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FW: opposition to 3,000 square-foot garage

From: Kelly Ballard
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2025 8:51 AM
To: Community Development
Cc: Sarah Hensley
Subject: FW: opposition to 3,000 square-foot garage

Kelly Ballard, TRMC, CMC
City Secretary
Keller, Texas

From: >
Sent: Friday, May 9, 2025 3:18 PM
To: MayorandCouncil <CityCouncil@cityofkeller.com>
Subject: opposition to 3,000 square-foot garage

Wayne Hoelscher.  I live at 1100 Oakwood Drive.

I am in OPPOSITION to the 3,000 square-foot garage at 1131 Bancroft Road and 1432
Mount Gilead Road.  

This was moved to the May 20 City Council meeting.

From what I can tell, the garage would be a massive wall across almost all of 1016
Oakwood Drive's view and part of 1012's view, replacing a country view.  This can't be
allowed.

Planning and zoning said this property needed to be plotted before the garage could be
built.  Shouldn't it be plotted first, then go to City Council for approval so there is more
information?  Planning and zoning didn't seem to know what any of the 8 existing
buildings were used for.  A guest house was built not that many years ago and a
storage building? years before that.  WHY WASN'T THIS PROPERTY PLOTTED
BEFORE THE GUEST HOUSE (#8?) WAS ALLOWED TO BE BUILT, IF THAT IS A
REQUIREMENT?  They said 1 or 2 extra buildings were allowed, not 8 buildings!  

I monitor City Council meetings for many years.  The storage building has a little over a
two foot setback.  On the map provided, the guest house is 24' on one side and 28' on
the other side.  Standing by my back fence and looking down, there is a small amount of
setback on one side and the guest house appears to be against the fence (zero
setback?) on the other side.  Looks the same on the map.  I may have missed this, but I
found NO City Council meetings on either building when they were built.  I always
wondered how they got away with such small setbacks.  WHAT HAPPENED TO THE
15' SETBACK REQUIREMENT?  There is a reason.  Not following this rule caused
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FW: opposition to 3,000 square-foot garage

major problems.  This man has 4.5 acres of land all over the place, and he doesn't want
room for setbacks?   
 
In May, 2024, a somewhat small drainage pipe was installed on my property (1100) and
my neighbors property (1020) connected to a pump on their property.  THEY
INDICATED THIS WAS REQUIRED BECAUSE THE GUEST HOUSE WAS
FLOODING?  There are gutters on the guest house, so lots of water went somewhere. 
Wouldn't they be required to do some kind of flooding survey?  Lots and lots of roofs on
this property cause lots of water.  It took them 3 and one half weeks of grief to get the
pipe moved on their side.  This part I'm not sure about.  The amount of dirt dug up in my
neighbors yard indicated the pump was on the other side of the guest house.  DID
THEY INSTALL THE PIPE IN OUR YARDS BECAUSE THERE IS ZERO SETBACK
AND NO ROOM TO INSTALL THEM IN THEIR YARD? 

QUESTIONS AND SUMMARY:

Why wasn't this property plotted when the guest house was built?

My main question is, WHERE WAS THE CITY OF KELLER?  The answer can't be, 'we
didn't know about the guest house?'.  People live in this building.  On the one side, the
owner followed no City of Keller requirements.  On the other side, there should have been
City of Keller people there regular for many tasks.  Was there no one there to verify that the
owner followed the rules?  No City Council meeting.  Little or no setback.  Too many
building.  Flooding of a new building, really?

Now they want to build another huge building to greatly increase the flooding on the
property.  Doesn't make sense to me. 



Objections to SUP-2502-0010

From: Debbie Wolfe
Sent: Monday, May 5, 2025 6:22 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc: Community Development
Subject: Objections to SUP-2502-0010

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Council Members,

I am a nearby neighbor of the subject property and I would like to register my objection to the two
variances requested as part of this SUP. 

Variance 1: The applicant's rationale for a 5' rear setback in lieu of the required 15' setback disregards
the impact on current and future neighbors of such a large structure placed so close to the property line.
It would adversely affect the open feel of this area of north Keller. This variance should be denied.

Variance 2: The applicant provided no rationale for allowing 7 accessory structures in excess of the 2
allowed by the UDC. Allowing more than 2 accessory structures would set a bad precedent. It should not
be a hardship for the applicant to consolidate the uses of these other structures into the one proposed. I
recommend the applicant be required to remove all existing structures other than the ADU as a
condition of granting this SUP.

Other than that, the proposed structure is consistent with others in the area and with SUPs that have
been granted over the past few years. I would support it under the conditions I've outlined above.

Thank you,

Debbie Wolfe
1285 Mount Gilead Rd
Keller, TX 76262
650-888-6711
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