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As attachment F also shows, both the allowed design with a shed roof and the requested design
with a hipped roof will penetrate the setback plane, but the hipped roof for which a variance is
requested will be shorter than the allowed shed roof, and intrude less into the setback plane, all
while mitigating the hardship by providing better shade from the afternoon sun.

The hardship is unique to this property because the shape of the lot and the easements thereon
are not shared by neighboring properties. The lot shape and easements require that we build
up rather than out in order to accommodate needed features, and the tower in question cannot
be located within the setback plane. The orientation of the lot with respect to the sun further
complicates our ability to adequately regulate light (a primary goal of the architectural feature),
and the allowable design using a shed roof will cause a unique hardship in that it will not provide
adequate shade from the west (nor allow as much morning light).

The hardship is not common to the area because other houses in the area are not similarly
restricted by shape and easements, and thus have greater flexibility in the placement of
architectural features, and are not similarly oriented with respect to the sun.

The requested variance will not alter the character of the area adjacent to the property, and in
fact will result in the house being more in character with the area than would the allowed shed
roof. No other houses on Sprucewood Cove (or nearby) have a shed roof; all have hipped roofs
(see attachment G, showing all houses on Sprucewood Cove). The variance will not impede
the use of adjacent conforming property, as the roof design for which a variance is requested
will be shorter than a shed roof design, and will intrude less into the setback plane. Similarly,
the purposes of the regulation from which a variance is sought will not be impaired, and in fact
will be better served by the shorter and less intrusive hipped roof design.

I note that the requested variance is supported by all owners of residential property within 300
feet of the property (and by all owners within 500 feet of the property who could be contacted).
See attachment H. All of the property owners expressed a strong preference for the hipped
roof design in attachment E rather than the allowable shed roof in attachment D.

As a final comment, | note that because the hipped roof design will better shield the house from
the hot afternoon summer sun, it will help to reduce the energy costs to us and future owners of
the home. This is supported by a letter from our architect provided as attachment 1.

Having lived at this location for more than 24 years, my wife and | are very familiar with the
orientation of the property with respect to the sun, and feel strongly that the allowed shed roof
design will not provide adequate shade from the hot summer afternoon sun, increasing utility
costs. In contrast, the requested hipped roof will better shield against sun from the west,
reducing energy bills while being more in character with other houses in the area. We request
approval of a variance to allow use of a hipped roof design.

Sincerely,

Dewey Potéet
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DRAWING INDEX

A0 SITE PLAN SHEET INDEX

A-1 GROUND FLOOR PLAN

A-2 SECOND FLOOR PLAN

A3 ATTIC PLAN & SCHEDULES

A4 ROOF PLAN

A5 VISITABILITY PLAN

A-6 TREE PROTECTION PLAN

A7 SITE ELEVATIONS

A-8 SITE ELEVATIONS

A9 SITE ELEVATIONS

A-10 EAST BUILDING ELEVATION

A1 NORTH BUILDING ELEVATION

A-12 SOUTH BUILDING ELEVATION

A13 WEST BUILDING ELEVATION

A-14 ENLARGED PLANS & INTERIOR ELEVATIONS
A-15 INTERIOR ELEVATIONS

A-16 INTERIOR ELEVATIONS

A17 INTERIOR ELEVATIONS

A-18 INTERIOR ELEVATIONS

A-20 REFLECTED CEILING PLANS

A-24 BUILDING SECTIONS

A-25 BUILDING SECTIONS

A-26 BUILDING SECTION & DETAILS

A-27 DETAILS & LADDER SECTION

A-28 PERSPECTIVE

A-30 HOT TUB DECK PLANS & ELEVATIONS
A-31 HOT TUB DECK ELEVATIONS & SECTION

FOLLOWS:

A. ONE OF THE FIRST FLOOR BATHROOM OR HALF BATH SHALL HAVE THE
FOLLOWING:
1. A MINIMUM CLEAR OPENING OF 30"
2. LATERAL 2x6 OR LARGER BLOCKING INSTALLED FLUSH WITH THE STUD EDGES
OF ALL THE BATHROOM WALLS; CENTERLINE OF BLOCKING MUST BE 34" AF.F,,
EXCEPT FOR THE PORTION OF THE WALL LOCATED DIRECTLY BEHIND THE
LAVATORY

B. ALL FIRST FLOOR LIGHT SWICHES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROLS MUST BE NO
HIGHER THAN 48" A.F F.

C. ALL FIRST FLOOR OUTLETS AND RECEPTACLES MUST BE A MINIMUM OF 15" A FF F.,
EXCEPT FOR FLOOR OUTLETS AND RECEPTACLES.

D. THE VISITABLE BATHROOM MUST BE ACCESSIBLE BY A ROUTE WITH MINIMUM
CLEAR OPENINGS OF 32" THAT CONNECTS THE VISITABLE ENTRANCE, LIVING ROOM,
DINNING ROOM, AND KITCHEN AND BE LEVEL WITH RAMPED OR BEVELED CHANGES
AT DOOR THRESHOLDS

E. THE VISITABLE ENTRANCE MUST BE A NO STEP ENTRANCE WITH A BEVELED
THRESHOLD OF 1/2" MAX. AND HAVE A MINIMUM CLEAR OPENING WIDTH OF 32" (THE
VISITABLE ENTRANCE MAY BE LOCATED AT THE FRONT, REAR, SIDE, OR IN THE
GARAGE / CARPORT)

D. THERE MUST BE A VISITABLE ROUTE FROM THE VISITABLE ENTRANCE TO THE
GARAGE, DRIVEWAY, PUBLIC STREET, OR PUBLIC SIDEWALK. THE VISITABLE ROUTE
MUST HAVE A CROSS SLOPE LESS THAN 1:50 (2%) AND A RUNNING SLOPE LESS THAN
1:20 (5%), EXCEPT FOR RAMPS THAT COMPLY WITH THE RESIDENTIAL CODE.
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16" CEDAR ELM
14" LIVE OAK
(M) 147, 12°, 10" LIVE OAK

20" LIVE OAK
(M) 20°, 14" LIVE OAK

(M) 157, 12", 12" LIVE OAK
18" LIVE OAK

14" LIVE OAK

14" LIVE OAK

MULTI TRUNK TREE

EXISTING WOOD FENCE
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§ 2.6. - SETBACK PLANES. | Code of Ordinances | Austin, TX | Municode Library

Figure 13: Side-Gabled Rood Exception

A side-gabled roof may project through the side setback plane for a horizontal distance of
up to a maximum of 30 feet, measured from the building line. In this example, the gable
intrudes into the setback plane beginning 9 feet behind the building line. Therefore, the

maximum length of the gable intrusion would be 27 feet.
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Figure 14: 18-foot Exception for Shed Roof
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Figure 15: Dormer Exception (Gable or Shed)
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