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(3) known ownership und preposed development of adjacent undevelozza
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V//‘ (k) existing adjzcent streets or development which impact upon azcass
decisions within the proposed POADP.
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CITY OF SAN ANTONIO

SAN ANTONIO TEXAS T8 285

Y April 14, 1987

Mr. Anibal Gutierrez
Vickrey & Asscociates

7334 Blanco Road, Suite 109
San Antonio, Texas 78216

RE: Foster Meadows POADP
File #172

Dear Gutierrez:

The Development Review Committee has reviewed and accepted your revised plan
for Foster Meadows.

Please note that this action by the Committee does not establish any commitment
for the provision of utilities, services or zoning of any type now or in the
future by the City of San Antonio. Additionally, this action does not confer
any vested rights to plat under the existing Subdivision Regulations. Any
platting will have to comply with the Subdivision Regulations in force at the
time of platting.

If you have any questions, please contact Roy Ramos at 299-7900.
Sincerely,
i
Michael C. O'Neal, AICP
Planning Administrator

Dept. of Planning

MCO/RR/sm
Encl.

TAN EQUAL QIPPO@RIT U N FTY EMPLOYER""



CITY OF sSAIN ANTONIO

O BOX 9066
SAN ANTONIO. TEXAS 78285

May 19, 1986

Vickrey & Associates

Mr. Anibal Gutierrez

7334 Blanco Road, Suite 109
San Antonio, Texas 78216

RE: Foster Meadows
File #85-20-56-26
(Revised April 23, 1986)

Dear Mr. Gutierrez:

The POADP Committee has reviewed and accepted your revised plan for
Foster Meadows with the alteration of Unit-3.

Please note that this action by the committee does not establish any
commitment for the provision of utilities, services or zoning of any type
now or in the future by the City of San Antonio. Additionally, this
action does not confer any vested rights to plat under the existing
Subdivision Regulations. Any platting will have to comply with the
Subdivision Regulations in force at the time of platting.

If you have any questions, please contact Roy Ramos at 299-7896.

Sincerely,

Mepilead

Michael C. O'Neal
Planning Administrator
Dept. of Planning

MCO/RR/sm
Encl.
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April 22, 1985

Vickrey & Associates
Applicant: Attn: Aniba] Gutierrez

Address: 7334 Blanco R4, Suite
—é—-—-——._____;______

an Antonio,

109
Texas 78216

(¥ is in general compliance with the

( ) lacks compliance with the Subdivision

()
()

Street layout
Relation to adjoining
street systenm

Stub streets

Street jogs or
intersections
Dead-end Streets
Cul-de-sac Streets in
excess of 500

()
()

N~

Ej‘Preliminary Plan
EXP.0.A.D.P,

(Reviseq March 25,

Foster Meadows

85-20-56-26

Subdivigion Regulations

Regulations regarding:

() Low density lots
fronting onto major
thoroughfares

() 24 alley(s)
()
-_

(X) Comments: (See corments) -
_—

Please note
This action
services of
this action
Regulations,
in force ar

does not establish any

does not confer any
Any platting will
the time of platting.

e,
e S e =

that thege are staff commentg and not Plannip

g Commission comments.

commitment for the provision of utilities or
any type now or in the future by the City of

San Antonio, Additionally,

Vested rights to plat under the existing Subdivision
have to comply with the Subdivision Regulations



Foster Meadows
Page 2

The POADP Committee extends their appreciation for meeting with us to review
your plan. The new amended plan with 60' collectors has been accepted by
staff. The subdivision plats may be submitted for formal consideration.
Thank you for your patience and time.

If we may be of further service, please contact our office at 299-7900.

Sincerely,

. Michael C. O‘NeaW\
Planning Administrator
sm

cc: Sam Parnes, P.O. Box 18428, San Antonio, Texas 78286



CITY OF SAN ANTONIO

o] BOX 9066

SAN ANTONIO TEXAS 78285

March 25, 1985

Applicant: Vickrey & Associates

Address: 7334 Blanco Rd, Suite 109
San Antonio, TX 78216

[J Preliminary Plan
Re: Foster lMeadows ¥ P.0.A.D.P.
File #. 85-20-56-26

The above has been reviewed by Planning and Traffic staff and it has been determined
that @t

(XX is in general compliance with the Subdivision Regulations

( ) lacks compliance with the Subdivision Regulations regarding:

( ) Street layout ( ) Low density lots
( ) Relation to adjoining fronting onto major
street system thoroughfares

( ) Stub streets 24" alley(s)
( ) Street jogs or
intersections
( ) Dead-end streets
( ) Cul-de-sac streets in

excess of 500'

NS
S NS

( ) See annotations/comments on attached copy of your plan.
(XX Comments: See Attached

Please note that these are staff comments and not Planning Commission comments.

This action does not establish any commitment for the provision of utilities or
services of any type now or in the future by the City of San Antonio. Additicnally,
this action does not confer any vested rights to plat under the existing Subdivision
Regulations. Any platting will have to comply with the Subdivision Regulations

in force at the time of platting.

Michaeﬂﬂt. 0"Neal

Chief, Current Planning



March 25, 1985 Foster Meadows
85-20-56-26

The staff POADP committee has reviewed the Foster Meadows plan
and has identified a concern regarding the two major streets,
specifically Sinclair Road and the proposed north-south street.
Because these streets will continue beyond the boundaries of
your subdivision and will function as major collectors, the
committee strongly recommends that they be designed as collectors
with 44 feet of paving for their entire length and that the plan
be revised to minimize the number of residential lots fronting
onto these two streets.

Please submit a new POADP if you concur with these recommendations.
If you wish to discuss these comments, please contact Eddie
Guzman at 299-7900.

Sincerely,

Planning Aministrator



CITY OF SAEAN ANTONIO

BOX 3066

SAN ANTONMIC TEXAS 78285

Y

April 14, 1987

. Mr. Anibal Gutierrez
Vickrey & Associates
7334 Blanco Road, Suite 109
San Antonio, Texas 78216

RE: Foster Meadows POADP
File #172

Dea; Gutierrez:

The Development Review Committee has reviewed and accepted- your revised plan
for Foster Meadows.

Please note that this action by the Committee does not establish any commitment
for the provision of utilities, services or zoning of any type now or in the
future by the City of San Antonio. 2Additionally, this action does not confer
any vested rights to plat under the existing Subdivision Regulations. Any
platting will have to comply with the Subdivision Regulations in force at the
time of platting.

If you have any questions, please contact Roy Ramos at 299-7900.

Sincerely,

Michael C. O'Neal, AICP
Planning Administrator
Dept. of Planning

MCO/RR/sm

Encl.

"TAN EQUAL CPPOGRTUNITY EMPI ven: .



HARRY JEWETT ASSOCIATES, INC.

Enginieers v Pl anmners v Consultants
TRANSMITTAL
Date: June 4, 2002 ﬁ { (/ ﬁ S ‘](
¢ aw
To: KB Homes - Land Planning # . ‘) o( \Y
. .,‘ V.
Attn: Herb Quiroga < ¢ ) ‘; g@/
, WV
Project: Foster Meadows, Unit 14-B l/‘ & ]} | 0 ’%”
Job No. 99017 4 - 4

0.5
We are transmitting: P " Q )

v attached _ 5’0 'O/‘

(1 under separate cover via:

O agreement Q by mail Q for your use h Z
O check v hand delivered O for review and comment (/)

¢ plans O to be picked up O for approval

O plat O local courier v as requested

Q submittal O long distance courier O revised as requested

[ survey

v text

Accompanying this transmittal please find the following:

1

uaEkz

By:

One (1) set of construction plans, dated September 12, 2000

Annexation Court Order signed by judge August 14, 2000

Grandfather Court Order signed by Judge James Barlow, September 25, 2000
Grandfather Affidavit signed by Thomas Wendorf, dated July 20, 2000
Ordinance #91037, dated December 16, 1999

O b,

Josep

Hem/andez

?;

27611 North Main Avenue a San Antonio, Texas 78212-2920 a (210) 737-3417 a (210) 733-5384 Fax
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CAUSE NQ, 2000CT-17663
R. DROQKS |IARDEL, TRUSTEE IN THE DISTRICT COURT
OF THE FARMCO TRUST,
DAVENPORT, L.L.C., GENERA.
PSARTNER OF VWC, LTD,, and
CL{FFORD E. MORTON,

v HEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS
THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO,

TIM BANNWOLF, INDIVIDUALLY

AND AN CHAIRMAN OF THE

ANNEXATION COMMITTEE QF

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY

OF SAN ANTONIO, MARIO M. SALAS,

IR., INDIVIDUALLY AND AS A,

MEMBER OF THE CITY COUNCIL

§
¥
§
§
§
§
Plaintiffs, §
§
3
§
§
§
§
3
;
§
g
OF TUE CQITY OF SAN ANTONIO, and  § .
§
§
§
§

EMIL R MONCIVALS, DIRECTIOR OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF FLANNING

OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIGQ,

§

Defendants. 57th JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ACREFD ORDER

On the 14th day ol December 2000 the Courl considered Pluintiffs’ Applicatinn fas

Tamporary Injunciion in the sbove-referenced cuuse. Plaintiffs R. Brooks Hardee, Trustee of the
Farmco Trust; Davenport, L.L.C.. General Partner of VWG, Ltd,; and Chfford E. Marton, and
Defendents Clty of San Amtonio, Tim Barnwolf, Mario M. Salas, Jr., and Emil R. Maongivais
appeared by and through counset o7 record und snnounced to the Court that they requested the Court
to enter an agreed order to abate the need foc 3 lemporary restraining order by confirming cenain
agrecments between the patties. Accordingly, it s heteby |

ORDERED as follows.

996 €08 017:173d ; ANYAWO) ¥343YHDS SL:6T (3NL)T0 .
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I FARMUCO TRUST TRACT

From and after the date ul Uy urder, the reul praperty currently owned by the Farmeo Trusl,
identified by outlined yellow highlighting on Exhidit A herelo, which is incorporuted into this order
a3 il copied herein in total, may be used or put to use by Plaintiff R, Brooks Hardes, Truytse of (he
Fanmco Trust, his successors, grantees, and assigns, and ull olher persons or entities to whom said
property ar any part thergof is granteu, sold, conveyed, assigned. leascd, or otherwise transferred,
for the development, construction and use a5 @ manufactured home community within Units 1
Urough 18 as shown on Exhibit A, and for Commercial and High Density Residential uses on the
frontage tracts along the south side of Highway 87 East. Thess uses shall not be subject to
expiration or termination as non-confcrming rights under Chapter 35 of the Code of the City of San
Antonio, to the eatent saic said chapter is in conflict with section 43.002 of the Texas Local
Covernment Code. The right of current and fulure land uses of the Farmeo Trust Tract, granted by
thiy urder shull be allowed to continue under the protection of section 43.002 of the Texzs Locul
Government Code. Any future zoning ordinance(s) cnacted by Defendan: City ol San Artonio shall
nat limil the uses allowed by tiis order, to the extent such ordinances are in conﬂi.ct. with Section
43.002 o/ the Texas Local Government Code.

(1. MORTON TRACT

From and after the date of this order, the real property currently owned by Clifford . Morton
("Morton”), identified by the biue highlight outline on Exhibit A hereto, which is incorparated inte
this order us if writtan fully herein, may be used or pul lo use by Murton, his successors, grantess,
and assiyns, and all cther persens or zntities ta whom said propetty or any part thersof is granted,
sold, sonveyed, ayigned, leused, or ollierwise transterred, for the development, consiruction and use

for Commercial or High Density Residential uses. Such cutrent ar future use(s) protected by section

22239100; Dec-1¢.20  4:CRAN; Page 3§
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€00 4

43,002 of the T'exus Local Governmien: Code shal! not be subject to any restrictions that would
ordinarily apply to terminate or liimit the duration of non-conforming rights under Chapter 33 of the
San Antonio City Code, 1o the exter! said chapter is in conflict with scction 43,002 of ihe Texas
Local Governnent Code. The right ¢l current and {Lture land uses of the Marton Tract, granted by
this order shall be allowed to continue under the protection of section 42.00Z of the Texay Locul
Government Code. Any fulure zoning ordinance(s) cnacted hy Defemant City of Sun Antouio shall
aot limit the uses allowed by this order, 1o the extent such ordinances are in conflict with Section
43.002 of the Texus Local Government Code.
I VWC TRACT

From and afler the cute of Ihis order, the real property currently owned by YWC, Lid,
identified by the ycllow highlight eutline on Exhibit B hereta, which is incorparated into this order
as if written fully her=in, may be used or put to use oy YWC, L, lts successors, grantees, and
assigns, and all vlher persons or entities tg whom said property of any part thereaf is granted, sold,
conveyed, assigned, leased, ot otherwise transferred, for the deyelopment, consiruction and use for
High Density Residential or Comumercial uses, including Light Indusirial uses. Such current or
future use(s), as a use protected under Section 43.002 of the Taxas Local Government Code, shull
not be subject to any restrictions that would ardinartly apply to limit or tenninate the duration of
nern-conforming rights under Chuptir 33 of the San Antonio City Codg, to the extent said chapter
ia in conflict with section 43,002 of the Texas Local Government Code. The rignt of current and
future land uses of the VWG Tract, granled by this order shall be allowed to continue under the
protection of section 43,002 of the Texas Loval Gavernment Code. Any future zoning ordinanee(s)
enacted by Defendznt City of San Antonio shall not limit the uses allowed by this order, to the extent

such ordinances are in conflict with Section 43.002 of the Texas Local Government Code.

89pe =08 Gii:14L ‘ ANYANOD ¥T43FHOS 07:81 (3ALI 70 H0-

2229400 Dec.14.00 &:29PM; Page 4/5
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Sart By: ' 2229100, Dec-14-00 &:ngF'; Page S:3

V. GENERAL

The Plaintiffs agree thul the uses ailowed by this order shall not include:

L. Racetracks;

2, Rendering plants or stoskyurds;

i Plants for the manufacture. refining, or storage of gas,

4, Asbestos products manufacturing,

3. Hazardous products or materals manufacturing,

6. Non-medical nuclesr or radiation produc!s manufacturing,

7. Pesticides manufactuiing;

8. Industrial or municipul waste facilities or junk or salvage yards:

9 Batching or bulk plans or terminals; X

10.  Electroplating, smelting, or meral forying plants; or
11, Sexually aoriented business.
FURTHER ORDERED from and afier the date of this order Defeadant City of San Antonic,

its officers, apents, attorneys, servants, employees. and ol] other persons in active concert and

CHEADIBRCT Iy

participation shall permit all Plainti}s, their respective successors, grantecs, and sssigns, and ail
other persons or entities to whom any of the deseribed properties of said Plaintiffs of any part thereof
is granted, sold, conveyed, ussigned, |eased, or otherwise transferred to put 3aid propertizs to any usc
permitted in this order and shall not taks any action to interfere wilh, alter, prohibit, restret,
diminislt, impair, hinder, or othierwise adverselv afTect the uses to which said ptuperiies may be put

utider the terms of (his order. )
"

) A
Thiy agresd order is interlocitory and final disposition of khe malitcrs ordeped horeln shwi Y (e

aiviectriakd D Egdis | _""f‘_________.m..

P00 4 Gapg Q9 N7 TATU Mo/ A A 1mrrer a o
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_:59‘."'. y: H
SIGNED und ORDERED ENTERED this datg: /CZQ“‘ /o o :

JUDGE PRESIDING

THE GARDNER LAW [[IRM
A Professional Corporatioly

745 E. Mulberry, Suite 100
San Antonio, Texag 78212-3149

(210) 733.8191 - Telephone
(210) 733-5538 - Facsimile

Y /
By: /{/ LEE /7~ oﬁ

William W, Sommers A Y
Stute Bar No, 18342800 5
_ Kevin M. Warburton
W State Bar No. 20816600
o
i ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS

i’

W
DENTON, McKAMIE & NAVARRO
A Professional Corporation

{700 Tower Liife Building

310 South St. Mary's Street

San Antonio, Texus 78208.3111

s EEL

SUSAN C. RUCHA

State Bar No, 244788
1712 ;5D

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS

Wy
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X" 98/26/00 KON 10:48 FaX 21 78 7480 IAYNES AND BOONE LI @007

i

CAUSE NO. 2000-C1-05220

SURVIVOR, INC, and BROOKS HARDEE, § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
as Trustee for and on bebalf of THE §
FARMCO TRUST, §
: §
Plaintiffs, §
§

Vs, § 224TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

§
THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIG, §
§

Defendant § BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFES' MOTION FOR SUIMMARY
NT A R STS FOR ! AMUS AND
INJUNCTIVE REL FENDANTS FIRST
AMENDED MOTI[ON FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

On the 17th day of August, 2000, came on 1o be heard Plainuff's Mation for Suinmary
Judgment and requests for mand#mus and injunctive relief, and Defendant's First Amended Mation
for Summary Judgment.

The Court, having considered said Motions and requests, as well as the summary judgment
evidence and arguments of counsel, is of the opinion and finds that Defendant's First Amended
Motion for Summary Judgment should bs DENIED, and that Plaintiffs Motion for Summary
Judgment and ;aqués-t's; for mandemus and injunctive relief be GRANTED.

Itis, Ihf:‘rcforc, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that Defandant's First Amended
Mation for Summary Judgment be, and the same is hereby DENIED: that Plaintiffs' Motion far
Summary Judgment and requests for mandamus and injunctive relief be, and the same are hersby

GRANTED,; and the Court hereby declares, finds and orders as foliows:

1. Plaintiffs have alleged that Defondant has attempred 10 apply Ordinance No. 81491

(Edwards Aquifer) to Churchill Estates Unit 12-B, Foster Meadaws Units 4-18, and Woodridge



- . O9/25/00 KON 10:4B FAX 2178 7450 HAYNES AND ROONE LL’
. ; Qo003

Units BA and EB, whereas Defendan! has denjed applyiﬂng-said Ordinance 1o said units. The parties
have now acknowledged and agreed that Defendant has nat applied and will not apply said
Ordinance 1o said units. The pariies have stipulated and agreed thar Plaintiffs have vested rights
under Chapler 245 of the Texas Local Government Code as 1o said Ordinance No. 81491 and,
therefore, said Ordinance is "grandfathered” as to Plaintiffs and, thercfore, inapplicable and does not
epply to the subject Churchill Estates Unit 128, Foster Meadows Unils 4-1 8, and Woodridge Urits
8A and 8B,

2; Flaintiffs have alleged thal Defendant has attempted 10 apply Ordinance No. 78663
(landscapimg) to Churchill Estates Unlt 12-B, Foster Meadows Unils 4-18, and Woadridge Units 84
and 83, whereas Defendant has denied applying said Ordinance to said units. The partics have now
acknowledged and agreed that Defendant has not applied and will not apply said Ordinance 1o said
units. The partjes have stipulated and agreed (hat Plaintiffs have vested rights undar Chapter 245
ofthe Texas Local Gavernment Code as te said Ordinance No. 78663 and, therefore, s2id Qrdinance
is "grandfathered” as 1o Plainii{fs and, therefore, inapplicable and does not apply ta the subject
Churchil] Estates Urit 128, Foster Meadows Units 4-18, and Woodndge Units 8A and 6B,

3. Plainti{fs ha-.lre alleged that Defendant has attempted 1o app!y Ordinancs No. 85262
(tree preservation) 1o Churchiil Estates Unit 12-B, Foster Meadews Units 4-18, and Woodridge Unils
8A and 8D, whereas Defendant has denied applying said Ordinance 10 said units. The parties have
now acknowledged and agreed that Defendant has not applied and will not apply said Ordinance 10
said units. The parties have stipulated and agreed that Plaintiffs have vesied rights under Chapter

245 of the Texas Laca) Government Code as ta said Ordinance No. 85262 and, therefore, said
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Crdinance is "grandfathered" as 1o Plaintiffs and, therefore, inapplicable and does not apply to the
subject Churchill Estates Unit 12B, Foster Meadows Units 4-18, and Woodridge Units 8A and gB:

4, Plaintiffs have alleged that Defendunt has attzmpted to upply Crdinance No. 84917
(traffic impact analysis) to Churchill Estates Unit 12-B, Foster Meadows Units 4-1 8,and Woodridge
Units 8A and BB, whareas Defendant has denied applying said Ordinance 1o said units, The parties
have now acknowledged end agreed that Defendant has not applied and wil] not apply said
Ordinance to said units, The parties have stipulated and agreed that Plaintiffs have vestad rights
under Chapter 245 of the Texas Local Guverﬁmcm Code &s to said Ordinance No. 84517 and,
therefore, said Ordinance is "grandfathered” as to Plaintiffs and, therefore inapplicable and does not
apply Lo the subject Churchill Estates Unit 12B, Foster Meadows Units 4-18, and Woodridge Unils
8A and ER;

5. Plaintiffs have alleged that Defendant has atlempted to apply Ordinance Ne 91307
(new singls family resideatia) district) to Churchil] Estates Unit 12-B, Foster Meadows Units 4-18,
and Woodridge Unils BA and 8B, whereas Defendant has denied applying said Qrdinance (o sald
umts. The perties have now stipulated, acknewledged and agreed that Defendan has net applied and
wil] not apply said ledinan‘ct to s8id units. The parties have stipulated and agreed that PlaintifTs
have vested nights untlicr Chapler 245 of the Texas Local Government Code as to s21d Crdinance No.
91307 and, therefore, said Qrdinance is "grandfathered” as ta Pluiniiffs and, therefore, inapplicable

and' does not apply 1o the subject Churchill Estates Unit 128, Foster Meadows Units 4-18, and

Woodridge Units BA and 8B;

é The Court declares and find that, as jo Ordinance No. 86711 {drainage), Plantiffs

have vested rights pursuant to Chap:er 245 of the Texas Lacal Government Code and, therefore, said
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Ordinance is "grandfathered" as to Plainliffs deve!opmc{;t Emhc subject Churchill Estates Unit 128,
Foster Meadows Units 4-18, and Woodridge Units BA and 8B, and, as sct forth herein, Defendant
is enjoined from applying said Ordinance to said units;

T The Court declares and finds thal, asto Ordinance No. 88292 (pavement, right-of-way
widths and street cross sections), Plaintiffs have vested rights pursuant to Chapter 245 of the Texas
Loca) Government Code and, therefore, said Ordinance is "grandfathered” as 1o Plaintiffs
development of he subject Churchill Estates Unit 12B, Foster Meadows Units 4-18, and Woodridge
Units BA and 8B, and, as set forth herein, Defendant is enjoined from applying said Ordinance 1o
said umts;

8. The Coun deciares and finds thal, as to Ordinance No. 86715 (develapment permls),
Plaintiffs have vested rights pursuant 1o Chapter 245 of the Texas Loca! Governmeat Code and,
therefore, said Ordinance is “grandfathered” as 1o Plaintiffs' development of the subject Churchil)
Estates Unit 12B, Foster Meadows Units 4-18, and Woodridge Unils 8A and 88, and, as set forth
herein, Defendant is enjoined from applying said Ordinance to said units;

9. The Court further declares, finds and orders that each of the ghove enumerated
ordinances are not effective against and may not be applicd to or enforced by Defendant agains:
Plainliffs as ta lh; sul;jcct Churchill Estates Unit 128, Foster Meadows Units 4-18, and Woodridge
Units 84 and 8B,

10.  TheCourt further declares, finds and arders that Plainti f[s ure entitled to the requested
mandamus pursuant (o the pro';'isicns aof Chapler 245, Section 245.006 of the Texas Lacal
Ciovernment Code and, therefore, it i5 hereby ORDERED that Dafendant, including all afficials,

employees, ageats znd repressnlatives, be and is hereby directed to prompily conduct any and all
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required current and future inspections and/or reviews concening Plaintiffs development of
Churchill Estates Unit 128, Faster Meadows Units 4-18, and Woodndge Units 8A and 8B based
solely on the above established vested nights pursueint to said Chapter 245 and 1o promptly issue
letters of approval for and release all pending or filed plat applications and ather pemmits or
approvals basad solely on said vested rights, and not on the above enumerated erdinances,

11. TheCaun further declares, finds and orders that Plaintiffs are entitled (o the requested
injunciive relief pursuant to the provisians of Chaprer 245, Scction 245,006 of the Texas Local
Government Code and, therefore, ORDERS that Defendant, including all officials, employees,
agents, and representatives, be and is hereby enjoined from taking any action to apply any of the
abéve cnumerated ordinances zo‘the subject Churoh@ll Estates Unit 12B, Foster Mesdows Units 4-18,
and Woodnidge Units 8A and 5B being developed by Plaintiffs or from otherwise taking any actian
-ar inaction to avoid or deny Plainliffs vested nights in the penuifting end development of said units
This paragraph of this ORDER shali nat be effective unless and until Plainiiffs execute and fle with
the clerk a bond, in confarmity with the Jaw, in the amount of One Thousand Deilars ($1,000.00),
The clerk shal! forthwith on the filing by Plaintiffs af the bond, and on approving the bond sccording
1a the Jaw, issle a temporary injunction in conformity with the law and the terms of this ORDER.

All o!ﬁér relielrequested in Plaintiffs' Petition herein, including damagss and the amowrnt of
attomeys fees, shall be detepnined at the time bf the trial hierein, which is hereby sct for

W Doon & K00
ey
SIGNED and SO ORDERED thi ~day of September, 2000.

JAMEYE. BARLOW
TUDGE PRESIDING
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UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT CODE

Sec. 35-3077. R4 manufactured home resi-
dence districts.

(a) These districts are composed of areas suit-

able for manufactured homes and compatible uses.
The districts are intended to provide suitable lo-
cations for HUD-code manufactured homes on in-
dividual lots as well as for manufactured home
parks. The district regulations are designed to
provide adequate protection both for the manu-
factured homes and for the surrounding develop-
ment.

(b) HUD-code manufacture homes may be lo-
cated on individual lots outside of a manufactured
home park provided they are permanently installed
and limited to one home per lot. In addition they
shall be subject to the following standards which
are designed to ensure acceptable compatibility
in exterior appearance between HUD-code manu-
factured homes and site built dwellings that have
been or may be constructed in adjacent or nearby
locations.

{1) HUD<ode manufactured homes shall be per-
manently affixed to a foundation with a
visible foundation system and skirting ac-
ceptably similar in appearance to founda-
tions of site built residences. The founda-
tion shall form a complete enclosure under
exterior walls. Wheels and axles shall be
removed. All units must also have covered
front and rear entries, and site built steps
and porches.

{2) The minimum width of a HUD-code manu-
factured home, excluding any attendant
structures or additions assembled on the
site, shall be twenty (20) feet.

(3) Each HUD-code manufactured home shall
have a sloping roof with eave projections of
at least six (6) inches, constructed with ma-
terial generally acceptable for site built hous-
ing. The pitch of the main roof shall not be
less than one (1) foot of rise for each four (4)
feet of horizontal run.

(4) Any materials that are generally accept-
able for site built housing may be used for
exterior finish if applied in such a manner
as to be similar in appearance, provided,

Supp. No. 19
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§ 35-3078

however, that reflection from such exterior
shall not be greater than from siding coated
with clean, white, semigloss enamel paint.

(c) Development standards for manufactured
home parks are specified in Article IV of this
chapter.

(Ord. No. 65513, § 2(f), 8-13-87; Ord. No. 67518,
7-21-88)

Sec. 35-3078. R-5 single-family residence dis-
trict.

(a) Purpose. The R-5 district is intended for
single-family residential use with a minimum lot
size of five thousand (5,000) square feet. The dis-
trict is appropriate for existing single-family
neighborhoods as well as for development of ad-
ditional single family areas which meet the min-
imum lot requirement. Its regulations are de-
signed to protect the district’s residential character
by generally prohibiting nonresidential uses, by
encouraging a suitable neighborhood environment
for family life by including among the permitted
uses such facilities as schools and churches, and
by preserving the openness of the area through
yard and area standards. While intended prima-
rily for detached dwellings, the R-5 district per-
mits the attachment of two (2) dwelling units.

(b) Setbacks. The minimum setbacks shall be
as specified in Section 35-3351 with the following
exceptions permitted for single-family dwellings.

(1) Front setback. For lots platted after April
15, 1991, the front setback may be stag-
gered between sixteen (16) and twenty-four
(24) feet provided an average setback of
twenty (20) feet is maintained within any
one block. If staggered setbacks are elected,
the applicant shall designate the setbacks
on the building permit application. In all
cases, there shall be a minimum of twenty
(20) feet between the property line and a
front entry garage or carport.

(2) Accessory structures. Accessory structures
may be built on the side and/or rear prop-
erty line irrespective of the location of the
principal dwelling unit provided they do not
encroach upon an easement. Accessory
structures which are located off the prop-
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S Ay (8) (C)
1965 Zoning District = 1938 Zoning District New Classification -
- - CS, RM-4, RM-6, MF-25, MF-40, MF-50, NC, O-1, L
R-8a - RE
R-8 - R-20
R-1C - NP-15
R-A N/a R-20
R-1B, - NP-10
R-1A - NP-8
R-7 B R-4
R-3 C, D Apartment MF-33
R-1 - R-6
R-5 A R-5
R-2, R-2A. R-6 = RM=3
R-4 -- Manufactured Home "MH"
-~ E Office 0-2
0-1 E . 0-2
C-1
B-1 -- (subject to subsection (d), above)
C-2
B-2 F.G. GG (subject to subsection (d), above)
C-2NA
B-2NA -- (subject to subsection (d), above)
B-3 H, HH C-3
B-3NA - C-3NA
B-3R -- C-3R
B-4 D
BP - BP
I-1 1°, 11, J, JJ, K, KK I-1
b
-2 L. LL, M, MM 2
Sand & Gravel "SG” n/a Sand & Gravel District "SG”
Quarry QD" n/a Quarry District "QD"
Entertainment "ED" n/a Entertainment District “ED”
ERZD n/a ERZD
Historic District “"H n/a Historic District *H”
Military Airport Overlay 1 "MAQO-1" n/a Military Airport Overlay 1 "MAQO-1"
Military Airport Overlay 2 "MAQ-2" n/a Military Airport Overlay 2 "MAO-2"
Military Reservation "MR” n/a Military Reservation "MR"
Planned Unit Development “PUD" n/a Planned Unit Development “PUD"
River Walk Overlay District "RWOD" N/a River Walk Overlay-3 "RW-3"
Temporary R-1 Temporary A R-6

(see Ord. No. 65513, '§ 2(f) [8-13-87];
and Ord. No. 74489, § 1(Alt. 1) [10-3-
91]). § 35-3011 of former UDC
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CAUSE NO. 2000-C1-05220

SURVIVOR, INC. and BROOKS HARDEE, 3§ IN THE DISTRICT COURT
as Truste= for and on behalf ¢f THE §
FARMCO TRUST, §
Plaintiffs, g
vi. g 224TH IUDICIAL DISTRICT
THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO, S
Defendant g BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS
AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G, WENDORF
STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF BEXAR g

BEFORE ME, the undersigned Notary Public, on this day personally appeared Thomas G.
Wendorf, the undersigned affiant, known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the
foregoing instrument, who, affer being by ms duly sworn on his oath, deposed and stated the
following:

1. My name is Thomzs G. Wendorf. I am over sighteen (18) years of age, am fully
competznt to testify to the matters herein stated, and have personal knowledge of
every statement contained herein. These statements are true and correct.

[ have been a licensed professional engineer since 1937, From 1983 to 1985 [ was
a staff engineer for the City of Missouri City, Texas. From 1685 to 1987, I was the
Assistant Director of Public Works for the City of Missouri City, Texas. From 1987
to 1990, I was employed as a ity engineer for the City of Missouri City, Texas,
Thereafter, beginning in 1990 until my employraent with the City of San Antonio i
1999, I was the Director of Public Works and city engineer for the City of Missouri

City, Texas.

!‘-J

3. 1 am currently employed by the City of San Antonio as Assistant Director of Pubkic
Works, In that capacity, I am partially responsible for the supervision of and am
familiar with the process by which land is developed within the City of San Aatonio
and the rules, regularions and erdinances that 2pply to such developments. A general
overview of the devslopment process for the City of San Antonio begins with t%:a
subminta] of a preliminary overail area development pla?. ('I?OADP). Qﬂm:-e the
POADP is accepted, the developers then submir a plat application for specific areas
shown on the POADP and payment of the applicable plat fees. After the plat
application is received by the city, the plat applicaﬁcmlan'd suppqrting documents are
then routed to and reviewed by various deparmments within the city, such as the water

EXHIBIT_ S



and sewer provider(s), electrical provider(s), other utility provider(s) and taxing
entities. After the various departments within the city, as well as other utility
providers and the taxing entities have reviewed the application and accompanying
documentation, recommendations are ther made by tha reviewing staff to the
Planning Director as to whether or not the plat should be fled with the Plenning
Commission. Ifthe platis epproved by the City’s Planning Commission and the land
to be developed is within the city limuts, the plat is sent for recording. If the plat js
approved by the City's Planning Commission and the land 10 be developed s located
outside of the city limits, then the plat is routed to the Bexar County Commissioners
Court for approval.

I am aware that on June 28, 2000, the parties to this suit entered into 2 joint
stipulation wherein the following facts were stipulated to:

The CITY OF SAN ANTONIO (the “CITY™) represents to the Court thatitis ahome
rule municipality,

Plaintiff, SURVIVOR, INC. represents to the Court that it is a corporation
that conducts business in Bexar County, Texas and is duly organized and
existing under the Jaws of the State of Texas,

Plaintiff, BROOKS HARDEE, represents 1o the Court that it is the Trustee
of THE FARMCO TRUST, a grantor trust organized and existing under the
laws of Texas that is in its own right a successor in interest to Frio Ranch
Trust, N.C.V. Trust and Schaefer Trust as to certain reservations of property
rights involved herein,

THE FARMCO TRUST owns and is developing 2 tract of property, known
as Churchill Estates, Unit 12, Phase B (and referred 1o herein as “Churchill -
Estates”), located in northwest San Antonio. No part of Churchill Estares is
lecated within 2 Federal Emergency Management Agency (*FEMA”) cne-
hundred (100) year flood plain,

THE FARMCO TRUST also cwns a tract of property, known as Foster
Meadows, comprised of Units 4-18 as depicted in the Preliminary Overall
Area Development Plan (“POADP™) (and referrad 1o herein 2s “Foster
Meadows™), located just southeast of the San Antonie city lirnits, but within
the CITY’s extra-territorial jurisdiction (“ETJ™.

The CITY has not made drainage service available to Foster Meadows. The
topography of Foster Meadows causes drainage to flow away from and not
enter mto the CITY s corporate limits or any stormwater facilities or other
Crainage systems owned or maintained by the CITY at this ime. Thers have
been no structures built on Foster Meadows, Units 4 - 18 as depicted on the
FOADP, nor has the CITY issued a certificate of occupancy for Foster
Meadows, Units 4 - 18, as depicted on the POADP.

5



SURVIVOR, INC. represents to the Court that it owns 2 trzct of property,
kmown as Woodridge Village, Units SA and &8 (and referred to herein as
“Woodridge™), located in northwest Saz Arntonie.

On January 12, 1995, the CITY adopted Ordinance No. 81491 for the
regulation of certain activities over the Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone.
Crdinance No. 81491 amended Chapter 34, Article VI of City of San
Antonio City Code by adding new Division 6 Aquifer Recherge Zone and
Watershed Protection. It is codified at SAN ANTONIO Crry CoDpE §§ 34-901
thru 34-980,

On September 9, 1993, the CITY adopted Ordinance No. 78663 for the
regulation ¢f landscaping at all new building sites within the CITY.
Ordinance No. 78663 amended Chapter 35 by adding 2 new Article—Article
VI: Landscaping. Ordinance 78663 is codified at SAN ANTONIO Crry Cope
§§ 35-6001 thru 35-6016.

On December 5, 1996, the CITY amended Article VI- Landscaping by
adopted Ordinance No. 85262. Among other amendments, Ordinance 85262
renamed Article V1 as “Landscape and Tree Preservation” and added 2 n=w
division-Division 2: Tree Preservation, Ordinance No. 85267 i codified at
SAN ANTONIO CITv CODE §§ 35-600! thru 35-6121.

On September 25, 1997, the CITY adopted Ordnance No. $6711 amending
SAN ANTONIO CITY CODE § 35-4025. Ordinance No. 86711 significantly
revased the CITY s regulations related to drainage and was passed under the
authority of and subject to the provisions of TEX. Loc. Gov'T CopE §
402.041 et seq, (Vernon 1999), also knowt as the Texas Municipal Drainage
Utility Systems statute. San Antonio City Code § 35-4029 wes originally
adopted on August 13, 1987 by Ordinance No. 65513,

On October 3, 1996, the CITY adopted Ordinance No. 84917 requiring
Traffic Impact Analysis in certain circumstances. Ordinanca No. §4917
amended Chapter 19 of the San Antonio City Code and was codified at SAN
ANTONIO CrTY CODE §§ 19-82 through 19-84, The CITY amended SAN
ANTONIO CITY CODE'§ 19-82 on Fetruary 6, 1997, by adopting Ordinance
No. 85561 clarifying the requirements for the Traffic Impact Analysis.
Ovdinance No. 85561 is codified at San ANTONIO CITY CoODE §§ 15-82.
Finally, the CITY further amended SaN ANTONIO Crry CODE §§ 19-82
through 15-84 on Aprii 27, 2000 by adopting Ordinance No. 91700.
Ordinance No. 91700 has been codified at SAN ANTONIO CITY CODE §§19-

82 through 19-84.

On Argust 13, 1998, the CITY adopted Ordinance Ne. 882392 amcndin;, n
part, the CITY s standards for street cross sections and pavement design.
Ordinance No. 88292 was cedified ar SaN ANTONIO CITY CODE § 35-A211
and amended Chapter 35, Article IV, Division 4: Streets and Sidewalks,

.
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originaily adopted by Ordinance No, 65513 on August 13, 1987 and codified
at SAN ANTONIO CrTy CODE § 35,4101 ef seq.

A City ordinance amending the Unified Development Cods to provide for the
establishmnent of four new single-family residential districts based on lot size
was passed as Ordinance No. 91037 on December 16, 1999. Ordinance No.
91307 is codified at SAN AxTONIO CiTY CODE §§ 35-3073. The City of San
Antono originally created the single-family residential districts ob August
13, 1987 by adopting Ordinance No. 63513, Ordinance 65513 was codified
at and is the predecesscr of SAN ANTONIO CrTy CODE § 35-3073.

On September 25, 1997, the CITY added Section 35-1027 of the SAN
ANToNio CiTy CODE by adopting Ordimance No, 86715 governing
development permits. Ordinance No. 86715 amended Chapter 35 of the San
Antonio City Code, also known as the Unified Development Cede, adepied
on August 13, 1587, by Ordinance No. 65513.

A master water line plat (Plat No, 930340 for Chwnchill Estates was
submitted to the CITY on July 27, 1993. A plat application including
Churchill Estates was submitted to the CITY in October 1953, and plathag
fees of $7,304.00 were paid to and accepted by the CITY on October 2,

1993,

A POADP for Foster Meadows was approved by the CITY on Apnl 12, 1985.
Plats for Foster Mezdows Unit Nos.1,2 and 3 were approved by the CITY on
August 14, 1985, August 21, 1985, and May 14, 1986, respectively.

A POADP was approved by the CITY for Woodridge on August 6, 1993,
SURVIVOR epplied for an amendmenvmodificatior. of the POADP on
Qctober 21, 1993,

Plaintiffs, SURVIVOR, INC, and BROOKS HARDEE, as Trustee forand on
behalf of THE FARMCO TRUST understand, acknowledge and agree that
Plaimtiffs are not disputing, contesting or challenging the logality, validity,
content (including both substantive and proc edural provisisns) and intent of
the ordinances specified in Paragraphs 810 15. The parties stipulate that the
Plaintiffs are challenging the application of the above-referenced ordinances
to the Plaintiffs’ projects identified hercin on the basis that Chanter 245o0fthe
Tayas Local Government Code precludss the enforcement of the ordinances

against the Plaintiffs.
With the exception of the cerrected Foster Meadows POADP date of April 14, 1387,

to the best of my knowledge these stipulatiors are wue and correct and reflect
elv the events that have occurred with respect to these developments.

Lh

accurat

b. Specifically, I am aware and have knowiedge of the following facts regarding the
proposed developraent of Crurchill Estates, including Unit 12-B: OnJune 16, 1983,

Lo
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the original developer, J.H, Uptmore submitted o the Cityof San Antonio’s Planning
Department & Master Plan for Churchill Estates. Thereafter, revised POADP (Master
Plans) for Churchill Estates was received by the City’s Planning Department on
August 23, 1983, July 26, 1984, August 10, 1984 and May 16, 1985. The May 16,
1985 POADP for Churchill Estates was epproved by the City's POADP Committee
cn June 4, 1984, A revised POADP for Churchill Estates was received by the City’s
Plenning Department on October 22, 1985. The October 22, 1985 POADP for
Churehill Estates was accepted by the City’s POADP Committee on November 7,
1985. Subsequently, on December 20, 1985, the City’s Planning Department
received a revised POADP for Churehill Estates. The December 20, 1985 POADP
for Churchill Estates was accepted by the City’s POADP Committee on J anuary 13,
1986. Thereafter, the City’s Planning Department received a ravised POADP for
Churchill Estates, Units 12A and 12B.

The plat application for Churchill Estates, Unit 12-B was submirted by the N.C.V.
Trust to the City’s Planning Department or October 22, 1993. N.C.V. Trust paid 2
Plat application fec in the amount 6£§7,304.00 thereby setting the deadline o file the
nlat of Churchill Estates Unit 12-B with the City’s Planning Commission or paya
plat application rengwal fee by October 22, 1995. The records of the Cityreflect that
Schaefer Investments paid to the City a plat application renewal fee in the amount of
$7,304.00 op September 29, 1995, thereby extending the dezdline to file the plat of
Churchill Estates Unit 12-B with the City’s Planning Commission to October 22,
1957, N.C.V. Trust did not file the piat for Churchill Estates, Unit 12-B with the
City's Planning Commission o pay 2 piat application renewal fee by the October 22,
1997 deadline. Later, on January 11, 1999, Schaefer Homes Trust & Assigns
submitted 2 new plat application for Churchill Estates, Unit 12-B P.U.D. to the City’s
Planning Department, and paid plat fees in the amount of $14,589.00. Thereafier, on
Jenuary 23, 1999, a revised plat application for Churchill Estates, Unit 12-B was
again submitted to tte City’s Planning Departmen: again by Schaefer Homes Trust
& Assigns, along with the revised plat fee which totalad $11,686.00. This revised
plat application for Churchill Estates, Unit 12-B was not submitted as 2 Planned Unit
Development. On Angust 18, 1995 the City’s Planning Department received a
variance request by the developer, and 2 variance fee in the amount of $145.00 was
paid to the City of San Antonio. Thereafter, on October 8, 1999, the Farmeo Trust
suomitted z signed second revised plat application for Churchill Estates Unit 12-B
to the City’s Planning Department, alorg with a plat fee in the amount of $14,355.00.
On October 13, 1999, the City’s Planning Commission approved the plat and
variance request for private strests for Churchill Estates, Unit 12-B. Shortly after
March §, 2000, the City recorded the plat,

[ am also aware and have knowledge of the following facts regarding the proposed
development of Foster Meadows, including Units 4-18: Dn March 4, 1985 Ithe
original developer, Morton/Southwest submitted to ths City of Ser Antomio’s
Planning Department 2 POADP for Foster Meadows. On April 13, 1985, a revised
POADP for Foster Meadows was subnuitted to the City’s Planning Department
raflecting 44 feet of pavement on Sinclalr Roed and the proposed aorth—s_outh strcf:t.
On April 23, 1986, a revised POADP fur Faster Meadows wes submitted to the
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City’s Planning Department for Foster Meadows indicating that (i) the seet
alignrrent was revised in Unit 3, and (i1} the drainage right-of-wayand lift station site
was revised ie Unit 3. The City’s POADP Committee accepted the revised POADP
for Foster Meadows on May 19, 1986. Subsequently, on April 2, 1987, 2 revised
POADP for Foster Meadows was submitted to the City’s Planning Department for
Foster Meadows incicating that one unit (i.e. Unit 4) was added and the old Unit-4
became Unit4A. The City’s POADP Committee accepted this revised POADP for
Foster Meadows on April 14, 1987, Later, in 1999, a revised POADP for Foster
Meadows was submitted to the City’s Planning Department indicating that the cul-
de-sacs abutting Foster Meadows Road were being eliminated in Units 8, 9, and 10
and that these proposed streets were extended to intersect Foster Mecadows Road.
The revised POADP for Foster Meadows was accepied by the City’s POADP
Committee on July 2, 1999,

Cn June 23, 1999 plat applications for Units 9, 13-A, 14-A and 14-3 in Fostar
Meadows was submitted to the City's Planning Department and plat fees in the
amount of $4,939.00, §1,633.00, §5,565.00 and $3,058.00, respectively, were paid
by the Developer on or about June 29, 1599 Further, on May 12, 2000, a plat
zpplication for Unit 10 in Foster Meadows was submitied to the City’s Planning
Department ard plat fees in the amount of $6,496.21 were paid on or about May 12,
2000 —

I am also aware and have knowledge of the following facts regarding the proposed
development of Woadridge Village, including Units $A and 8B: On April §, 1983,
the original developer Schaefer-Burdick submitted to the City’s Planning Department
a Master Plan for Woodridge. On May 4, 1983, arevised Master Plan for Woodridze
was submitted to the City’s Planning Depertment reflecting certain stub streets. On
March 5, 1984, a revised Master Plan for Woodridge was submitted to the City’s
Planning Department indicating an amended street layout for Units 4, 5, 6 and 7.
Revised Master Plans for Woodridge were also submitted to the City’s Planning
Department on August §, 1985, March 7, 1986 and March 27, 1986. The March 27,
1986 Master FPlan was accepted by the City’s POADP Committes on March 31, 1986,
A revised Master Plan and POADP for Woodridge were submitted to the City's
Plarning Departiment on July 16, 1993. The July 16, 1993 Master Plan and POADP
for Woodridge were accepted by the City’s POADP Coramittee on August 6, 1993.
A sketch of the propesad Woedridge Units 3C, 8A, 8B, 9 and 10 were su’.:mittc.d ta
the City’s Planning Department on October 21, 1993. A POADP for Woodridge
(Units 8A and 8B) was submitted to the City’s Planning Department on January 1_9,
1999. Additionally, plan review fees in the amount of $370.00 were paid to the City
of San Antenio by Surviver, Inc. on January 20, 1999.

I also have knowledge of the plat applications for Woodridge Village,. Unitf. 8A and
8B which were submitted to the Ciry’s Planning Depazm:eml by Sumvor, Inc. 'l"hc
initial plat application for Woodridge Unit §A was ﬁlc':q with the City’s Plfnnmg
Department on October 21, 1993 and plat application feesin mc.amo'.mt 0f$2,796.00
were paid by the developer en October 21, 19?3 . The deadline to file the _plat of
Woadridge Unit 8A with the Planning Commission was October 21, 1955. Plat
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12.
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application renewal fees in-the amount of 32,796.00 were paid to the City of San
Antonic on September 29, 1995, The new dzadline to fils the plat of W&odridge
Unit 8A with the Planning Commission was October21, 1997, The developer did not
file a plat of Woodridge Unit §A with the Planning Commission or Pay 2 plat
renewal fee by the October 21, 1997 deadline, Thereafter 2 plat application for
Woodridge Unit 8A was filed with the City of San Antonio Planning Department on
December 17, 1998 and plat application fess in the amount of §7,750.00 were paid
by Survivor, Inc. on December 21, 1998. Arevised plat application for Woodridge
Urit 8A was filed an March 29, 1999 wrich deleted six (6) lots from the previous
plat application. The subdivision plar for Woodridge was approved by the City’s
Planning Commission og May 10, 1999. The inital plat application for Woodridge

The ceadlire t5 file the plat of Woodridge Unit 8B with the Plaming Commission
was October 21, 1995, Plat application reaewal fees in the amourt of $2,152.00 were
paid to the City’s Plenning Department an September 29, 1995, The new deadline
to file the plat of W oodridge Unit 8B with the Planning Commission was October2],
1957. The developer did not fle 2 plat of Woodridge Unit 8B with the Planning
Commission or pay & plat renewal fee bythe October 21, 1997 deadline. Thereafier,
another plat application for Woodridge Unit 8B was filed onDeceraber 15, 1998 and
plat zpplication fees in the amount of 85,929.00 were paid to tha Ciry’s Planning
Department on January 7, 1399, The subdivis.on plat for Woodridge Unit 8B was
2pproved by the City’s Planning Commission on April 28, 1999,

The Cityhas determined that the developments of Churchill Estates, Foster Meadows
and Woodridge are Category 1 developments and therefore exempt from the City's
Edward Aquifer Recharge Zone Ordinance (No. 81491). ‘

The Cityhas determined that the developments of Churchill Estates, Foster Meadows
and Woodridgs are exempt from the City’. Landscaping Ordinance {Ordinance No.
78663). '

The Cityhas determined that the develo proents of Churchill Estates, Foster Meadows
and Woodridge are exempt from the Tres Preservation Ordinance (Ordinance No.

85262).

Based on myunderstanding of applicable state law, the facts in this affidavit, as wel]
as my understanding of the provisions oall applicable city ordinances and sections
of the city code, Ordinance No. 86711 is applicable to Churchill Estates Unit 12-B
and Woodridge Units 8A and 8B. However, it should be noted that the City has
determined that Crdinance No. 86711 dues not applyto Foster Meadows becauss the
City has stipulated that the drainage from the propesed subdivision units drains away
from the City Limits and no connection is required 1o the City's drainage utlity
facilities or service.

The developer of Churchill Estates hes aiready provided the City with a traffic i?n{::-a.ct
analysis for 1000 Peak Hour Trips 1o the Zon'n 2 Commission when Plaintiffs
requested that the proposed developmen: be re-zoned 25 a Plarmed UnitDevelopment

Ty



7. Further Affiant sayzth not,

("PUD™). The same traffic {mpact analysis was submirted al

plat to the Planning Commission in 1999, Therefore

7 é//g%

v
THOMAS G. WENDORE /

ong with the subdivision

No. 84517 should not be an issue, Because the POADPs predate the enactment or
adoption date of the Traffic Impact Analysis Ordinance No. 24917 (October 3, 1996),

the City has determined that no traffic impact analysis

Meadows and Woodridge,

is recuired for Foster

14, Tre City has neither mposed nor has it iﬁtem{ed to Impose the new residential zone
classes on Plaintiffs because "permits," as the term is defined in Chapter 245 sf the
Vested Rights Act have heen filed Dy PluintifTs for each of the develazments prior

to the enactment or adoption of Ordinar:ce No. $1037.

15.  The Planning Commission granted The Farmco Trust an application for 2 variance
fo classify the streets within Churchill Sstates as private streets. The Farmee Trust
did not obtain a variancs from the new street construction stendards of Ordinance No.

88292,

16.  Based onmy understanding of app licable szate law, the facts in this affidavit, as well
as my understanding of the provisions of ths city ordinances listed below and 2]l
applicable sections of the City Cods, the City has determined that the crdinances
listed below apply to the Plaintiffs’ three developments as follows:

| Ordinacce Na. B4917
(Traffic Impact Analve:s)

Crdiznance No. 85292
{Streat Crogs SecHons)
i \

i Ordinarc: Na, 81307 Grandiathered
l (Wew Zome Class) o

— |
T1A Submitted | Grandfathered

I
i Craingnee No. 86718
| fDeveclopmen: Bermits)

Churchill Estates Units r Fuster Meadows Woodridgs
12Aand 12 B Tnits 4-18 Units 84 and 8B
itimarma e $i5 Grandfathered 3tandfathered Grandfathered
| (Edwards Aquifer) N
Ordiane: No. 78663 Grandfathered t srandfathered Grandfathered
(Landscaping) |
Ordinance No, 35252 ; ’ ‘G-' dfathered Grandfathered -
Gran red | Gracdfather san er
(Iree Preservation) ——— ; _ "~
Ordinanze No, 86711 S
{Drainage) |

Grandfathered

Grandfathered

- wwe T

" Ordinance No. 86711 does nor apply *o Foster Meadows becauss the City has stipuleted that the CITY has not mede

o iows ¢ ] t % d net enter
drunzze servics availaple to Foster Meadows. The topography of Foster M zadows causes cdrainagc‘ ..u ﬂr:; sw;]y; ﬁg}% ;’u; '.his::;'mc.
! 1:2; me CITY's corperate Lmits or amy stormwier facilities or other drainape systems owned er mainzained by

B



Y7, Further Affiant sayeth not.

1//

bUBSCRIBED and SWORN to me by the sa:d THOMAS G. WENDCRF on t Jna/-ﬁ "‘Efaj

VWZM O/‘? 2w,
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HHE:dd
12/16/99
Item No. 57

AN ORDINANCE 01037

AMENDING THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT CODE, TO PROVIDE
FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF FOUR (4) NEW SINGLE-FAMILY
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS BASED ON LOT SIZE.

(AMENDS CHAPTER 35, OF THE CITY CODE)
* kK& Kk %

WHEREAS, a need has been defined for preserving and conserving existing neighborhoods and housing
stock; and

WHEREAS, a need has been defined for providing additional opportunities for the development of
residential housing stocks; and

WHEREAS, the mix of various single-family lot sizes in a given area can lead to a diversified housing
supply; and ,

WHEREAS, the amendments are in furtherance of the goals adopted in the 1997 Master Plan Policies;
and

WHEREAS, the staff recommends approval of the amendment; NOW THEREFORE,
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO:

SECTION 1. The City Code of the City of San Antonio Chapter 35 (entitled “Unified Development
Code™) Article III, (entitled “Zoning™) is amended by adding new sections 35-3073.1 through 35-3072.3,
new Sec. 35-3080.1a and by reflecting such additions in Sec. 35-3261 (entitled “Table of Permitted uses
in residential districts™), Sec. 35-3342 (entitled “lot frontage™) and Sec. 35-3351 (entitled “Yard and area
setback”) as set out in Appendix I. Appendix I is incorporated herein for all purposes.

PASSED AND APPROVED this 16th day of December, 1999.

M A Y O R
Howard W. Peak

ATT (/

City Clerk

e L S
APPROVED ASTOF ORNg %/
%fy Attorney
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Sec. 35-3073.3 "R-1c" single-family residence district.

(a)

Sec.

(2)

Purpose. These districts are composed mainly of areas containing single-family
dwellings and open area where similar residential development seems likely to occur.
The district regulations are designed to protect the residential character of the areas
by prohibiting commercial and industrial activities; to encourage a suitable
neighborhood environment for family life by including among the permitted uses
such facilities as schools and churches and to preserve the openness of the area by
requiring certain minimum yard and area standards to be met.

The R-1c district is intended for single-family residential use with a minimum lot
size of fifteen thousand (15,000) square feet with a minimum front width of ninety
(90) feet

1) Setbacks. The minimum setbacks shall be as specified in Section 35-3351

2) Accessory structures. ‘Accessory structures shall not encroach upon any
platted easement. Accessory structures shall maintain a minimum setback of five
(5) feet from all side and rear yard property lines.

35-3080.1a2 "R-8a" single-family residence district.

Purpose. These districts are intended as areas for low density single-family
residential use. These districts are appropriate for locations where terrain or other
limitations preclude smaller lot sizes.

The R-8a district is intended for single-family residential use with a minimum lot
size of one (1) acre with a minimum front width of one hundred (100) feet.

(1) Setbacks. The minimum setbacks shall be as specified in Section 35-3351

(1) Accessory structures. Accessory structures shall not encroach upon any
platted easement. Accessory structures shall maintain a minimum setback of ten
(10) feet from all side and rear yard property lines.

Sec. 35-3261 Table of permitted uses in residential districts

R-1a R-1b R-lc R-82

Accessory uses X p. X X

Athletic fields cc cc cc cc
Bed and Breakfast cc cc cc cc
Cemetery or mausoleum _cc cc cc &e

Church X X X X
Day-care center cc cc ol cc
Dwelling, one (1) family x X X X

Family home X X X X
Foster family home X X X X

Foster group home cc cc cc cc




