitate to ask any
questions or direct our opposition into the proper arena for consideration. We want to be heard as

a neighborhood, and not treated as a commodity.

Thank you for your time. \

Tina Pumilia
84 Navasota Street ATX 78702

Ot



Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this conditional use site, ['ve spenta
lot of time putting this together and it's not perfect, but it sure does give you some
idea of why [, and many of my neighbors think this particular project, in this
particular location, is a terrible idea.

First off, [ think the proposal of a hotel at 1207 E Ceasar Chavez Street should be
extended beyond the usual 500 feet for comments on the effect on the
neighborhood. The impact will be felt all the way down to Holly Street and certainly
beyond the 500 ft range to the east and west. In my opinion, to not notify other local
residents of this potential, conditional use site plan at 1207 East Cesar Chavez Street
seems unfair, at best. Many of them are long time residents - many are living on lots
that are, on average, smaller than most in the city - many without a driveway. The
proposed hotel will be larger than any structure East of 35 at this time - taller, more
modern, full of shiny glass and creating tons of pedestrian and car traffic.

Let me begin by pointing out the discrepancies between the neighborhood plan
goals in the May 13, 1999 documents of the local area plan and the proposed hotel.
This is what the goals are, and below | added my comments.

1. Provide zoning for a mix of business and residential land uses in
commercial areas.B2. Ensure that new structures, renovations and
businesses are compatible with the neighborhood.

3. Create and preserve physical features and activities to reinforce our
neighborhoods cultural true identity and history.

4. Improve vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian traffic safety on neighborhood
streets.

5. Make better use of fourth - fifth street rail corridor.

6. Improve and promote mass transit service in the neighborhood.

7. Establish a housing education out reach program to preserve and
rehabilitate existing housing.

8. Preserve and increase the number of homeowners in the neighborhood.
9. Preserve and enhance neighborhood trees, green spaces, trails, or ends
it, existing parks and recreational facilities.

10. Reduce trash in our neighborhood

11. Educate neighbors about environmental issues.

12. Attract or develop businesses that serve essential neighborhood
needs.

13. Reduce crime, arson and violence in our neighborhood by increasing
programs.

14. Coordinate and promote health and human service programs in the
neighborhood.

15. Provide quality, equitable attainable educational opportunities for
youth and adults in the neighborhood

16. Provide opportunities for cultural arts, recreation and leisure



activities. (,

That was the community plan outlined, once the city decided to change the
residential street of Cesar Chavez to commercial. Austin is a growing city. [ am very
aware as a 10 year local resident just how much it has grown along the E Cesar
Chavez corridor. Each of the concerns that | will voice as comments below are the
items | am most concerned about. As the hotel’s request is conditional and 1., above;
suggests a mix of business and residential - in this commercial area that abuts a
residential street with no alley to separate it from the residents, [ feel it is an
infringement of that number one goal. In fact, this particular property is poorly
suited to the requested development mostly for this reason. [ will not forget to
mention the unfortunate precedence it sets, by having the commercial business
venture own two residential homes on Willow - and the due diligence that will have
be maintained by neighbors to verify that the use of those homes is PURELY
residential at all times, as well as the gardens (they said they plan to raze each of the
homes not facing Willow), what if the hotel started using the garden for occasional
events, weddings and such - the truth is they could attempt to enlarge the grounds
of the hotel in the rear, it all depends, doesn't it, on who gets the final say?

The other large concern I hold is all focused on THE CAR - the congestion, traffic,
ingress, egress it will create and lack of parking is why this ‘too large structure for
the neighborhood’ will create, not only massive delays during construction, but
during its functioning hours. The plan we were invited to informally view included
one two-lane ramp for an insufficient number of parking spaces to be accessed. The
developers admitted the normal ratio of parking to rooms was lowered based on the
fact that they were winning credits on other design features. This is no place to
cheat on parking - a hotel AND a restaurant? Nowhere is there a place for a truck to
park - a hotel and restaurant have a tremendous amount of deliveries - basic food
supplies, specialty deliveries, daily linens - the list goes on and on - IF the 3 spaces
the architects rendering left at the curb to facilitate check in (for the car driving
hotel guests) are not to be blocked by trucks, where do the trucks park during
deliveries? Do they put on their flashers and block one of the two lanes on Cesar
Chavez two and half blocks from I35 ? Do they pull into the garage drive and try and
reverse out back onto Cesar Chavez after completing their load in/out? Congestion,
traffic, pedestrian safety and parking are already of a concern to most of the
residents here so close to the construction sites going on across the highway. All the
workers for these skyscrapers and hotels are already parking along our residential
streets. They do not, as these, and other developers have suggested, use mass transit
to get to work. We do not have mass transit and the hours our systems do run are
not congruent with the working hours of construction workers and hotel and
restaurant staff. The city does not seem to concern itself with the impact of having
so many tradesmen in the area — when you add the existing coffee shops and offices
that already have more workers than parking spaces, and then add in the patrons, it
really creates anxiety for those residents that do not have driveways - and for those
residents that DO have a drive? Often they’re blocked, even though well marked and



they have the cars towed. C\ /% \

1 will now counter point by point on the neighborhood plan goals and how this
project falls way short of that kind of cohesion and goes beyond in its
incompatibility with this ‘too close to i35 locale.’ There are a number of other sites
currently on the market in East Austin very close to 135 (Leals Tire Shop for one}
that will not create the kind of congestion and danger a building of this scale
presents.

1. The current zoning does not allow for a Hotel, it is conditional - if the city
chooses to ignore the voices of the occupants and residents of its boundaries, so be
it, but the neighborhood should have the respect of the city to approve this project
or not, and not be voted over by the city. We live on these streets - we are not
making decisions in a room with numbers and appeals only in the documents before
us. We are residents, we are here everyday, through every festival, through every
event, through all the construction. Our lifestyle will surely be affected by a growing
city, in the best of ways, but to have all the burdens of the worst of it, so a group of
entrepreneurs makes money seems beyond what should be our concerns for our
conditional approval. Is a local restaurant a great idea? Sure, but Buffalina and
Cenote have already created a tremendous strain on all the streets around, as they
do not have sufficient parking for their patron load. It seems most people drive, not
walk, as the overflow of cars on the surrounding streets show.

2. Compatibility: no where in the structure did 1 see anything compatible with the
buildings that fall to the east and west of it. It towers over them - it is glass and
steel, dark and built to the very curb of the sidewalk, no setback at all. If we are to
‘ensure that new structures, renovations and businesses are compatible with the
neighborhood’ - a hotel would be along the scale of the existing Heywood Hotel,
which blends in completely with it'’s neighbors on Cesar Chavez and has not, in any
way I've heard, affected residents over parking at all like the current restaurants,

3. If the goal of the developers is to truly ‘create and preserve physical features and
activities to reinforce our neighborhoods cultural true identity and history’ in our
neighborhood, I just don't see it in the drawings. The developers claimed they would
buy local furniture (that’s a one time purchase by the way) and yet, I've heard from
local furniture designers that the actual furniture being considered will be designed
and fabricated by a former Austinite who now lives in a southern state...not very
local, in my estimation.

4. If the goal then and now is to ‘improve vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian traffic
safety on neighborhood streets’ - | see no way how this project provides for this. As
[ stated earlier, [ hear they are planning on fewer parking spaces than usually
required, [ don't see a bike rack anywhere in the renderings and there are woefully



C\

small sidewalks (if they exist at all) around the already heavy foot traffic of people
walking from their parking spaces to the business they're frequenting IN THE 6

STREET. As well, many pedestrians are crossing Cesar Chavez as jay walkers and
the non yielding Texas drivers, if the pedestrian is crossing at a curb, in no way
creates safety. | myself many times find | have to run or fear being run over when
trying to cross Cesar Chavez at a curb where ! should have the right of way.

5. The City has owned and has known always that at some point the corridor at

4 /5% streets would be developed. A project of this proposed scope and size is much
better suited in that area - the infrastructure will be there to accommodate the car
and foot traffic that will be generated.

6. As the goal for this point has been voted down (mostly by the non-voting
population of Austin) yet again, the idea that this development could ‘improve and
promote mass transit service in the neighborhood’ is laughable. At least in the 4/5th
street corridor, one could have access to the Saltillo Street station and the bus lines.

7. 1see no way at all the proposed development helps to ‘establish a housing
education out reach program to preserve and rehabilitate existing housing'. | know
the homes currently located there are slated to be moved, and what is proposed in
no way looks like what is to be razed or moved.

8. There are many ways the city is trying to ‘preserve and increase the number of
homeowners in the neighborhood’ the granny flats and rear residential second units
that are being built on large enough residential lots, are creating the kind of urban
density Austin is headed for. A hotel in no way addresses this goal.

9. The developers have suggested they are working around a large tree on the lot in
their design, possibly in an attempt to ‘preserve and enhance neighborhood trees,
green spaces, trails, existing parks and recreational facilities.’ [ find this to be a
stretch given 1 don’t know how much stress an old tree can stand if a parking lot is
being excavated under and around it.

10. Here again, [ don’t know how the hotel or restaurant help ‘reduce trash in our
neighborhood’ One of the grave concerns with there being no alley access is trash
storage and removal. Where, for this scale of project, do the dumpsters live? With
no alley access, doesn’t that mean close to Cesar Chavez, or how else do they get
emptied? A hotel and restaurant create tremendous waste, much of it food waste -
our current trash pickup is once a week in this area, as it is over all of Austin, that's a
long time to have it in a parking garage with limited access and vermin likely.

11. Ifthe goal is to ‘educate neighbors about environmental issues’ I'd like to open
up the discussion to the exhaust from that underground parking garage. The rear of
the proposed development is the school yard of El Buen Pastor - is it exhaust the
residents would like their kids to inhale, or even themselves? Just how does this
exhaust leave the neighborhood, and what about the grease trap clean outs, and



hoods for the stoves and ranges in both the hotel kitchen and restaurant? C\ /@

12. How many restaurants and coffee shops is too many? For what population, and
as ['ve stated, is it the local residents or people driving over, using the local coffee
shops and food trailers? IF the goal is to ‘attract or develop businesses that serve
essential neighborhood needs’ is a hotel and restaurant now to be considered
essential? With an enormous hotel being built 2 blocks away and the more intimate
Heywood already here, is a 65 room boutique hotel essential for the residents to
embrace?

13. With more people and cars on the street, it's unlikely to ‘reduce crime, arson
and violence in our neighborhood’ - the call out in the neighborhood plan was by
increasing programs, | don't see or feel this as a resident, although some stuff does
happen at the library, and I'm pretty sure the developers are not very interested in
donating space to community meetings to this end. [t's impossible to enforce even if
they said they would or could.

14. Coordinate and promote health and human service programs in the
neighborhood. Again, not within the realm of this project.

15. Ifthe goal is to have businesses ‘provide quality, equitable attainable
educational opportunities for youth and adults in the neighborhood’ other than the
possible furniture making, I've not heard, and again, could not enforce any promises
along these lines the developers might make.

16. I do believe the plaza area they are proposing might ‘provide opportunities for
cultural arts, recreation and leisure activities' and yet the question remains, is that
the local residents enjoying that? A hotel is by nature an ‘out of town’ type of
clientele, so spending time and money on local crafts is a lofty goal that is, yet again,
something one can talk about during planning stages, and ultimately, not provide.

All of these points are some of my concerns. Many of my neighbors speak Spanish
and never is enough done locally and bilingually to ensure the entire neighborhood
is notified of big projects. I noticed, during the Festival Beach/Fiesta Garden
meetings about planning its future, a banner hanging over the entire width of
Riverside Drive, that's south of the river by the way. Now, if that banner had been
hung, across the river, on the busy main thoroughfare - Cesar Chavez - it may have
made some sense - as, this is the adjoining neighborhood and this is the
neighborhood most affected by what happens when the Holly street power plant
adoption is brought to fruition. As it was, during those meetings the residents
repeatedly asked for basic considerations on the improvements in the park and
were met with much resistance from the planners. | fear we face the same hurdles
here. Big growth is big business - we are downtown and change will happen, but
how we allow it to change the fabric of our streets is another story. | implore you to
read carefully all that I have put here and add these additional points completely as



additional reasons why the scope of this project is inappropriate for the site chosen.

Even with the parking being negotiated to fewer than normal requirements, one
could get maybe 25 cars per level, so you are going 3 levels sub terrain. That is
approximately what 25' give or take.... So if you are needing to excavate, then you
will need a crane, a crane will then need clearance rights to go over how many
residential units? What kind of riders will need to exist on insurance, for cranes over
homes and schools and public roads, is the public aware of this coverage? How well
is the public protected during this possible build out? An engineer has asked me,
what type of parking garage is going to be? If it is going to be a poured in place
concrete garage, is it possible the developers will need to get licensing agreements
with the adjoining residential units or school, because of the tie back systems? How
does notification for these things work?

How will the construction timeline clash with the timeline of the Fairmont Hotel and
the trafficit’s already creating, and why even build a hotel so close to such a large
hotel? Again - this doesn’t make it seem essential at all when The Fairmont is
located at Cesar Chavez and Red River all the way to i35, a full city + block, and the
37-story Fairmont Austin will have more than 1,060 rooms, and a four-level
underground parking garage. The development will total roughly 1.4 million square
feet, and - at 595 feet tall - will be the second-tallest building in Austin’s skyline
after the 680-foot Austonian residential tower. I'm a resident and try and stay up on
development but isn't there another Hotel down the street from this project on
Rainey street too?

How long is construction going to take on the project? 2 years? 1 year? As the
impact will be felt in the entire neighborhood due to the location on our busiest
street, this is a huge question lingering for us all.

What height is the overall building going to be? On the site plan | viewed it looked to
be three stories, 3 very tall stories - and the only thing as big nearby is a Victorian
house, so how is it going to look? | would suggest it would look as out of place as
some of the newer condos on East 6% street that are built next to residential owners
that have not yet sold out either, out of place, non conforming. Ilike modern
buildings, I'm not opposed te modern, I'm opposed to the idea that it sits in the
middle of a very old neighborhood that doesn’t look anything like that and that has a
conditional use zoning and neighborhood plan that should help protect and
preserve the local feel and look, as that is its stated goal.

I hope my points have been well made. As you can hear, as in the neighborhood
plan, my general goal is to support and implement the actions of these strong
neighborhood objectives and help provide a variety of housing and employment
opportunities. As it stands with the proposal | heard and saw, our local families are
to be encouraged to grow and prosper, in a place where it's rich culture and history
can be celebrated - [ do not feel this particular project in this location is in any way a
good marriage of those values and ideals for our residents.



Avila, Rosema

From: joann estrada <joann75009@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 12:03 AM

To: Avila, Rosemary; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark,
Brian - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens,
Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC

Subject: Opposition to East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case # SPC-2014-03873)

JoAnn Estrada
1503 Canterbury Street
Austin, TX 78702

joann.estrada@gmail.com

May 17, 2015

Re: Opposition to East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case # SPC-2014-03873)

To The City of Austin Planning Commission:

| am a nine-year resident and homeowner in the East César Chavez (ECC) Neighborhood. My family
has lived in East Austin since the early 1930s.

I am writing to voice my OPPOSITION to the East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (case
number SPC-2014-03873), being proposed for development at 1207 E. César Chavez Street.

The scope and scale of the project, as proposed by Carrico RE LLC, is INCOMPATIBLE with the site
location. This project will be detrimental to the safety and accessibility of the ECC transportation
corridor and will negatively impact the character of the East César Chavez neighborhood.

| urge you to DENY the applicant’s request of a Conditional Use Permit.

i fully support development in our neighborhood that is aligned with the ECC Neighborhood Plan
adopted in 1999 and is compatible with the zoning and character of the neighborhood. The
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proposed East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café at 1207 E. César Chavez St. is not aligned with the ECC
Neighborhood Plan in the following areas:

The site is NOT zoned for a hotel-restaurant-bar-café. The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café
project spans three “Mixed-Use” lots (1207, 1209, 1211 César Chavez St.) and includes two “Single
Family” lots (1210, 1212 Willow St.) with no alley to separate commercial from residential. This
development creates direct access from César Chavez to Willow Street, linking “Mixed-Use” lots to
“Single-Family” lots. This will permit hotel-restaurant-bar-café pedestrian and vehicle traffic and
parking to directly affect a residential street- El Buen Pastor Early Childhood Development Center is
immediately adjacent at 1208 Wiillow St.

THE BALCONIES ARE A BAD IDEA. THE ROOMS OPENING TO THE QUTSIDE IS A BAD IDEA. Voices
carry, especially when from high above. Also hotel guests will be able to look down on residences
and maybe even El Buen Pastor school. If the hotel rooms were only accessible from inside the hotel
and if there were no balconies and if there were only 14 rooms, MAYBE this would be more
acceptable.

The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is INCOMPATIBLE with the scope and character of
the surrounding area. At 40 feet, the development will tower over the commercial building to the
west and the residences to the east. It's design reaches to the very curb of the sidewalk with no
setback. A good example of how a conditional-use permitted hotel can meet the guidelines of the
ECC Neighborhood Plan is the seven-room, craftsman-bungalow facade Heywood Hotel, recently
(2010) constructed at 1609 César Chavez St.

The increased vehicle and pedestrian traffic of a 65-room hotel and 80+ seat

restaurant/bar/café make our neighborhood much less safe, contrary to the neighborhood plan’s
goal to increase traffic safety. Our streets cannot adequately absorb the expected vehicle traffic and
parking required to accommodate hotel guests, restaurant patrons, hotel staff, drop-off and pick-up,
deliveries, and trash collection. This hotelfrestaurant/bar/café will produce a much greater traffic
impact on already-congested César Chavez, Willow, Waller, and Navasota Streets than other
allowable “Multi-Use” uses (apartments, offices, other retail).

¢ E.César Chavez St. is ONLY ONE LANE EACH WAY. There is no middle lane. There are no
parking lanes. This is NOT South Congress, with 4 lanes, a middle {ane and parking on both
sides.

* Thereis already a lot of traffic and shuttles going to and from the airport along E. César
Chavez. The 1,000 room Fairmont Hotel next the Convention Center will increase traffic when
it opens in July 2017.

¢ People will be circling the neighborhood to find free parking in front of residences.

¢ Many homes in the immediate area DO NOT HAVE DRIVEWAYS. These residents, many of
whom are elderly, must park on the street. That will be difficult with the patrons of the East
Side Hotel taking up those spaces that they rely on, at any time, but especially when coming
home from the grocery store, or at night.



+ The drop-offfpick-up area is too close the traffic light at Cesar Chavez and Waller. This wili
cause extreme traffic congestion.

« People exiting the underground parking will NOT be able to turn left onto E. Cesar Chavez. To
go west, they will have to turn right onto E. Cesar Chavez then turn right on Navasota.
Navasota is a very narrow street. Big Red Sun already parks its big white trucks on Navasota, ,
making that turn difficult to navigate. Combine that with people looking for parking to
patron the hotel, or leaving the hotel and trying to make their way back west.

The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project does NOT preserve/increase the number of
homeowners as prescribed by the Neighborhood Plan. The zoned uses for these lots, which permit
construction of condominiums and auxiliary residential units, would be preferable to preserve and
increase the number of homeowners.

The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is NOT the type of business included in the
Neighborhood Plan as an essential neighborhood need.

The developers did NOT incorporate into the design of the site aesthetic elements consistent with
Mexican American culture, including public art, murals, tile work and commitment to hire local
artists and artisans, but added that intent later through negotiation with the ECC Planning Team; this
addendum is unenforceable.

The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project does NOT preserve and enhance neighborhood

trees, but instead will remove all the trees from the property except for the three trees that cannot
legally be removed because of the Heritage Tree Ordinance.

In spite of overwhelming oppaosition voiced by over 100 ECC residents at an information-meeting

held on October 28, 2014, | was dismayed that the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team voted 6-5 at
their December 2014 meeting to support this project, with a list of negotiated conditions that are
unenforceable. Among the 13 current voting members of the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team,
there are g opposed to this project and 4 who support it.

Please contact me with questions regarding my concerns and opposition to the project.

Again, [ urge you to deny this Conditional Use Permit request.

Thank You,

JoAnn Estrada



Avila, Rosema

From: Hawk Thompson <h.d.thompson@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2015 9:10 PM

To: Avila, Rosemnary, Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark,
Brian - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens,
Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC

Subject: Opposition to East Side hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (Case # SPC-2014-03873)

To the City of Austin Planning Commission-

| am a 10-year resident and homeowner in the East César Chavez (ECC) Neighborhood and a former
ECC Neighborhood Planning Team Sector Representative (2011-2013).

I am writing to voice my opposition to the East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project (case
number SPC-2014-03873), being proposed for development at 1207 E. César Chavez Street.

The scope and scale of the project, as proposed by Carrico RE LLC, is incompatible with the site
location. This project will be detrimental to the safety and accessibility of the ECC transportation
corridor and will negatively impact the character of the East César Chavez neighborhood. | urge you
to deny the applicant’s request of a Conditional Use Permit.

| fully support development in our neighborhood that is aligned with the ECC Neighborhood Plan
adopted in 1999 and is compatible with the zoning and character of the neighborhood. The proposed
East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café at 1207 E. César Chavez St. is not aligned with the ECC
Neighborhood Plan in the following areas:

ZONING: The site is NOT zoned for a hotel-restaurant-bar-café. The East Side Hotel-restaurant-
bar-café project spans three "Mixed-Use” lots (1207, 1209, 1211 César Chavez St.) and includes two
“Single-Family” lots (1210, 1212 Willow St.) with no alley to separate commercial from

residential. This development creates direct access from César Chavez to Willow Street, linking
“Mixed-Use” lots to “Single-Family” lots. This will permit hotel-restaurant-bar-café pedestrian and
vehicle traffic and parking to directly affect a residential street- El Buen Pastor Early Childhood
Development Center is immediately adjacent at 1208 Willow St.

COMPATABILITY: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café project is NOT compatible with the
scope and character of the surrounding area. At 40 feet, the development will tower over the
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commercial building to the west and the residences to the east. It's design reaches to the very curb of
the sidewalk with no setback. A good example of how a conditional-use permitted hotel can meet the.
guidelines of the ECC Neighborhood Plan is the seven-room, craftsman-bungalow facade Heywood
Hotel, recently (2010) constructed at 1609 César Chavez St.

NEIGHBORHOOD CULTURAL IDENTITY: The developers did NOT incorporate into the desé@
of the site aesthetic elements consistent with Mexican American culture, including public art,
murals, tile work and commitment to hire local artists and artisans, but added that intent later through
negotiation with the ECC Planning Team; this addendum is unenforceable.

TRAFFIC SAFETY: The increased vehicle and pedestrian traffic of a 65-room hotel and 80+
seat restaurant/bar/café make our neighborhood much less safe, contrary to the neighborhood
plan’s goal to increase traffic safety. Our streets cannot adequately absorb the expected vehicle
traffic and parking required to accommodate hotel guests, restaurant patrons, hotel staff, drop-off and
pick-up, deliveries, and trash collection. This hotel/restaurant/bar/café will produce a much greater
traffic impact on already-congested César Chavez, Willow, Waller, and Navasota Streets than other
allowable “Multi-Use” uses (apartments, offices, other retail).

MAKE USE OF 4'"/5" STREET AREA: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café site is NOT
located inthe 4™ and 5™ Street corridor. The developers have indicated that they prefer the
neighborhood setting at César Chavez/Willow Streets to the area indicated by the ECC Neighborhood
Plan as having the infrastructure to accommodate this type of development. | would not oppose this
development if it were to be relocated to that area.

PRESERVE/INCREASE NUMBER OF HOMEOWNERS: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café
projectdoes NOT preserve/increase the number of homeowners as prescribed by the
Neighborhood Plan. The zoned uses for these lots, which permit construction of condominiums and
auxiliary residential units, would be preferable to preserve and increase the number of homeowners.

SERVE ESSENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD NEEDS: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café
project is NOT the type of business included in the Neighborhood Plan as an essential
neighborhood need.

PRESERVE/ENHANCE NEIGHBORHOOD TREES: The East Side Hotel-restaurant-bar-café
project does NOT preserve and enhance neighborhood trees, but instead will remove all the
trees from the property except for the three trees that cannot legally be removed because of the
Heritage Tree Ordinance.




In spite of overwhelming opposition voiced by over 100 ECC residents at an information-meeting held
on October 28, 2014, | was dismayed that the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team voted 6-5 at their
December 2014 meeting to support this project, with a list of negotiated conditions that are
unenforceable. Among the 13 current voting members of the ECC Neighborhood Pianning Team,

there are 9 opposed to this project and 4 who support it.

Please contact me with questions regarding my concerns and opposition to the project. C\
Again, | urge you to deny this Conditional Use Permit request.

Thank you,

hawk thompson | interactive content strategy + direction
@hawkt | http://hawki.com/ | hitp:/hawkthompson.com/




Avila, Rosema

From: Janine Bergin <janbergintx@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 3:45 PM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Cc: Chimenti, Danette - BC, Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Stevens, Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC; Nortey,
James - BC; Roark, Brian - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC

Subject: Opposed to Hotel Case Number SPC-2014-0387C

We have lived in this neighborhood for over 30 years and participated in the writing of the adopted ECCNP .

Many changes have happened in the neighborhood in the last 10 years and most of them have been good.Businesses
have taken old,existing buildings and rehabbed them into restaurants,Art Spaces,coffee shops,garden shops,boutique
hotels and hair salons.These businesses provide services whilst preserving historic structures.

The proposed hotel does none of this.You cannot preserve history by removing it.

We who live close to Cesar Chavez are dreading the impact on traffic that the new 1,000 room Fairmont hotel on Cesar
Chavez will have on our neighborhood and | don't believe we can lock at the current traffic situation on Cesar Chavez
and not take that impact into account.

That anyone could put the children of a daycare center,El Buen Pastor,through roughly 2 years of construction noise and
the stress associated with that,is quite incomprehensible.

While | am aware of the vote taken in December by the ECCNPT in which 6 team members voted in support of the hotel
development ,in talking with my neighbors there is almost no support for the hotel and so | am wondering who those
votes are supposed to represent?

Please do not vote for this project.lt is not at all what we had in mind when we wrote our neighborhood plan.

Thank you

Janine Bergin and Bill Breaux
1405 Willow Street

Austin Texas 78702

Sent from my iPad,



Avila, Rosema

From: Pamela Colioff <pcolloff@texasmonthly.com> b

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 6:00 PM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Cc: Anguiano, Dora; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark,

Brian - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens,
Jean - BC; Hatfield, Richard - BC; Renteria, Sabino; Zimmerman, Don; Pool, Leslie;
Troxclair, Ellen; Tovo, Kathie; Gallo, Sheri; Adler, Steve; Houston, Ora; Garza, Delia; Casar,
Gregorio; Kitchen, Ann

Subject: opposition to East Side Hotel

To The City of Austin Planning Commission:

I'm emailing you to express my strong opposition to the East Side Hotel, a project that is proposed for 1207 E. Cesar
Chavez. My husband, two children, and | live around the corner at 1305 E. 2nd Street, where we have lived and owned a
home for 11 years.

Many of my neighbors and | believe that the scope and scale of this project is incompatible with the selected building
site. As it is currently designed, | believe the hotel will be detrimental to the safety, accessibility, character, and quality
of life in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood. For the reascns | have enumerated below, | urge vou to deny the

applicant’s request of a Conditional Use Permit.

! have heard multiple presentations by the hotel’s developer, studied the site plan, and attended a standing-room-only
neighborhood meeting that nearly 100 of my neighbors attended because of their concerns over this project. Many of us
are prepared to protest this project in person, on social media, and before the court of public opinion in Austin. Given
the recent media attention to the pifiata shop demolition just down the street, and to the increasing gentrification and
income inequality in East Austin, | expect that this project could garner some substantial media coverage as well. | hope
that the city will be on what we believe is the right side of this debate.

I do not oppose growth or increased density in our neighborhood, and would likely support this hotel were it to be built
on a high-density corridor such as East 5th-East 7th. However, the developer has stated that he does not want to build
the hotel in a more commercial area because his future hotel guests want the “neighborhood feel” of the current site. |
love our area’s “neighborhood feel” too, which is precisely why | think a 65-room hotel with an 80-seat restaurant and
inadequate parking is incompatible with gur neighborhood.

As currently designed, the back of the hotel would face a quiet, residential street (Willow Street), and would be located
steps away from El Buen Pastor Early Childhood Development Center {1208 Willow). At forty feet, it will soar high above
the commercial building to its west and the residences to its east. Facing Cesar Chavez, its design will extend up to the
very farthest edge of the sidewalk with no setback.

If one factors in hotel guests, restaurant and bar guests, visitors, hotel staff, restaurant and bar staff, daily deliveries, and
so forth, there will be hundreds of people entering and exiting this space every day. This hotel does not sit on a corner
lot, and the design does not allow for alley access, so ALL traffic would come in and out of the hotel via a one-way
driveway that would lead to an underground parking lot with just 40 spaces. Worse, this one-way driveway would spill
out onto Cesar Chavez street—a two-lane road that is already straining to handle the tremendous amount of traffic that
is generated by people heading east toward downtown or west toward the airport.

With the 1,060-room Fairmont Hotel being built just a few blocks west on the other side of |-35, why is the East Side
Hotel necessary? In what way does this hotel preserve or increase the number of homeowners in our neighborhood, as
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is prescribed by our neighborhood plan? And perhaps most troubling to contemplate, what sort of precedent would this
set for Cesar Chavez Street as a whole? Many of us feel that this site would be better served by a condo, which would
bring more stability and permanency to the area, and would be a more appropriate neighbor to El Buen Pastor’s day
care center and nearby Sanchez Eiementary School. C

Despite the overwhelming opposition that has been voiced throughout the neighborhood, the East Cesar Chavez
Neighborhood Planning Team voted 6-5 at its December 2014 meeting to support this project, with a list of negotiated
conditions that are unenforceable. Among the 13 current voting members of the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team

there are 9 opposed to this project and 4 who support it.

My neighbors and | do not have the deep pockets that the investors behind this hotel do. But we are organized, vocal,
and determined. We hope you will listen to our voices and take our deeply-felt convictions into consideration by denying
the applicant’s request.

Sincerely,
Pamela Colloff

1305 E. 2nd Street

PAMELA COLLOFF | EXECUTIVE EDITOR | TEXAS MONTHLY 816 Congress | Suite 1700 | Austin, TX 78701 | Direct:
512.320.6983 | Main: 512.320.6900 | Twitter: @pamelacolloff| Bio:_hittp://vww.texasmonthly com/contributor/pamela-colloff




Avila, Rosema

From: Pamela Colloff <pcolloff@texasmonthly.com>

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 6:00 PM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Cc: Anguiano, Dora; Chimenti, Danette - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Shieh, James - BC; Roark, Brian - BC;

Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Oliver, Stephen - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Stevens, Jean - BC; Hatfield,
Richard - BC; Renteria, Sabino; Zimmerman, Don; Pool, Leslie; Troxclair, Ellen; Tovo, Kathie; Gallo,
Sheri; Adler, Steve; Houston, Ora; Garza, Delia; Casar, Gregorig; Kitchen, Ann

Subject; opposition to East Side Hotel

To The City of Austin Planning Commission;

I'm emailing you to express my strong opposition to the East Side Hotel, a project that is proposed for 1207 E. Cesar
Chavez. My husband, two children, and | live around the corner at 1305 E. 2nd Street, where we have lived and owned a
home for 11 years.

Many of my neighbors and | believe that the scope and scale of this project is incompatible with the selected building
site. As it is currently designed, | believe the hotel will be detrimental to the safety, accessibility, character, and quality
of life in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood. For the reasons | have enumerated below, | urge you to deny the

applicant’s request of a Conditional Use Permit.

I have heard multiple presentations by the hotel’s developer, studied the site plan, and attended a standing-room-only
neighborhood meeting that nearly 100 of my neighbors attended because of their concerns over this project. Many of us
are prepared to protest this project in person, on social media, and before the court of public opinion in Austin. Given
the recent media attention to the pifiata shop demolition just down the street, and to the increasing gentrification and
income inequality in East Austin, | expect that this project coulfd garner some substantial media coverage as well. | hope
that the city will be on what we believe is the right side of this dehate.

| do not oppose growth or increased density in our neighborhood, and would likely support this hotel were it to be built
on a high-density corridor such as East 5th-East 7th. However, the developer has stated that he does not want to build
the hotel in a more commercial area because his future hotel guests want the “neighborhood feel” of the current site. |
love our area’s “neighborhood feel” too, which is precisely why | think a 65-room hotel with an 80-seat restaurant and
inadequate parking is incompatible with our neighborhood.

As currently designed, the back of the hotel would face a quiet, residential street (Willow Street), and would be located
steps away from El Buen Pastor Early Childhood Development Center (1208 Willow). At forty feet, it will soar high above
the commercial building to its west and the residences to its east. Facing Cesar Chaveg, its design will extend up to the
very farthest edge of the sidewalk with no setback.

If one factors in hotel guests, restaurant and bar guests, visitors, hotel staff, restaurant and bar staff, daily deliveries, and
so forth, there will be hundreds of people entering and exiting this space every day. This hotel does not sit on a corner
lot, and the design does not allow for alley access, so ALL traffic would come in and out of the hotel via a one-way
driveway that would lead to an underground parking lot with just 40 spaces. Worse, this one-way driveway would spill
out onto Cesar Chavez street—a two-lane road that is already straining to handle the tremendous amount of traffic that
is generated by people heading east toward downtown or west toward the airport.

With the 1,060-room Fairmont Hotel being built just a few blocks west on the other side of I-35, why is the East Side
Hotel necessary? In what way does this hotel preserve or increase the number of homeowners in our neighborhood, as
is prescribed by our neighborhood plan? And perhaps most troubling to contemplate, what sort of precedent would this
set for Cesar Chavez Street as a whole? Many of us feel that this site would be better served by a condo, which would

1



bring more stability and permanency to the area, and would be a more appropriate neighbor to El Buen Pastor’s day
care center and nearby Sanchez Elementary School.

Despite the overwhelming opposition that has been voiced throughout the neighborhood, the East Cesar Chavez
Neighborhood Planning Team voted 6-5 at its December 2014 meeting to support this project, with a list of negotiated
conditions that are unenforceable. Among the 13 current voting members of the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team,

there are 9 opposed to this project and 4 who support it.

My neighbors and | do not have the deep pockets that the investors behind this hote! do. But we are organized, vocal,
and determined. We hope you will listen to our voices and take our deeply-felt convictions into consideration by denying
the applicant’s request.

Sincerely, Q\
Pamela Colloff

1305 £. 2nd Street

PAMELA COLLOFF | EXECUTIVE EDITOR | TEXAS MONTHLY 816 Congrass | Suite 1700 | Austin, TX 78701 | Direct:
512.320.6983 | Main: 512.320.6900 | Twitter: @pamelacolloff| Bio:_http://www.texasmanthly.com/contributor/pamela-colloff



Avila, Rosema

From: Richard Roberts <letstrythis@gmail.com=>

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 3:09 PM

To: Chimenti, Danette - BC; Hernandez, Alfonso - BC; Stevens, Jean - BC; Nortey, James - BC; Roark, Brian
- BC; Shieh, James - BC; Zaragoza, Nuria - BC; Avila, Rosemary

Cc Renteria, Sabino; Zimmerman, Don; Pool, Leslie; Troxclair, Ellen; Tovo, Kathie; Gallo, Sheri; Adler, Steve;

Houston, Ora; Garza, Delia; Casar, Gregorio; Kitchen, Ann; Simmons-Smith, Michael; Garza, Elsa;
Guernsey, Greg

Subject: Regards City Case Number: SPC-20140387C

Attachments: HotelPetitions.pdf

This hotel project is such a street game changer it is not a 'not in my backyard’ sentiment [such as Scoot Inn
parking] - it is about keeping all of E. Chavez from I-35 to Pleasant Valley from becoming another SoCo
district and not just about how the adjacent blocks to hotel will be affected.

Yes, it is a 'not in my backyard’ sentiment when referring to the East Cesar Chavez and Holly areas as a
collective. Our issues are within the natural boundaries from I-35 to Pleasant Valley and from the lake to the
alley between 6th and 7th. We do not want this hotel in our backyard.

There are some developments which come right into the ECC and Holly area and are not conflict causing
because they are not asking to have the rules stretched for their investor group.

The most obvious recent example of a neighborhood development project in compliance not asking for
variances nor conditional uses is the development slated for the Habitat for Humanity block. These type
projects look at the neighborhood plan, look at the allowed zoning and play by the rules. It is groups like this
hotel that want to bust the neighborhood vision to the benefit solely for their investor group which cause the
conflict. There is not resistance to those projects in compliance with neighborhood vision and existing
regulations.

Resistance against this hotel project is not blanket resistance to development nor change - the neighborhood
plan allows for both. Resistance to the hotel is that they want the rules bent to their favor for their personal
financial gain for a use that is not compatible with the neighborhood plan. We see no reason to abandon quality
of life for a convention center hotel. If approved, the impact it will have on setting a precedence for all the big
lots in the ECC/Holly area including those up and down Chavez from I-35 to Pleasant Valley will turn this
street and area into another SoCo with all accompanying back street traffic and we only have two lanes with no
street parking.

With this hotel project in particular there is no way for patrons to come and go without circling the block into
residential streets either one way or the other. The latest, i believe, is 64 rooms, 64 underground parking, 90 seat
bar and restaurant, 67 employees. These people will be all over the neighborhood short cutting and parking and
looking for parking and some will have been at the bar.

Long term residents in the ECC/Holly area have rights. Because we have a city approved neighborhood plan, at
least in the ECC area, the city has recognized the rights of the residents by approving our neighborhood plan.
We are asking that those rights for compatibility and quality of life be respected. In light of such across the
board neighborhood opposition to this project in this location of the proposed magnitude on a narrow busy
metropolitan street we are requesting that the conditional use permit for this project at this location be denied.

Please find attached a petition ECC team member Eduardo Medina and I gathered from neighbors with their
comments regarding the proposed hotel.



Regards, sincerely,

Richard Roberts
ECC Sector 7 Representative /b«

Seifioras y Seiiores,

Nuestros motivos de complimientos de vecindario ya comentado por lo del hotel nos openemos a la construcion
del hotel. El desefio de la calle no da. Es projecto por el centro. No por una colonia. Tenemos escuelas,
iglesias, biblioteca cerca de este projecto y no pueden continuar la calidad de la vida con este hotel. Agradesco
su attencion que contemplen ambiente del vecindario. Por lo tanto nos oponemos a seguir este projecto.

Altentamente,
Eduardo Medina
ECC Representante por Negocios



PETITION IN OFPOSITION FOR CITY OF AUSTIN CASE NUMBER:

SPC-2014-0387C - The application for a conditional use permit for hotel-motel

Project Name:= East Sile Hoted Project Address: 1207 E. Cesar Chavez '

Hearing Date: April 28, 2015 to be heard by the Planning Commission at City Hall
Council Chambers, 301 West 2™ Street beginning at 6:00 p.m.

I oppose the conditional use permit referenced above. By my signature below, I agree
that I have signed this petition voluntarily and my address information is correct and
verifiable.
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PETITION IN OPPOSITION FOR CITY OF AUSTIN CASE NUMBER: SP(C-2014-0387C i ’
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PETITION IN OPPOSITION FOR CITY OF AUSTIN CASE NUMBER: /
SPC-2014-0387C - The application for a conditional use permit for hotel-motel use.
Project Name: East Side Hotel Project Address: 1207 E. Cesar Chavez
Hearing Date: April 28, 2015 to be heard by the Planning Commission at City Hall
Council Chambers, 301 West 2* Street beginning at 6:00 p.m.

I oppose the conditional use permit referenced above. By my signature below, I agree
that I have signed this petition voluntarily and my address information is correct and
verifiable,

Neighbor Name Address Telephone # Date
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May 20, 2015
Re: Proposed East Side Hotel, Restaurant, Bar - Number: SPC-20140387C
To The City of Austin Planning Commission:

On behalf of 350-plus neighbors in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood, we are writing to express our strong
opposition to the East Side Hotel, a project that is proposed for 1207 East Cesar Chavez. We have collected the
names, addresses, and signatures of these neighbors and will provide this Commission with copies of the petitions, as
well as maps showing their location.

Our opposition is to the scope and scale of this project, which 1s incompauble with the selected building site. As this
project 1s currently designed and located, the hotel will be detrimental to the safety, accessibility, character, quality of
life, and availability of housing in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood. For the reasons enumerated below, we urge
you to deny the applicant’s request for a Conditional Use Permit. We recognize that development is part of a city’s
growth, but we sincerely believe that the East Cesar Chavez community would be better served by residential, retail,
or office development, as is currently allowed at this site.

We have heard multple presentations by the hotel’s developer, studied the site plan, and attended a standing-room-
only neighborhood meeting that nearly 100 neighbors attended, to voice concerns about this project. Despite this
overwhelming opposition, the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Planning T'eam voted 6-5 to support this project.
"T'he vote occurred at an “emergency” December 2014 meeting, called with short and inadequate notiee, in an
apparent cffort to benefit from low attendance. The December 2014 vote does not reflect the community’s position
on this project. In fact, among the 13 current voting membets of the ECC Neighborhood Planning Team, there are 9
opposcd to this project and 4 who support it (two members who initially supported the hotel have since left the
ECCN Planning Team).

Recent media atiention to the pifiata shop demolition down the street, and to the increasing genteification and
income tnequality in Austin, have highlighted that the pressures on Kast Austin residents are especially acute.
‘Throughout the neighborhood’s history the city has approved undesirable projects in East Austin. Approving the
Conditional Use Permit for this project, which so many residents oppose, would only serve as one more instance of
their voices going unheard and their concerns disregarded.

Again, this is not an opposition to growth or increased density in our neighborhood, we would likely support a 65-
room hotel with an 80-plus scat restaurant and bar were it to be built in a less residential cornidor, as designated 1n
our Neighborhood Plan. Below we have outlined in more detail some of the specific concerns from the community.

PROTECT HOMES FROM INCOMPATIBLE BUSINESS:

I2CC Neighborhood Plan, Goal #2
“Ensure that new structures and renovations are compatible with the exdsting neiphborhiood and protect homes from incompatible business
or tndustry.”

We are concerned that setback compatibility issues with the 1210 and 1212 Willow St. lots will pose problems for
future use of these propertics as residential lots, something the developer has agreed to maintain. As currenty
designed, the back of the hotel will face a quict, residential street (Willow Street), and will be located steps away from
Il Buen Pastor Early Childhood Development Center (1208 Willow).

NEIGHBORHQOD CHARACTER:
ECC Neighborhood Plan, Goal #3

“Create and preserve plysical features and activities to reinforce onr neiphborbood’s cultural identity and history. "
¢4 8 ry

This proposed hotel, bar, and restaurant does not reflect the character of the neighborhood in seale, architectural
style, or histortcal context. At forty feet, it will soar high above the commercial building to its west and the
residences to its east. Facing Cesar Chavey, its design will extend up to the very farthest edge of the sidewalk with no
setback. Again, we recognize that alternative development may pose similar obstacles, but those projects would not
require a Conditional Use Permit and are far more likely to achieve ZCC neighborhood plan goals.



ECC Neighborhood Plan, Goal #4
“Improve vebicl, bicycle and pedestrian traffic safety on neighborhood streets.”

PARKING OVERLOAD & TRAFFIC SAFETY: C\ /245

This development does not provide enough parking spaces for the parking impact it will generate. Though they are
providing enough parking for the principle use (the hotel, 58 spaces} they are not providing enough spaces for the
restaurant (39 spaces required) because they are designating it as an aceessory use. The ECC neighborhood is already
fecling pressure to our parking infrastructure. This development will exacerbate that problem and negatively impact
the quality of life and the safety of our residents.

With respect to traffic, East Cesar Chavez is 36' wide with room for 2 lancs of traffic and no center turn lane and is
considered a minor arterial road which can handle 10,000 cars per day. However, the CAMPO traffic study
conducted 5 years ago indicated iast Cesar Chavez has 18,000 plus cars daily, 162 bus trips (50 turning west off
Waller) daily, with bikers using the Waller Sereet designated bike route and substantial pedestrian traffic. This
proposed hotel, restaurant and bar would, by far, be the largest single contributor to an already congested Iiast Cesar
Chavez with overflow traffic and parking negatively affecting residential streets and a childhood development center
currently located directly behind the proposed development. The city has determined that this project will generate
531 trips per day, yet there is no comparative traffic study required to show how a more neighborhood-compatible
business would affect the safety of residents or the community on Cesar Chavez and nearby residential streets.

There will be hundreds of people entering and exiting this space every day if one factors in hotel guests, restaurant
and bar patrons, staff (of both the hotel and restaurant), and daily deliveries. This hotel does not sit on a corner lot
and it does not have an alley. All waffic would come in and out of the hotel via an entrance and exit directly onto
Cesar Chaver street.

RESIDENTIAL vs. COMMERCIAL :

LECC Neighborhood Plan, Goal #8
“Preserve and increase the number of homeawners in the neighborhaod.”

The ECC neighborhood embraces services and projects that serve the community and embrace the Neighborhood
Plan objectives of more residents and students in its schools, day care centers, and contributors to a vibrant
community. A condominium or small office building would provide much needed residental and office space for
current or future residents and not require the Conditional Use of this proposed hotel, bar, and restaurant.

In what way does this hotel preserve or increase the number of homeownets in our neighborhood, as is prescribed
by our neighborhood plan? And perhaps most troubling, what sort of precedent would this set for Cesar Chavez
Street as a whole? Many of us feel that this site would be better served by a condo, which would bring more stability
and permanency to the area, and would be a more appropriate neighbor to 121 Buen Pastor’s day care center and
nearby Sanchez Llementary School.

SERVE ESSENTIAL NEIGHBORHQOOD NEEDS:
ECC Neighborhood Plan, Goal #12

“Altract or develop businesses that serve essential neighborbood needs.”

We embrace services and projects that serve our community and follow the Neighborhood Plan objecuves of
creating more residents, students, and contributors to our vibraat neighborhood. This proposal does not achieve that
goal. The community request of a smaller hotel with no public bar & restaurant was declined by the developer, in
favor of further economic gain. Our support for a condo or office building would not require a Conditional Usce
Permit and would be much less invasive and more in line with our neighborhood objectives.

CONCLUSION:

We are not opposed to the development of this project in the East César Chavez neighborhood. Rather, we oppose
the development of this project on this site. In fact, we would be happy to see this project developed in an area of

the ECC neighborhood that has been designated and zoned for this tvpe of venture.



I

We understand that this site can be developed for other purposes (e.g. a condominium) without requiring a Variance
ot Conditional Use Permit. Our opposition is to the size, scope, and nature of the business being proposed at this
site.

We are organized, vocal, and determined neighbors who have supported and will support other small business and
developments in this neighborhood, but we simply cannot suppott a project so at odds with our Neighborhood Plan.
We hope you will listen to our voices and take our deeply-felt convictions into consideration by denying the
applicant’s request,
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Subject:

Amanda W, Swor
I e s e —— =
From: Amy Thompson <mankin76@gmail. com>
Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2015 12:08 PM
Case Number; 5P-2014-0387C @

Project Name: East Side Hotel
Case Number: 5P-2014-0387C

Dear Mr. Simmons- Smith,

| am writing to share my personal perspective on Brian Carrico's cutreach to the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood
Planning Team (ECCNPT). | serve as the Historic Preservation Committee Chair for the ECCNPT. This account reflects my
observations and interactions with Mr. Carrico in this capacity - but | do not write on the team's behalf.

| would like to establish that a key takeaway of this story is that this project is the largest non-residential development
project that the team has encountered to date. Neither our plan, nor the City planning processes adequately anticipated
this scale of development in our neighborhood. As such the neighborhood experienced limitations, frustrations, and
even confusion in ascertaining what mechanisms were in place to facilitate review of the project within the context of
our existing plan. Added to this potential for chaos is the uncertainty that the neighborhood was experiencing at the
time - and continues to experience - with regard to whether and how our neighborhood plan, such as it is, will continue

to exist when the City's 'new’ planning code drops.

Mr. Carrico presented his plans to establish the 'East Side Hotel' at the July 16, 2014 ECCNPT public meeting. Various
members, including myself, raised a number of initial concerns (from egress and ingress on ECC, pedestrian traffic,
parking, scale of the plan, affordable housing, and the loss of nearly a block of historic era structures). These concerns
cut across the work of several ECCNPT committees, including land use/ development, economic development, safety,

transportation, and historic preservation.

Mr. Carrico was quick to respond to my request to have the properties involved assessed by a third party for historic
significance. On July 29th, Mr. Carrico and his associates met with me and four volunteers from the preservationist

community at the state and local leve!. We were given a tour of the properties by the owner at the time.

Following the meeting, Mr. Carrico met with me, individually, a number of times, to discuss the findings and
recommendations of the preliminary {i.e. informal) assessment. Mr. Carrico offered a number of concessions to his site
plan in recognition of the historic resources on the properties. As a preservationist, | can not claim that | was satisfied
with the site plan - but that is the nature of compromise and inherent to the planning process. | imagine it wasn't ideal
for him either. Mr. Carrico eventually made a number of changes that were not required by City code, but that would
significantly mitigate the loss of historic resources (i.e. preservation of 3 of the & historic era structures on the

properties).

As regards the [arger range of issues that the neighborhood identified as concerns, ECCNPT recognized that the number
and nature of concerns would evolve with the ongoing evolution of the site plan, a living document. To establish rules of
engagement for what was anticipated to be an ongoing negotiation process, a work group of members from multiple
committees was established. The work group drafted an initial platform to frame continued conversations with Mr.
Carrico. The goal of the document was to provide Mr. Carrico with an understanding of the baseline concerns that must
be met and respected for the neighborhood to entertain support of the project. This 'platform' was debated over several
months and voted on during the November meeting. From then on Mr. Carrico, had every rightful expectation that




NV

ECCNPT would continue to engage with him and refrain from opposing the project as long as the terms of this platform
were upheld.

Unfortunately, I did not attend the November meeting { | am not a voting member and had a personal conflict). Since
that meeting, the planning team has gone through a number of leadership changes {as new representatives have been
elected to the voting membership). As is inevitable, with a change in leadership, there can be changes in perspective. |
understand that this has challenged communications between Mr. Carrico and the team. Parallel to this challenge is the

fact that - as mentioned above - this project is of an unprecedented scale.

Neighbors have growing concerns about encroachment of non-neighborhood oriented businesses. We have witnessed
our neighboring community of Rainey entirely displaced by entertainment and hospitality enterprises. The recent
increase in entertainment based businesses in ECC and now the potential addition of a relatively large scale hotel has a
growing number of ECC residents paying attention to this case. While the neighbors' concerns raise legitimate and
urgent planning challenges, | do not perceive that this is a reflection on Mr. Carrico's attempts to collabarate with the
community. This development proposal is the first of many that will determine the degree to which the City is
committed to and capable of preserving its historically residential communities. Mr. Carrico has been in the unenviable

position of being first,

In my experience, he has consistently been accessible and responsive to the concerns raised by the neighborhood,
within the boaundaries of his vision and business plan. | believe neighbors are interested to learn whether the City
supports this type of business plan/ use as appropriate within the context of the current community - and whether and
how the City will work with communities to make these determinations going forward.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions you may have or any clarifications you may need.

Best regards,
Amy Thompson
1402 E. 2nd St.
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HAVEZ ‘NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING TEA :
A A e e T e e

February 9, 2015

To: City of Austin
o Michael Simmons-Smith via email to Michael. SimmonsSmith{@austintexas.gov

Planning and Development Review Department
City of Austin

RE: Case No. SPC-2014-0387C
1207 E. Cesar Chavez, Austin, Texas 78702
East Side Hotel support

The applicant contacted the neighborhood in July 2014, they attended 5 community meetings. Our land use
subcommittee met three times to discuss the project and the applicant held several informal meetings with adjacent
neighbors. Applicant presented the case to the membership of the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Planning Team at

a meeting hald on December 10, 2014.

The property is zoned CS-MU-CO-NP and is located on the Cesar Chavez mixed use corridor. Hotel-motel use is not a
prohibited use on this property and the conditional use designation helped the team secure additional community

benefits from the applicant,

After consideration, the Team voted to support the applicant's request for a Conditional Use Permit for Hotel Use at
1207 E. Cesar Chavez, contingent on the fulfillment of the conditions on the attached document. If a Team member
becomes aware of a violation of this agreement, the Applicant-provided bond shall be tapped to enforce the restrictive

covenant and support will be rescinded.

Thank you for your attention and consideration to our Neighborhood Planning process.

Sincerely,

East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Planning Team

Attachments: Position on the Development of 1207-1211 East Cesar Chavez St, and Adjacent Willow St. Residential
Properties.

CC: Michael Simmons-Smith vig e-mail
Brian Carrico viag e-mail




February: 12, 2013 Q
Page 2 %

Position on the Development of 1207-1211 East Cesar Chavez St, and Adjacent Willow St. Residential Properties.

Submitted by 1he Counnlttees for Land Use nnd Historfc Preservation and Consldered and Adoptec by the East Cesar
Chavez Planning Team.

1. Preserve valuable historic assets within the neighborhood and along the ECC comnercial comidor
2. Preserve affordability for residents and businesses
3. Allow for a mix of use and increased density on the corridor

4. Respect historic community fabric
5. Maintain SF character of Willow and do not disturb quiet use and enjoyment by residents.
6. Maintain or improve pedestrian scale and accessibility of ECC St.

While the project proposal presents an inmedfate challenge to some of the Overarching Priovities identifled for
developiment along the commerclal corridor, East Cesar Chavez NPT offers its support for a Conditional Use Permlt
for Hotel and Accessory Uses In the redevelopment of 1207-1211 ECC St.'s , as well as the following additionnl forms
of support, in return for Developer's agreement to the Conununity’s Conditlons for Support, listed here.

Additional Details of Support:

1. Support Conditional Use Permit for 65-room hotel on the following lots: 1207, 1209, & 1211 ECC St.
2. Support Accessory Use of Restaurant and TABC permit for alcohol sales. Developer/owner will not apply for after hours

liquor permits.
3. Support Compatibility Waivers from the Willow lots [1210 and 1212 Willow] to allow for same setbacks and heights as

behind El Buen Pastor property
4. Support Demolition/ Relocation permits for existing historic structures on Cesar Chavez
5. Provide additional support for minor variances on a case-by-case basis to achieve Comniunity Conditions, including

parking, additional density on Willow lots, efe.

Community Conditions for Support:

1. Preserve the main houses on the Willow lots; rear addition may be removed.

2, Preserve and restore 1209 ECC St. on site or onto the Willow lots (with community support for any necessary variances to
secure COA permission); or contribute $25,000.00 toward relocation fo a site within District 3 only once other options are
exhausted, documented, and prasented to the ECCNPT.3. Relocate or, if not viable, repurpose materials from structures at
1207 and 1211 ECC.

4. No vehicular or open pedesirian access through Willow to/from ECC properties And no reverse back-out of services
vehicles onto Cesar Chavez. No parking variances on ECC and off-street parking provided for Willow properties,

5. Contribute $9000 for relocation expenses of existing tenants by paying into a fund administered by Guadalupe
Neighborhood Development Corporation or other mutually acceptable community organization. If the funds are not accepted
by the tenants for any reason, they will revert to GNDC,

6. Contribute $16,000 to Neighborhood Affordability Fund through Guadatupe Neighborhood Development Corporation
{525,000 total, which is _S___ /gross square feet of dislocated residence space)

7. Commit to recruittnent of and hiring preference for local (i.e. 78702) residents, and commitment to pay a living wage to all
employees.

8. Include aesthetic elements consistent with Mexican American culture, including public art, murals, tile work and
commitment to hire local artists and artisans for this work.

9. Outreach to local businesses through neighborhood and prioritize local businesses for commercial tenants.

10, Coordinate design of wall separating all lots bordering El Buen Pastor property with El Buen Pastor staff to maximize
security. Also work to minimize large windows at eye level facing EI Buen Pastor and properly light the grounds with down-
facing security lights.

11. Commitment to minimum noise from botel at all times, including during children's nap times and learning times frotn
7am-530pm. Comply with all City sound ordinances. Do not apply as an outdoor music venue,

12. No portion of the Property will convert to a CS8-1 Cocktail Lounge use.

-next page-
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13. During construction, use best efforts to keep noise to a minimum, especially during the liours of 12-2. Developer will
provide a direct line to on site construction superintendent.

14. Comply with Heritage Tree Ordinance.

15. Cooperate with Assigned ECCNPT Contacts (to be appointed by ECC leadership) from initial planning process through to
development completion to insure satisfaction of Community Conditions and secure any required variances.

16. Pay for all legal fees associated with the negotiation and recording of a Restrictive Covenant to run with the land in
perpetuity, regaydless of Ouner. This includes but is not limited to legal fees for drafting, recording, and enforcement.

-end-




Guadalupe Neighborhood Development Corporation -
813 Fast 8" Street - Austin, Texas 78702

(512) 479-6275 (512) 478-9949 fax
gndc@sbcglobal.net

April 20, 2015

Planning Commission
City of Austin

Re: Support for the Conditional Use Permit for Hotel at 1207-1211 East Cesar Chavez Street

Dear Members of the Planning Commission:

| write to express support on behalf of the Guadalupe Neighborhood Development Corporation (GNDC),
for the conditional use permit {CUP)requested for hotel use at 1207 East Cesar Chavez Street. It is
unfortunate that this proposed development, like so many others in East Austin, will displace long-time
residents. Our nonprofit affordable housing corporation now has a waitlist with over 700 applications
from residents and former residents of East Austin who can no longer afford to live in their own
neighborhoed. In short, the ideal development at 1207 East Cesar Chavez would be an affordable

housing project serving housing with ties to East Austin. But that is not to be.

GNDC offers its support for this CUP perhaps mast importantly, because the East Cesar Chavez
Neighborhood Plan contact team took action, after serious deliberations, in support of the CUP. ECCNP
crafted several conditions that Mr. Carrico has agreed to meet. For GNDC, it is very significant that Mr.
Carrico has agreed to provide funds to assist the current tenants on the proposed hotel site with
relocating to other housing, regordiess of whether the CUP is granted. In addition, if the permit is
granted, Mr. Carrico is offering funds to GNDC to assist with the development of affordable housing in
the neighborhoods around his hotel project. Whereas other projects, without the need a CUP or a
zoning change, would likely have displaced the current residents without any form of assistance at ali,
this project will at least provide some help to the people it is displacing and will provide some assistance

towards the creation of affordable housing in the neighborhood. As such, GNDC offers its support.

Sincerely,

Mk Sl

Mark C. Rogers, Executive Director
Guadalupe Neighborhood Development Corporation



Avila, Rosema

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:07 AM

To: Avila, Rosemary 0
Subject: FW: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873)

From: Jeremy Chichester [mailto:cycling74@amail.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 8:23 AM

To: Anguiano, Dora

Subject: East Cesar Chavez Hotel, Restaurant and Bar (case number SPC-2014-03873)

This message is from Jeremy Chichester. [ cycling74@ gmail.com ]

I'm writing in support of this hotel project on Cesar Chavez. I believe the developer has and will continue to
work with the neighborhood to create a hotel that would fit well on this particular corridor. I do not know the
developer, I'm writing as a neighbor. Sincerely, Jeremy Chichester



Avila, Rosema

From: Anguiano, Dora

Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:06 AM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: FW: East Austin hotel on Cesar Chavez \

From: Clint Dein [mailto:clintddein@qmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 3:50 PM
TFo: Anguiano, Dora

Cc: dlintddein@gmail.com

Subject: East Austin hote} on Cesar Chavez

This message is from Clint Dein. [ clintddein@gomail.com ]

My name is Clint Dein and I have lived in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood since 2008. I would like to say
that I am in favor of permitting the proposed East Austin hotel to proceed as planned. I think it would be a good
addition to the neighborhood such as Hotel San Jose is to the South Congress neighborhood. I have sat in on
one of the planning meetings and I know that one of the most contentious topics was in regards to parking. It
appears to me that the ratio of rooms to parking spaces is similar if not more favorable than Hotel San Jose and 1
don't feel that it will be nearly the issue it's made out to be. With the city's B-Cycle program, walkable
entertainment/attractions and other transportation possibilities, I don't see parking as a major hurdle. Also, I
look forward to having another restaurant that will be within walking distance for most of the neighborhood.
Thanks for your time. Clint Dein



Avila, Rosema

From: Susan Benz <benz@benzresourcegroup.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 21, 2015 10:16 AM

To: Avila, Rosemary

Subject: East Side Hotel - 1207 E Cesar Chavez St /ﬂ
Rosemary,

I am writing in support of the Conditional Use for the proposed East Side Hotel. I feel this project is
appropriate in scale for it's location and will bring a vibrant new business to the East side providing many
jobs. Further, the owners have been extraordinarily patient with the neighborhood and have agreed to meet
many many of their demands, some at great expense. 1 feel they will build a nice project and be quality
operators and good neighbors.

Sincerely,

Susan Benz

Susan Benz

Benz Resource Group
1101 - B E 6th St
Austin, TX 78702

512-220-9542

bensz@ BenszResourceGroup.com



Amanda W. Swor

Brandon Testa <brandon@craftsmanbar.com>

From:

Sent: Monday, March 2, 2015 10:36 PM ;
Subject: Cesar Chavez Hotel

City Staff:

My name is Brandon Testa, | am a property owner and resident of the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood and live at 206
Waller Street, one block from the proposed site of this project, Case Number: SP-2014-0387C. | am writing to express my
full support for this project. Brian has proven himself to be a stand up guy by offering financiai assistance to the current
tenants, and | believe he is the type of business owner we NEED in this area. The proposed business will offer
neighborhood residents jobs, as well as a beautiful environment to relax, and enjoy the gorgeous city views available

from East Cesar Chavez.

This project is exactly what is described in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood plan - and will be a welcome addition to
the neighborhood.

Please support this project and allow this wonderful amenity to enhance our neighborhood.

Warmest Regards

Brandon Testa

206 Waller Street
Austin, Texas 78702
512 576 4545



Amanda W. Swor _ _

From: Laura Mcquary <laura@minguell-mequary.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 3, 2015 10:14 AM
Subject: Re: Email/Letter of Support

Mr Michacl Simmons-Smith,

[ am architect, I live in east Austin and my kids go to El Buen Pastor daycarc on Willow street, behind the

proposed development of a new hotel by Mr. Carrico.
I have been to neighborhood meetings and had a chance to review the drawings for the proposed project. In

gencral 1 have a welcoming attitude to this particular development. I happen to know the Architect, Burton

Baldridge and I have high regards for his work.
I belicve that development in east Austin and particularly in Cesar Chave is eminent. So having a closc

oversight of new development is vital. [ think Mr. Carrico's proposal fits with what I believe could be a

balanced growth for the area.
If anything my concern with the project would be the large number of rooms and the construction schedule with

regards to El Buen Pastors nap hours.

Please let me know if you have any question about my views of the proposed development.

All the Best,

Laura McQuary,architect

laura@minguell-mcquary.com

MINGUELL - McQUARY, LL.C
702 San Antonio  Strcect
AUSTIN, texas 78701

office 512.865.8782
cell 512.577.2201

Please like us at www.facebook.com/MinguellMcQuary

On Mar 2, 2015, at 8:56 PM, Brian Carrico <brian@7bluffcabins.com> wrolc:

Hi Laura,
| wanted to check in and sce if you had a chance to send an email or letter of support to our case

1



manager, Michael Simmons-Smith. We will be meeting with him tomorrow to detcrminc a daté(\

for going before Planning Commission and would love your support. If you have any questions
or want to talk about it more, just lct me know! D

Thanks,

Brian Carrico
512-587-6234



City of Austin Planning and Development Review Department

Attn: Michael Simmons-Smith
City of Austin Planning Commission Members

PO Box 1088
Austin, TX 78767

March 14 2015

Re: East Side Hotel {Case No, SP-2014-0387C)

Daar Mr. Simmons-Smith and Commissioners:

As a resident in the East Austin community, | write to you today to express my support for the
East Side Hotel, Case No. 5P-2014-0387C. | support this project because it upholds the goals of the East
Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Plan, and will be a benefit to the community. The project will create good
local jobs, celebrate local artists and artisans, and attract guests that will patronize other neighboring
local businesses. It is my understanding that the East Side Hotel team has worked extensively with the
neighborhood to address concerns such as historic preservation, affordable housing, traffic, and

construction staging. | believe this project will be a significant benefit to both businesses and residents

of the neighborhood, and hope you will support it as well.

Sincerely,

Dante Angelini
1104 Willow
Austin, Texas 78702



Jennifer Chenoweth t

1200 E 2™ Street

Austin, Texas 78702 q%
March 10, 2015

City of Austin Planning and Development Review Department
Attn: Michael Simmons-Smith

City of Austin Planning Commission Members

PO Box 1088

Austin, TX 78767

Re: East Side Hotel (Case No. SP-2014-0387C)
Dear Mr. Siminons-Smith and Planning Commissioners:

I have owned my house at east 2" at Waller for over 15 years, When I first bought my house and
began remodeling it, there was much neighborhood protest. There were even articles run in the
Austin American-Statesman misquoting by 150% the amount I paid for my house to inflame the
worries about change. And as we know, the only constant 1s change.

Today I write in support of the East Side Holel, Case No. SP-2014-0387C. I support this project
because it upholds the goals of any neighborhood, that the developer has had community
meetings and input, has addressed concerns within the plan, and has made many adjustments so
that the project fits within the development size envelope. It has parking, has amenities open to
the neighbothood, and as much of the built environment and décor is sourced locaily.

The plan is within the guidelines of the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Plan, a plan that
occurred while I served on the ECCN planning tcam. I think it will be a benefit to the
community. The project will create local jobs, celebrate local artists and artisans, and attract
guests that will patronize other neighboring local businesses. It is my understanding that the East
- Side Hotel team has worked extensively with the neighborhood and direct neighbors to address
concerns such as historic preservation, traffic, and construction staging. I believe this project will
be a significant benefit to both businesses and residents of the neighborhood, and hope you will

support it as well.

I fear that if careful development isn’t allowed, brazen development will follow. This project is
within scale and is appropriate for the site. I am so glad it is not a strip mall, more unattractive
live/work space with not enough parking, nor a corporate entity.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Chenoweth



City of Austin Planning and Development Review Department
Attn: Michael Simmons-Smith

City of Austin Planning Commission Members
PO Box 1088
Austin, TX 78767

February 20, 2015

Re: East Side Hotel {Case No. 5P-2014-0387C)

Dear Mr. Simmons-Smith and Commissioners:

I'm writing to you today as a community member and business owner in the East Austin
community to express my support for the East Side Hotel, Case No. SP-2014-0387C. | grew up in Austin
—and, consider it a privilege to build a sustainable community through business —working in and with for
profit and non profit organizations. [launched The Expedition School and have been honored to run a
business in partnership with the City of Austin Parks and Recreation Department and the Lorraine
Grandma Camacho Center in creating community programming on the east side.

| first met the project developers, Brian and Bree Carrico, in 2012 when they were still the
owners and operators of Seven Bluff Cabins in Concan, TX. Brian and Bree were part of the organizing
committee and sponsors for a charity bicycle ride called the Dragon’s Back Century, for which |
coordinated course safety, medical and first aid response, We worked together on that ride, and then |
ran into them again at a meeting for the East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Planning Team, where they
were describing their current project. | know from both previous experience and their neighborhood
meeting that they are committed to working with and in their community.

With this project, they have demonstrated a commitment to purchasing locally, hiring locally,
and building a quality project. | think their new hotel will be an amenity for the community and also

attract guests who will support other local businesses. Overall, from my previous experience working




C

with them, and from seeing the plans for this hotel, | think they will bring a great project to East Cesar

Chavez.

Sincerely,

Kimery Duda

The Expedition School

Founder and Executive Director
www.expeditionschool.org
Kimery@expeditionschool.org
512,626.6282
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m ~ i l Brian Carrico <btcarrico@gmail.eom

by Cionle

Fwd: FW: 1207 E. Cesar Chavez
1 message

Brian Carrico <brian@7bluffcabins.com> Tue, Apr 21, 2015 at 9:45 AM

To: beamico@alexamgmt.com

From: Selena <Selena@bigredsun.coms>
Date: Friday, February 20, 2015 at 9:17 AM
To: R Burton Baldridge <burton@baldridge-architects. com>

Subject; 1207 E, Cesar ChaveZ

Dear Mr. Simmons-Smith,

| brought my first home on Willow St. in 1994 and grew my business and my family between Willow and
Cesar Chavez for many years. | intend to preserve the integrity of my property at 1102 E. Cesar
Chavez for years to come and can only hope for more projects such as the proposed at 1207 E. Cesar

Chavez.

AT pasan

Therefore as a property owner and longtime former resident in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood
community, | want to express my support for the proposed East Side Hotel project, Case Number SP-
2014-0387C, proposed by Brian and Bree Carrico.

Projects like these are what we need to bring interest and vigor into our community. Brian and Bree
have worked extensively to honor the history of the neighborhood and address issues such as historic
preservation, affordable housing and creating local jobs. | am enthused by the possibility of local artists
and artisans joining together to beautify the space. [ ask you to please support their request for a

Conditional Use Permit.
Respectfully,

Selena Souders

selena sighature_2013




City of Austin Planning and Development Review Department
Attn: Michael Simmons-Smith b
City of Austin Planning Commission Members

PO Box 1088
Austin, TX 78767

February 22, 2015
Re: East Side Hotel {Case No. SP-2014-0387C)

Dear Mr. Simmons-Smith and Commissioners:

My wife and | are property owners in the East Cesar Chavez neighborhood who to support a
healthy East Austin, We would like to pledge our support for the East Side Hotel, Case No, SP-2014-
0387C. We believe the East Side Hotel will be a benefit to the residents and the economy of Austin and
the East Cesar Chavez cormnmunity by providing an anchor around which other East Austin businesses will
flourish. Additionally, the East Side Hotel will be an establishment where locals and guests can enjoy art,
architecture, and furniture created by local artisans. It is our understanding that the East Side Hotel
teamn has worked extensively with the neighborhood to address concerns such as historic preservation,
affordable hausing, traffic, and construction staging. We believe this project will be a significant benefit

to both businesses and residents of the neighborhood, and hope you will support it as well.

Sincerely,

Martha and Robert Irish
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W Greater Peace Christian Church -

Bishop G A. Washington

Koy Pant

Planning & Development Review Department

City of Austin

505 Barton Springs Road '
Austin, Texas 78704

Re: Application for Alcohollc Beverage Waiver for Hotel and Restaurant at 1207, 1209 and 1211 Exsl
Cesar Chavey,

To Whom It May Concern,

| am tha Senlor Pastor of the Greater Peace Chilsiian Church. The Greater Peace Chiistian Church is a
tenant within the structure located at 1203 East Cesar Chaver Street,

It has come to my attention that o hote! and restauramt may be focated at 1207, 1209 and 1211 East Cosar
Chavez Street, The operator of the hotel and restaurant would like 10 have the abifity to offer alcohulic
beverages la pations, as part of a food snd beve rage permit aperating in @ manner that does not require
a late-night parmit.

The Greater Peace Christian Church is lacated within 300 feet of the praposed hotel and restaurant,
triggering the need for & vaaiver from the City of Austin far any permit allawing for the sale of alcoholic
beverages et the locetion,

t have met with the operator, and | am hereby providing my viritten consent, an behalf of Grealer Peace
Chistian Church, for the waver request. Please let me know If | may provide addittanal informatlon or
Bnswer sy questions

Sincerely, .
f,%%:xé—\_ﬂ

Bishop Guy Washington

NMailing Address: FO Hex 150575 Auiting TX H_S!lb _
Church &cdress 12003 T Lasar {Thave? S1 Austing, 11 78207

0TG- (512 477-7072 « T (312) 4770365 + ol greatgpuace@ebogionat ns: « Vb, aww greatorpeaco org



City of Austin Planning and Development Review Department

Attn: Michael Simmons-Smith
City of Austin Planning Connnission Members

PO Box 1088
Austin, I'X 78767

February 26, 2015
Dear Commissioners und Mt. Simmons-$Smith,

We are the propesty owters of 1201, 1203, and 1205 East Cesar Chavez St. We are writing today'
t express support far the proposed East Side Hotel project, Case No. SP-2014-0387C. Over the course of
time that we have owned these properties, we have soughl to provide a space for organizations that
benefit the community, such as the Manos de Cristo clinic and the Greater Peace Christian Church. Afier
discussing this project with Brian and Bree Currico, we believe they too will seek to benefit this
community by creating good jubs, operating responsibly, supparting loca! artists and artisans, and
huilding sustuinably. They've demonstrated their commitment through extensive meetings with many
neighborhond groups, including both of our current tenants, Fast Folks Cyclery end the Greater Peace
Christian Church in order to obtain their support.

We've seen the design evolve, and think that the proposcd hotel is un appropriate size und scate
givon the location and zoniug. We would like 1o see E Cesar Chaver become mare walkable, and think
this project will contribute to that while nlso providing amenity space to the surrounding community, We

ure excited 1o sew the change that Brinn and Bree will bring to this site, and think their hotel will be B

benefit to our tenants, and our property.,

Sincercly,

HARTFORD PROPERTIES 11.C
_;/:“‘-_{.' ‘_"IJ /qr{u AL

’

William D. Hamilton
Managing Member



02/27/2015

Dear, Mr. Simons-Smith

| am a native East Austinite born and raised and for years lived in the East Austin community. While [ no
longer live in the neighborhood, my mother Mrs. Emilia Trevino resides at 1207 Willow. My mother has

lived in this neighborhood for over 50 years.

| am writing on behalf of my mother and | to express our support for the East Side Hotel project.

The owners of the project Brian and Bree Carrico have demonstrated a strong commitment to our
community by participating in numerous community meetings for the past 8-9 months.

As native East Austin residents we know that growth and redevelopment is inevitable and we greatly
appreciate the sincere efforts by the Carrico’s to address concerns that have been raised. The Carricos
have offered a laundry list of community benefits that we support. In addition the East Side Hotel
project will provide local economic development opportunities ranging from employment to the
utilization of iocal, small businesses in potential retail commercial spaces, and the use of local, small
businesses in both the design and construction of the project; and local artists to respect the integrity of

our Latino East Austin culture.

Most importantly, this project will bring a significant investment and redevelopment opportunity for the
community and | firmly believe that the Carricos are committed to being good neighbors and stewards

of the land.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Martha Limon and Emilia Trevino



