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Slopes Table

Number

Minimum Slope

Maximum Slope

Color

Area (Acres)

0.00%

16.00%

12

16.00%

25.00%

0.1

>25.00%

0.2




Variance Recommendation and Conditions

Staff recommends the variance, having determined that the required findings of
fact have been met.

Staff also recommends and supports the following conditions in accordance to
approved variance exhibifs:

e Provide 8 additional trees at 3 caliper inches on site.
e Provide structural containment of fill with retaining walls



EV Commission Moftion

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMISSION MOTION 20221207-003

Date: December 7,
For: Bedford. Brimer. Bristol, Qureshi, Ramberg, Schiera, and Scott
Subject: Oltorf Site Plan, SP-2021-0091C Against: Agwirre and Thompson
Abstain: None
i ennifs i ] Recuse: None
/ He = r L. Bris s 'H r Bedfor
Motion by or L Buistol Seconded by: Perry ord Absent: Barrett Bixler and Nickells
RATIONALE:

WHEREAS, the Environmental Commission recognizes the applicant is requesting
1. To vary from LDC 25-8-301 to allow driveways on slopes over 15%
[ -8-341 to allow cut over 4 feet up to 8 fee
2 to allow fill over 4 feet up to 20.5 feet Kevin Ramberg, Environmental Commissio

‘WHEREAS, the Environmental Commission recognizes the site is located in the Country Club West
Watershed, Suburban. Desired Development Zone; and

WHEREAS, Environmental Commission understands there is an additional overlay that establishes business
hours; and

WHEREAS, the Environmental Commission recognizes that Staff recommends this vaniance with conditions,
with staff conditions having determined the required findings of fact have been met.

THEREFORE, the Environmental Commission recommends the variance request with the following:
Staff Conditions

Provide 8 additional trees at 3 caliper inches.
Provide structural containment of fill with retaining walls.

Environmental Commission Conditions

Recommend use dar es lighting that casts down to reduce light emitting into the adjacent properties,
including the lighting for business signage. Minimize lighting during non-business hours while still
meeting safety needs.

Review site with staff to see if there is space to add additional trees.

Consider installing electric vehicle charging spaces for employees or as a business epportunity for the
convince store proprietor.

Install recycling stations for patrons and businesses on the property. Follow all commercial recycling
requirements.




EV Commission Moftion

Staff Conditions

1. Prowvide 8 additional trees at 3 caliper inches.
2. Prowvide struciural contamnment of fill with retamnmg walls.

Environmental Commission Conditions
1. Eecommend use dark skies lighting that casts down to reduce light enufting mto the adjacent properties,

mncluding the lighting for business signage Minimize lighting dunng non-busmess hours while still
meeting safety needs.

Review site with staff to see if there is space to add additional trees.

Consider installing electric velucle charging spaces for employees or as a business opportumity for the
convince store proprnietor.

Install recycling stations for patrons and businesses on the property. Follow all commmercial recycling
requirements.

Consider adding native pollinator-friendly plants.
Prohibit gasoline sales or gas station business on the property.
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NIEMANN & HEYER, LLP.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
WESTGATE BUILDING, SUITE 313
1122 COLORADO STREET
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2101
CONNIE NIEMANN HEYER TELEPHONE

FAX
CONNIEHEYER@NIEMANNLAW.COM

To: Austin Planning Commission June 28, 2023
From: Connie Heyer, attorney for Monaco Homeowners’ Association, Inc.

Re: Opposition to SP-2021-0091C, Oltorf and Wickersham project, scheduled to be heard before the planning
commission July 11, 2023.

Dear Planning Commission members:
This firm represents the Monaco Homeowners’ Association, Inc. Monaco is a 56-unit development of homes
located immediately adjacent to the applicant’s proposed building site. Monaco HOA is strongly opposed to the

requested variances.

Applicant’s variance:

* asks for five times the cut and fill that is allowed by code;
* would result in a retaining wall 20°-23” running the entire length of the joint property line;

* would thus result in the 56 Monaco homeowners being in a “hole” under a towering wall, affecting light,
affecting property values, affecting aesthetics, and compromising safety due to the expansive clay soils on the
property; and

* is not necessary to meet ADA as applicant claims. Two prior site plans that also met ADA and were never
built met ADA and asked for no cut and fill variance.

Monaco’s land is at a slightly lower elevation

than applicant’s land:
T.'-"‘l A7 ot

f' “A.



Connie Heyer

Connie Heyer
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Applicant’s site plan proposes a 20°-23* wall (yellow) running the length of the property line:
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For scale, the Berlin Wall, shown below, was 14’ high. Applicant’s requested wall is 50% taller than this, with
25’ of buildings on top of it, for a total height of more than 45’ -- towering over their Monaco neighbor’s homes
and backyards.






