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PUBLIC HEARING INFORMATION

Although applicants and/or their agent(s) are expected o attend a public
hearing, . However, if you do attend, you
have the opportunity to spesk FOR ar AGAINST the proposed
development or change. Yon may also comiact 2 ue:gilbothood or
envirommental organization that has expressed an interest I an
application affecting your neighborhoed.

During a public hearing, the board or commission may postpone or
continue an application’s hearing to a iater date, or recommend approval
or denia! of the application. If the board or commission announces a
specific date and time for a postponement or continuation that is not later
than 60 days from the annowncement, 1o further notice is required,

A board or commission’s decision may be appsaled by a person with
standing to appeal, of &n interested party that is identified as a person who
can appeal the decision. The body holding » public hearing o an appeal
will determine whether 8 person has standing to appeal the decision.

An imterested party is defined as a person who is the applicant or record
owner of the subject prapesty, or who comununicates an interest to a
board or commmizsion by:

» delivering a written siatement to the board or commission before or
during the public hearing that generally identifies the issues of
concern {it may be dellvered to the contacr person lsted on o
notice}; ot

«  appearing and speaking for the record at the public hearing;

and:

» pgcupies a primary residence that is within 500 feet of the subject
property of proposed dovelopment,

« I5 the resord owner of property within 500 feet of the subject property
or proposed development; or

« is an officer of an environmental or neighborhood organization that
has an interest in or whose declared boundaries are within 500 feet of
the subject property or proposed development.

A notice of appeal must be filed with the dirsctor of the respunsible
department no Jater than 10 days after the decision. An appeal form may
be available from the responsible department.

For additional information on the City of Austin’s land development

| process, vieit our web site: www austintexas, gov/devervices.
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before or ar a public bearing, Your comments should include the aame of the
board or commission, or Council; the scheduled date of the public hearing; the
Case Mumber; and the contact person listed on the notice. All comments
received will becorme part of the public record of this case,

Case Number: C15-2024-0013
Contact: Elaine Ramirez, 512.974-2262

Public Hearing: Board of Adjustment,
Lwirtie e i flosh

Your Name (please print) .
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O Iam in favor
B object
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{ If you vse this form to comment, It ;iay be returned to:
City of Austin-Devejopment Services Department/ 15t Floor
Elaine Ramirez, 512-974-2202
Scan & Email to: Elaine Ramirex@austintexas.gov

8/11/2024, 10:20 PM
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F Witcher McCullough
Attorney
6707 Bridge Hill Cove

Austin, Texas 78746

August 11, 2024

Re :Public Hearing Board Of Adjustment August 12,2024
(Case NumberbC15-2024-0025)
To The Austin Board if Adjustment
via email to Elaine Ramirez @ austintexas.gov

| have resided at 6707 Bridge Hill Cove, Austin, Texas 78746 since October 1988. |
am very familiar with the 8-home subdivision known as Bridge Hill Cove
Subdivision

[ have been an attorney licensed in Texas since 1970. | have practiced law with
some of the largest and most prominent law firms in Texas. | have also served as

an Austin Municipal Court Judge A substantial amount of my legal experience has
been involved with real estate issues

| have reviewed the submissions by the Appellant and certain of the
communications between the Appellant {(Warren Konkel) and the owner of the
subject property (Christy May) as well as some of the supposed “evidence”
submitted by Appellant Not to be ignored is that Appeliant does not “reside” in

Bridge Hill Cove as it is expected the new construction of his home will take about
2 years.

I am familiar with the involved properties since their original construction. |
understand that Mr Konkel has basically started totally new construction with a
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goal of enhancing the future value of his site that will result in the collateral
damage of diminishing the value or her home by his misdirected behavior.

It is my opinion that this appeal is not only frivolous but the sole intention is to
deprive Mrs May of her legal rights to her property. Based on the communications
and documents filed by Appellant, it is apparent to me that his goal has been and
continues to be to unlawfully take that property to which he is not intitled through
misguided efforts not sanctioned by Austin City regulations. Through his bullying
tactics he has caused Mrs May and her family a great deal of unnecessary stress
that most likely is actionable. | view his allegations as nothing more than creating
3 situation not only burdensome to her and her family but to the entire
neighborhood. He has created a very hostile environment to the neighbors of
Bridge Hill Cove who have lived in this subdivision for many years

| encourage the City to fully and closely examine the allegations made by
Appeliant | believe the City will find Appellant’s intentions are bad faith efforts to
gain control of a significant part of her legal and equitable property rights, Mrs
May has always made it her goal to follow all rules and regulations to gain the

appropriate City approvals. | feel certain the same is not true of Appellant’s
motives

For the foregoing reasons, among others, and the evidence before this Board, !
join in the request to deny Appellant’s appeal in all respects.






