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Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-
85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a
homeowner and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would
like to strongly object to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it
would be too abrupt an upgrade in density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to
the tract attempting to be rezoned. The proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall,
especially considering that most of the apartments would be on one of the tallest hills in the
area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would allow far too much impervious
coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer contributing zone. The Oak Hill
combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area want on that tract and
allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill Residents. Please
add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

Eve Wieand
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March 25, 2022 - Eric Yerkovich Withdrawals Opposition

Uiy &3, auis

City of Austin Development Services
Attn: Wendy Rhoades — by email (wrhoadesi@austintexas. gov)

Re:  Withdrawal of Protest of Zoning Case No. C14-2021-0130,
Meighborheod Plan Amendment Case Mo, NPA-2021-0025.02,
and Restrictive Covenant Amendment Case No. C14-85-288,23
regarding the property generally located at 7715 % West State
Highway 71, Austin, Texas 78735 (the “Property™)

Diear Ms. Rhoades,

My name is Eric Yerkovich, As the owner of three fracts of land located generally to the
east of the Property, 1 previously sent in a protest of the above applications pursuant to Chapter
211.006 of the Texas Local Government Code,  After meeting with the applicant, | withdraw my
prior protest in full and give my full support to the applications, Please feel free to reach out if

you have any questions,
\_@‘[}I\.

Eric Yerkavich
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Jan. 31, 2022 - Previous Email Eric Yerkovich sent in Opposition

From: Eric Yerkovich

Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 9:24 AM

To: Rhoades, Wendy <Wendy.Rhoades@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>

Subject: C14-2021-0130 & C14-85-288.23(RCA), NPA-2021-0025.02

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
MS. Rhoades and Meridith, Please find a petition attached signed by 267 neighbors
who live in close proximity of the above referenced cases. There is not one person in
the neighborhood who is in favor of allowing this zoning change. The height and
density is not compatible with the single family neighborhood on all three sides. The
Flum and neighborhood plan both prohibit this rezoning and must be followed. There
IS no point in getting community input on the future vision of our neighborhoods only
to disregard those wishes. What are the next steps of the rezoning process and the
approximate dates? Additionally the developer has stated that putting the
development down by the highway by trading impervious cover entitlements is
impossible due in part of the existence of legacy trees. Would it be possible to get a
map of the tree inventory for the subject tracts. Putting the development by the
highway would be the best accommodation to the neighborhood and still provide the
developer with a viable project. | appreciate your help on this matter.
Regards
Eric Yerkovich
512 799 6240
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From: Emily Glennon

Sent: Sunday, January 23, 2022 1:33 PM

To: Meredith, Maureen <Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>
Subject: Rezoning case No ¢14-2021-0130

> Hi Maureen,

> We are residents off 71 and OPPOSE the rezoning of 7715 1/2 of W SH71 and another massive
apartment complex.

> Please let your voice and not your pockets be heard- and oppose it as well

> Emily Glennon

> 813-390-4589

From: Elizabeth Bellanti

Sent: Saturday, January 15, 2022 12:36 PM

To: sara.bellanti@

Subject: Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
GREETINGS,

I come to you as a concerned resident of the Scenic Brooke neighborhood in Oak Hill.
78736.

We are already experiencing the destruction of so much natural beauty in our neighborhood
due to the new highway flyover construction, and these additional apartment plans and
clearings are additionally upsetting, destructive and a betrayal of why we chose to move
here in the first place. Thank you for your consideration in helping us preserve what is left.
There is a serious collective grief for us.

100 MUCH IMPERVIOUS COVER FOR THE ECOLOGICALLY SENSITIVE EDWARDS AQUIFER CONTRIBUTING ZONE

This is area is a critical Edwards Aquifer contributing zone that currently allows only 25%
impervious cover. This sensitive ecological area should NOT allow such dense
development with 65% impervious cover.

THIS PROPOSAL IS IN DIRECT CONTRADICTION TO THE OAK HILL COMBINED NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN.

Our neighbors were clear when drafting the Oak Hill Combined Neighborhood Plan. The entire
development scheme is in direct contradiction to the Oak Hill Combined Neighborhood Plan and the
FLUM (Future Land Use Map).

100 ABRUPT A CHANGE FOR RURAL AND SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCES.

If this proposed plan passes, many of our neighbors will have a massive apartment complex
towering over their backyards.
TOO DENSE AND TOO HIGH.
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This proposed plan will allow for nearly 400 apartment units and 60 feet high on one of the
tallest points in Oak Hill. The traffic and environmental impacts to our area will be significant.

Beth Bellanti
Tito's Handmade Vodka
@bebellanti

From: Dorothy Caldwell

Sent: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 4:28 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department,

As a homeowner and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like
to strongly object to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too
abrupt an upgrade in density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to
be rezoned. The proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of
the apartments would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive
covenant would allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards
Aquifer contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of
the area want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of
Oak Hill Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You!
- Dorothy G Caldwell

From: DIANNE SUGGS

Sent: Sunday, January 9, 2022 9:14 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.<BR>Thank
You
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From: Diane Powers

Sent: Saturday, January 15, 2022 11:23 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.<BR>Thank
You

From: Desiree Coleman

Sent: Wednesday, January 12, 2022 6:07 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You, Desiree Coleman

From: Dennis McGregory

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 1:59 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
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to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

From: Denise Valliant

Sent: Monday, January 17, 2022 8:18 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

Denise Valliant
512-923-4587

From: Denise Tucker

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2022 8:07 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.
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Thank You,
Denise Tucker

From: Deborah Rich

Sent: Wednesday, January 12, 2022 12:34 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

From: David Gignac

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2022 11:59 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: re: Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-
288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
There are more apartment buildings than hills in Oak Hill. The current plan will
remove the hills from sight and will be left without a landscape. Breaks my head
and my heart. | will vote accordingly.

From: Cynthia L. Miller

Sent: Wednesday, January 12, 2022 10:42 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department:
As a homeowner and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like
to strongly object to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too

abrupt an upgrade in density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to
be rezoned. The proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of
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the apartments would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive
covenant would allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards
Aquifer contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of
the area want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of
Oak Hill Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and
updates.<BR>Thank You

Cindy L. Miller
512.466.7721

From: Crystal Bomer

Sent: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 8:14 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-
85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As
a homeowner and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract
| would like to strongly object to the rezoning of 7715 %2 W. SH 71 to Multifamily. |
think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in density from the SF and RR which is
directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The proposed 60 ft allowable
height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments would be on
one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards
Aquifer contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what
the residents of the area want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a
failure in the representation of Oak Hill Residents. Please add me on the notification
list of any hearing, meetings and updates.
Thank You ,
Crystal Bomer

From: Connie Justice

Sent: Wednesday, January 12, 2022 6:37 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
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want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.
Thank You-
I’'m a 23 year Scenic Brook home owner. Please stop the destruction.
Connie Justice
8301 Farmington Ct
78836

From: Carli Rene

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 6:39 AM

To: Clark2, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook <savescenicbrook@
Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-
288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a
homeowner and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would
like to strongly object to the rezoning of 7715 ¥ W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would
be too abrupt an upgrade in density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the
tract attempting to be rezoned. The proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially
considering that most of the apartments would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The
amendment of the restrictive covenant would allow far too much impervious coverage in an
environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan
and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area want on that tract and allowing
anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill Residents. Please add me
on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.
Thank You

sending so much light,
carli rene
www.inkedfingers.com
512.789.1206

From: Candi Diebel

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 5:45 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-
85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As
a homeowner and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract
| would like to strongly object to the rezoning of 7715 %2 W. SH 71 to Multifamily. |
think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in density from the SF and RR which is
directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The proposed 60 ft allowable
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height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments would be on
one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards
Aquifer contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what
the residents of the area want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a
failure in the representation of Oak Hill Residents. Please add me on the notification
list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

From: Bess Long

Sent: Sunday, January 23, 2022 3:42 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>

Subject: Re:Rezoning Case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23 (RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
As a resident of the Scenic Brook Neighborhood | oppose the rezoning of 7715 1/2 W. SH
71 and the development of another massive apartment complex in our neighborhood!

Elizabeth (Bess) Long

Instructional Materials Development Advisor

Uzbekistan Education for Excellence Program, Based in Austin, Texas
Phone, WhatsApp and Telegram: 512-922-1963

Skype: besslongtx56

From: Ashley Ahlgren

Sent: Sunday, January 16, 2022 9:07 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You
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From: Anne Hawken

Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2022 2:35 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

Anne Hawken

From: Amy Schippers

Sent: Saturday, January 22, 2022 11:08 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>

Subject: Rezoning case C14-2021-0130 & RCA case C14-85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
To the attention of Ms Clark and Ms Meredith:

My name is Amy Schippers and | live at 6943 Chinook Dr., Austin, TX 78736.

Please except this email as my objection to the rezoning of 7715 1/2 W. SH 71
development.

Many Thanks!
-Amy SCHIPPERS
5127867937

From: Amy Jackson

Sent: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 9:19 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; Alter, Alison
<Alison.Alter@austintexas.gov>; Kitchen, Ann <Ann.Kitchen@austintexas.gov>;
Casar, Gregorio <Gregorio.Casar@austintexas.gov>; Tovo, Kathie
<Kathie.Tovo@austintexas.gov>; Pool, Leslie <Leslie.Pool@austintexas.gov>; Kelly,
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Mackenzie <Mackenzie.Kelly@austintexas.gov>; Harper-Madison, Natasha
<Natasha.Madison@austintexas.gov>; Ellis, Paige <Paige.Ellis@austintexas.gov>;
Renteria, Sabino <Sabino.Renteria@austintexas.gov>; Adler, Steve
<Steve.Adler@austintexas.gov>; Fuentes, Vanessa
<Vanessa.Fuentes@austintexas.gov>

Subject: Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-
288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
Hi all,

We do not support the rezoning of this property. We do not want high rise
apartments in our neighborhood. They are not an appropriate project for our rural
snd single family neighbohood and will increase light pollution, bring more traffic and
create more impervious cover and bring further harm to an ecologically sensitive
zone.

This area is quickly becoming inundated by construction and development which is
causing a negative impact on the quality of life as well in this community.

People are moving to Austin to have a good quality of life and live in a sustainable
way. This is not a sustainable project and is not the “Austin” people are moving here
for.

Outside developers do not get the say so, the residents directly impacted by their
huge and inappropriate projects get the say so.

Please, support us by not allowing this rezoning to happen,

Amy Jackson

From: Allie Brotherman

Sent: Sunday, January 9, 2022 10:13 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You
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- Allie Brotherman

From: Alix Vargo

Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 3:04 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>

Subject: Rezoning Case No. C14-2021-0130, RCA Case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***
To Whom It May Concern,

I want to go on record formally opposing the rezoning laws.

We rent a home in Oak Hill, and the whole reason we moved to this neighborhood was because of the
location relative to the city, and how quiet and beautiful it is with that. We like that there aren't many
apartment complexes, and the wildlife component is great.

The new proposed apartments will disrupt the wildlife further than it is already being disrupted - driving
animals into the streets and people's yards, creating conflict with their pets and even potential dangers for
them. For example, since the construction on 290 has started, Coral snakes have been showing up in my
yard on a regular basis. The apartments should not be built on such a sensitive aquifer area. They will also
majorly disrupt the flow of traffic, which we are already having a problem with, and they will ruin the
appeal of the area for many homeowners.

Cheers,

IAIIIi)sIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
From: Alexis Peterson

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2022 11:55 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You
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From: Alejandro Verduzco

Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022 5:40 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

Alex Verduzco | 512-913-7062

From: Laura Klopfenstein

Sent: Friday, February 18, 2022 11:02 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You,

Laura Klopfenstein

7122 S. Brook Drive
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From: Ted Tran

Sent: Tuesday, March 1, 2022 10:16 PM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@gmail.com

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

From: Christel Gustafson

Sent: Tuesday, March 8, 2022 5:31 PM

To: Meredith, Maureen <Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>

Subject: | objet to NPA-2021-0025.02

Hello Maureen,

| am writing to voice my opinion and concerns to the Case NPA-2021-0025.02.

My family leaves at 7007 Chinook Dr. We oppose this change for several reasons.
One the increase in traffic is not sustainable. The roads in this neighborhood are
extremely narrow and we are already seeing a significant increase in traffic due to
the recent construction in the area. This is an extreme hazard for the children who
enjoy playing in this neighborhood.

Second, with the increase construction already taken place and taking into account
the terrain of the area there are considerable concerns about potential structural
issues and drainage problems.

Thank you for your consideration

Christel and Lars Gustafson
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From: Eve Wieand

Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2022 8:58 AM

To: Clark, Kate <Kate.Clark@austintexas.gov>; Meredith, Maureen
<Maureen.Meredith@austintexas.gov>; savescenicbrook@gmail.com

Subject: We oppose Rezoning case No. C14-2021-0130 and RCA case No. C14-
85-288.23(RCA)

*** External Email - Exercise Caution ***

Dear Ms. Clark, Ms. Meredith, and the Austin Housing and Planning Department: As a homeowner
and resident in close proximity to the above referenced rezoning tract | would like to strongly object
to the rezoning of 7715 % W. SH 71 to Multifamily. | think that it would be too abrupt an upgrade in
density from the SF and RR which is directly adjacent to the tract attempting to be rezoned. The
proposed 60 ft allowable height is far too tall, especially considering that most of the apartments
would be on one of the tallest hills in the area. The amendment of the restrictive covenant would
allow far too much impervious coverage in an environmentally sensitive Edwards Aquifer
contributing zone. The Oak Hill combined plan and FLUM are clear on what the residents of the area
want on that tract and allowing anything else would be a failure in the representation of Oak Hill
Residents. Please add me on the notification list of any hearing, meetings and updates.

Thank You

From: Lindsay Ellis
Sent: Wednesday, March 23, 2022 9:43 AM

subject: oak il eignbornood PN E D0 NOT SUPPORT
THIS IN OUR NEIGHBORHOOD!

1. 100 MUGH IMPERVIOUS COVER FOR
THE ECOLOGICALLY SENSITIVE EDWARDS
AQUIFER CONTRIBUTING ZONE.

This is area is a critical Edwards Aquifer contributing zone that currently allows
only 25% impervious cover. This sensitive ecological area should NOT allow such
dense development with 65% impervious cover.
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2. THIS FROPOSAL IS IN DIRECT
CONTRADICTION 10 THE OAK HILL
COMBINED NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN.

Our neighbors were clear when drafting the Oak Hill Combined Neighborhood
Plan. The entire development scheme is in direct contradiction to the Oak Hill Combined

Neighborhood Plan and the FLUM (Future Land Use Map).

3. 100 ABRUPT A CHANGE FOR RURAL
AND SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCES.

If this proposed plan passes, many of our neighbors will have a massive
apartment complex towering over their backyards.

4. 100 DENSE AND 100 HIGH.

This proposed plan will allow for nearly 400 apartment units and 60 feet high on
one of the tallest points in Oak Hill. The traffic and environmental impacts to our
area will be significant.

Lindsay Ellis
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On March 25, 2022, Wendy Rhoades received correspondence from an adjacent property
owner removing his name from the zoning petition. See Zoning Case Report C14-2021-
0130. The prospective buyer also entered into a private Restrictive Covenant regarding
development of the property, as shown below.

City of Austin Development Services
Attn: Wendy Rhoades — by email {wrhoades@ austintexas.gov)

Re:  Withdrawal of Protest of Zoning Case No. C14-2021-0130,
Meighborhood Plan Amendment Case No, NPA-2021-0025.02,
and Restrictive Covenant Amendment Case No. C14-85-288 23
regarding the property generally located at 7715 % West State
Highway 71, Austin, Texas 78735 (the “Property™)

Diear Ms. Rhoades,

My name is Eric Yerkovich. As the owner of three tracts of land located generally to the
east of the Property, 1 previously sent in a protest of the above applications pursuant to Chapter
211.006 of the Texas Local Government Code.  After meeting with the applicant, | withdraw my
prior protest in full and give my full support to the applications. Please feel free to reach out if

you have any questions.
\@‘[}I\.

Eric Yerkovich

104



105 of 117

105



L DECLARATIONS AND AGREEMENTS

Ltilization of Zoning Entitlements. Owner may only wtilize the entitlements made

applicable to the Property by the Entitlement Applications if the Project contains the
conditions expressed in this covenant.

Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions upon Property. Owner declares that the Property
is subject to the following covenants, conditions and restrictions, which shall run with the
Property and bind all parties having right, title, or intevest in or to the Property or any part,
their respective heirs, successors, and assigns for the Term as set forth herein, Each deed

or conveyancee of any kind conveying all or a portion of the Property will conclusively be
held to have been exceuted, delivered, and accepted subject o these covenants, conditions
and restrictions, regardless of whether or not they are set out in full or by reference in the
deed or conveyance,

.21 Garbage Collection and Storage. The Project shall not locate trash collection
facilities within 200 feet of its eastern boundary.

[.2.2  Development Standards. All Town Home structures shall be limited o 2 stories
and 35 feet in height, as caleolated pursuant o the City of Austin Land
Development Code in effect on the Effective Date.

.23 Project Lavout. The final approved Project layout shall comply with the height
limitations cutlined in the hatched areas shown on the rough bubble plan concept,
attached hereto as Exhibit C, calculated pursuant to the City of Austin Land
Development Code in effect on the Effective Date, Additionally, no multi family
structurcs shall be constructed in aress shown as planned parkland in Exhibit
C. For the avoidanes of doubt, no structures exceeding the height limitations
called out generally in the hatched areas of Exhibit C shall be permitted. The
exact building locations will ke determined by Developer in its sole and absolute
discretion so long as the foregoing provisions in this paeagraph ave met.

1.2.4  Boundary Fence. Developer will construct an B<foot tall wrought-iron fence along
the entire eastern boundary of the Property, as well gs an B-foot-tall solid masonry
fence in the area generally as shown on Exhibit . The boundary fence shall
include 3 lockable gates, ench 4-feet in width, with digital locks, at locations
reasonably determined by Neighbor,

.25 Emengency Access. Access toand from the Property to the Meighboring Property
shall be Tor emergency purposes and vehicles only,  Ingress and Egress by
residents is prohibited,

.26 Photometric Plan.  As the Project is developed, Developer will share with
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Meighbor a copy of its photometric plan showing no light crossing over the
Property boundary lines and will meet relevant dark sky standards, both as
required by City Code.

.27 Impervious Cover, The maximum impervious cover of the Property shall be 50
percent, a5 caleulated pursuant to the City of Austin Land Development Code in
effect on the Effective Date,

.28 Cooperation, Ohwner shall support a rezoning or variance request with respect to
the three tracts owned by Neighbor in the form of a letter to City staff or through
testimony at a public hearing before the Land Use Commission or City Couneil,
unless a redevelopment of such teacts by Neighbor invelves Adule-Criented
Businesses or uses permilted under Major Industey or Industrial Park zoning
districts, each as described in the City of Austin Land Development Code in effect
on the Effective Date,

129 Alomey Review, Owner shall pay for Melghbor's reasonable attorney”s fees up
to ten thousand dollars (510,000,000 for the review and negotiation of this
(e laration.

Terms of Support, Motwithstanding any other provision of this Declaration, the items
listed in Section 1.2 ahove are enforceable by Neighbor only under the condition that the
Meighbor withdraws its protests of the Entitlement Applications and positively supports
the Entitlement Applications during the Austin City Council, Land Use Commission and
Environmental Commission meetings in which votes for the Entitlement Applications
take place. This support may be in the form of a letter (o the Land Use Commission, the
Mayor of Austin and the Auvstin Cily Council Members, or by a public statement during
such Land Use Commission and City Council mestings, To the extent that any sction is
taken or statement is made contrary to this paragraph by Neighbor or an authorized
representative of Meighbor prioe to the City granting the Entitlement Approvals, this
Deglaration shall be deemed null and void.

I DEFAULT AND REMEDIES

Remedies, Following the occurrence of a breach of (i) Owner's obligations under Section
1.2 of this Declaration or (1i) Neighbor's obligations under Seetion 1.3 of this Declaration,
only Owner, including its successors and assigns, and Meighbor shall be entitled o
institute proceedings for full and adequate reliel from the consequences of said breach or
threatened breach, including the right to enforee the provisiens by pursuing any and all
remedies availuble at law or in equity, including withowt Dimitation by specific
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performance and injunctive relief. If Owner or Neighbor shall fail to comply with any
term, provision or covenant of this Declaration (a *Defaulting Party™) and shall not cure
such fuilure within thirty (300 days afler receipt of written notics (or iF the default is of
such character as to require more than thirty (300 davs to cure and the Defaulting Party
shall fail to commence to cure the same within such period or shall fail to wse reasonable
diligence in curing such default thereafter) from a person or entity with the right hereunder
to seek relief for such breach (a “Non-Defaulting Party™) to the Defaulting Party of such
failure, the Non-Defaulting Party shall have the option of pursuing any remedy it may
have at law or In equity, including, without limitation, specific performance or injunctive
relief from a court of competent jurisdiction. For the avoidance of doubt Meighbor shall
not be liable for damages in the cvent that the Entitlement Applications are not approved
notwithstanding Meighbor's compliance with Section 1.3 of this Declaration.

. GENERAL PROVISIONS

Mo Third-Party Beneficiary. The provisions of this Declaration are for the exclusive
benefit of the parties hereto, and thelr successors and assigns as owners of the Property
and Meighboring Property, and not for the benefit of any third person, including without
limitation, the City of Auvstin, nor shall this Declaration be deemed o have conferred
any rights, express or implied, upon any third person or the public.

Mo Dedication, No provision of this Declaration shall ever be construed to grent or create
any rights whatsoever in or to any portion of the Property other than the covenants,
eonditions and restrictions specifically set forth herein, Mothing in this Declaration shall
ever constitute or be construed as a dedication of any interest herein described to the
public or give any member of the public any right whatsoever.

Motice, All notices required or permitted to be given hereunder, or given in regard to this
Declaration, shall be in writing and the same shall be given and be deemed (o have been
served, given and received (a) one (1) business day alter being placed in a prepaid package
with a national, reputable overnight courier addressed to the other party at the address
herginalier specified; or (b) if mailed, three (3) business days following the date placed
in the United States mail, postage prepaid, by certified mail, return receipt requested,
wddressed o the party at the address hereinafler specified, Owner may change thelr
respective addresses for notices by giving five (3) business days’ advance written nolice
to the other in the manner provided for hereln, Until changed in the manner provided
herein, Crwner and Meighbor's addresses for notice iz as follows:

Owner:
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parties and their respective successors and assigns, Reference to “Orhwner™ includes the
future owners of their respective portions of the Property, including any portions of the
Property that may in the future be created as sepamte fracts pursuant (o resubdivision of
any portion of the Property, Reference to “Neighbor” includes the future owners ef all or
any portion of the Meighboering Property. The singular number includes the plural and
the masculine gender includes the feminine and neuter,

Estoppel Certificates. Owner (or any mortgagee holding a first lien security interest in
eny portion of the Property) may, at any time and from time (o time, in connection with
the lepsing, sale or transfer of its tract, or in connection with the financing or refinancing
of its traet by any bona fide mortgage, deed of trust or sale-leaseback made in good faith
and for value, deliver a written notice to the other party requesting that such party execute
a certificate, in a form reasonably acceptable to such party, certifying that, to such party's
then current actual (not constructive) knowledge, (a) the other party is not in default in
the performance of its obligations to or affecting such party under this Declaration, or, if
in default, describing tht nature and amount or degree of such default, and () such other
information regarding the status of the obligations under this Declaration as may be
reasonably requested. A party shall execute and veturn such certificate within twenty (200
days following its receipt of o request therelor,

Counterparis; Multiple Originals. This Declaration may be executed simultaneosusly in

twio or more counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original and all of which
together shall constitute one and the same instrument,

Conllict with Ordinanee,  To the extent that any of the covenants, conditions and
restrictions contained within this Declaration conflict with terms or conditions addressed
in the zoning ordinance issued by the City of Austin in connection with the Entitlement
Applications, or any supporting materials, for purposes of this Declaration the terms and
conditions of this Declaration shall control.

Approval of the City Applications. Motwithstanding any other provision of this
Declaration to the contrary, the agreements of Owner reflected herein are conditioned
upon final approval (i, thicd reading) of the Entitlement Applications by the City of
Austin City Council, with no subsequent appeal, and in a form and on terms and
conditions acceptable o Owner in its sole diseretion, 17 the Entitlement Approvals are nol
granted in a form accepteble w Owner, the covenants, conditions and restrictions
contained within this Declaration shall not be applicable and shall be terminated. To the
extent that (i) this Declaration is not deemed applicable and terminated pursuant to the
immediately preceding sentence, (1) Meighbor viclates Section 1.3 hercof, (iii) the
Declaration expires pursuant to Section 3,110 or (iv) Owner and Meighbor, or the then
cwmners of the Property and Neighboring Property, agree to terminate the Declaration, this
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