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HUNTSVILLE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2016
REGULAR SESSION 6:00 P.M.

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
HUNTSVILLE CITY HALL, 1212 AVENUE M, HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS, 77340

Persons with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who may need auxiliary aids or services are requested to contact the City
Secretary’s office (936.291.5403), two working days prior to the meeting for appropriate arrangements.

MAIN SESSION [6:00 P.M.]

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. INVOCATION AND PLEDGES
U.S. Flag
Texas Flag: Honor the Texas Flag. | pledge allegiance to thee, Texas, one state, under God, one, and indivisible.

3. PRESENTATIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS
- Lt. Col. David Yebra, Ret., to discuss Bearkat Safety Bash
- Proclamation for Emergency Preparedness Month

4. CONSENT AGENDA

a.

b.

Public Comments will be called for by the presiding officer before action is taken on these items. (Approval of Consent Agenda
authorizes the City Manager to implement each item in accordance with staff recommendations. An item may be removed from
the Consent Agenda and added to the Statutory Agenda for full discussion by request of a member of Council.)

Approve the minutes of the City Council meeting held on August 16, 2016 and special session held on September 1;
2016. [Lee Woodward, City Secretary]

Adopt Resolution 2016-32 designating The Huntsville Item as the official newspaper for the City of Huntsville for FY 2016-
17, annual item. [Lee Woodward, City Secretary]

Authorize the City Manager to accept the 2016 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program
grant.[Dr. Sherry McKibben, Director of Neighborhood Resources]

Approve awarding emergency disaster assistance services contracts to CERES Environmental and DRC Emergency
Services. [Chief Kevin Lunsford, Director of Public Safety]

Authorize the City Manager to award the construction contract to Four Seasons Dev. Co., Inc. for the construction of
Oakwood Cemetery — Adickes Addition Fence Replacement Project (No. 16-10-07). [Y.S. “Ram” Ramachandra, City
Engineer]

Authorize the City Manager to award the construction contract to King Solution Services, LLC for the construction of
Gospel Hill Sanitary Sewer Project (No. 16-10-02). [Y.S. “Ram” Ramachandra, City Engineer]

5. STATUTORY AGENDA

a.

FIRST READING - Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider authorizing the City
Manager to award the construction contract for 11" Street (University Avenue to Avenue G) Waterline Replacement
Project (No. 12-11-02), first reading. [Y.S. “Ram” Ramachandra, City Engineer]

Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider adopting Ordinance 2016-37, to change the
Development District Classification of Lots 64 and 66 of Far Hills Addition, Section 2 from Neighborhood Conservation to
Management, second reading. [Aron Kulhavy, Director of Community and Economic Development]

Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider adopting Ordinance 2016-38, to change the
Development District Classification of Lots 1A and 3A, Block 2 of the Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrace subdivision
from Neighborhood Conservation to Management, second reading. [Aron Kulhavy, Director of Community and Economic
Development]

Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider adopting Ordinance 2016-39, to change the
Development District Classification of Blocks 1, 2, 3 and & 7 of the G. A. White Subdivision from Neighborhood
Conservation to Management, second reading. [Aron Kulhavy, Director of Community and Economic Development]

L 6. MAYORI/CITY COUNCIL/CITY MANAGER AND CITY ATTORNEY REPORT

a.

b.

Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to approve the Mayor's nominations for City boards,
committees, and commissions. [Mayor Brauninger]

Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to approve, and authorize the City Manager to sign, an
interlocal agreement between the City of Huntsville and the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for water service to the



Ellis and Estelle Units. [City Manager Matt Benoit]

c.  Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to ratify an interlocal agreement between the City of
Huntsville and the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for water service to the Ellis and Estelle Units, as adopted on
August 16, 2016. [City Manager Matt Benoit]

d.  Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to approve six decision packages for the FY16-17 budget.
[City Manager Matt Benoit]

e. Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to waive interest or any other additional charges on the
invoice for demolition at 313 Watkins, so that $4538.47 can be paid and the property lien released. [Councilmember Allen]

f. Presentation, public comment, and discussion to consider request from Councilmember Allen to discuss Councilmembers
speaking for other Councilmembers related to the bond issue, in particular the use of the collective word “we.”
[Councilmember Allen]

7. REQUESTS FOR CITIZEN PARTICIPATION
An opportunity for citizens to be heard on any topic and for the City Council to participate in the discussion. No action will be
taken.

No requests were received by noon on Tuesday, August 30, 2016.
8. MEDIA INQUIRIES RELATED TO MATTERS ON THE AGENDA

9. ITEMS OF COMMUNITY INTEREST
(Hear announcements concerning items of community interest from the Mayor, Councilmembers, and City staff for which no
action will be discussed or taken.)

10. EXECUTIVE SESSION
a. City Council will meet in Executive Session pursuant to Texas Government Code Section 551.071 - consultation with
counsel on legal matters regarding the CCNs (Certificates of Convenience and Necessity) in the City’s extraterritorial
jurisdiction (ETJ).

11. RECONVENE
Take action, if necessary, on items addressed during Executive Session.

12. ADJOURNMENT

*If, during the course of the meeting and discussion of any items covered by this notice, City Council determines that a Closed or Executive session
of the Council is required, then such closed meeting will be held as authorized by Texas Government Code, Chapter 551, Sections: 551.071 — consultation with
counsel on legal matters; 551.072 — deliberation regarding purchase, exchange, lease or value of real property; 551.073 — deliberation regarding a prospective
gift; 551.074 — personnel matters regarding the appointment, employment, evaluation, reassignment, duties, discipline, or dismissal of a public officer or
employee; 551.076 — implementation of security personnel or devices; 551.087 — deliberation regarding economic development negotiation; and/or other
matters as authorized under the Texas Government Code. If a Closed or Executive session is held in accordance with the Texas Government Code as set out
above, the City Council will reconvene in Open Session in order to take action, if necessary, on the items addressed during Executive Session.

CERTIFICATE

I, Lee Woodward, City Secretary, do hereby certify that a copy of the September 6, 2016 City Council Agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin
board, a place convenient and readily accessible to the general public at all times, and to the City’s website, www.huntsvilletx.gov, in compliance
with Chapter 551, Texas Government Code.

DATE OF POSTING:
TIME OF POSTING: am/pm
TAKEN DOWN: Lee Woodward, City Secretary




MINUTES FROM THE HUNTSVILLE CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING HELD ON THE 16" DAY OF AUGUST 2016, IN THE
CITY HALL, LOCATED AT 1212 AVENUE M, IN THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, COUNTY OF WALKER, TEXAS, AT 4:15 P.M.

The Council met in a regular session with the following:

COUNCILMEMBERS PRESENT: Andy Brauninger, Paul Davidhizar, Lydia Montgomery, Don H. Johnson Ronald Allen, Joe
P. Rodriquez, Tish Humphrey, Keith Olson, Joe Emmett

COUNCILMEMBERS ABSENT: None

OFFICERS PRESENT: Matt Benoit, City Manager; Leonard Schneider, City Attorney; Lee Woodward, City Secretary

EXECUTIVE SESSION [4:15 P.M.] - City Council will convene in closed session as authorized by Texas Government Code
Chapter 551, Section 551.071 to receive legal advice on claims regarding the Americans with Disabilities Act.

The Council convened in Executive Session at 4:18 p.m. The Council adjourned following Executive Session at 4:54 p.m. No action
was taken.

WORK SESSION [4:45 P.M.] - City Council will discuss the Town Creek Drainage Project construction bid.

Director of Neighborhood Resources Dr. Sherry McKibbn and representatives of RPS Klotz and Garney Construction presented
information on the construction bid process and results regarding the Town Creek Drainage Project.

EXECUTIVE SESSION [5:40 P.M.] - City Council will convene in closed session as authorized by Texas Government Code
Chapter 551, Section 551.071 to receive legal advice regarding requirements to purchase an easement and/or real property
for drainage improvements, and Section §51.072 to deliberate the purchase, exchange, lease, or value of real property, on
an easement for drainage improvements.

The Council convened in Executive Session at 5:40 p.m. The Council adjourned following Executive Session at 5:56 p.m. No action
was taken.

MAIN SESSION [6:00 p.m.]

1. CALL TO ORDER - Mayor Brauninger called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

2. INVOCATION AND PLEDGES
U.S. Flag
Texas Flag: Honor the Texas Flag. | pledge allegiance to thee, Texas, one state, under God, one, and indivisible.

Mayor Brauninger gave an invocation and Garnette McElfresh, Miss Pre-Teen Southwest, led the pledges.

3. PUBLIC HEARINGS - The City Council will receive comments on the following:
a. Adoption of Ordinance 2016-36, amending Article 7 Landscaping and Buffers to address trees in public rights-of-
ways; and Article 8 Signs to address the applicability of this article to the Extraterritorial Jurisdiction (ETJ) of the
City in the Development Code of the City of Huntsville, and providing an effective date.

Mavyor Brauninger opened the public hearing at 6:02 p.m. There were no comments. Mayor Brauninger closed the public
hearing at 6:03 p.m.

b. Adoption of Ordinance 2016-37, to change the Development District Classification of Lots 64 and 66 of Far Hills
Addition, Section 2, from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Mavor Brauninger opened the public hearing at 6:03 p.m. There were no comments. Mayor Braun_ihqer closed the public
hearing at 6:03 p.m.

c. Adoption of Ordinance 2016-38, to change the Development District Classification of Lots 1A and 3A, Block 2 of
the Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrace subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Mayor Brauninger opened the public hearing at 6:04 p.m. There were no comments. Mayor Brauninger closed the public
hearing at 6:04 p.m. :

d. Adoption of Ordinance 2016-39, to change the Development District Classification of Blocks 1, 2, 3 and 7 of the G.
A. White Subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation to Management. :

Mayor Brauninger opened the public hearing at 6:04 p.m. Speakers included Janis Lawrence, Dalene Zender, Cheryl
Foreman, Rachel Hornung, Judy Hornung, Scott Hornung, Adam Fanning. Steve Covington, Jordan Herrin, Alfred
Veasey. Hollis Murray, Clothilde Veasey, Debra Durda, Robert McCaffety, Jimmy Henry, Micah Slaughter, Gary Garrison,
Debra Humphries, and Roy Brantley. Mayor Brauninger closed the public hearing at 6:57 p.m.

L 4. CONSENT AGENDA

Public Comments will be called for by the presiding officer before action is taken on these items. (Approval of
Consent Agenda authorizes the City Manager to implement each item in accordance with staff recommendations. An



item may be removed from the Consent Agenda and added to the Statutory Agenda for full discussion by request of a
member of Council.)

a.

b.

o

Approve the minutes of the City Council meeting held on August 2, 2016 and the special session held on August
9, 2016. [Lee Woodward, City Secretary]

Adopt Resolution 2016-31 authorizing the City Secretary to designate Deputy City Secretary Megan Kaltenbach to
act on behalf of the City Secretary in her absence. [Lee Woodward, City Secretary]

Adopt Ordinance 2016-34 calling the November 8, 2016 municipal general election for the purpose of electing
four (4) at-large Councilmembers, single reading required. [Lee Woodward, City Secretary]

Adopt Ordinance 2016-35 to amend the budget for FY 15-16, single reading required. [Steve Ritter, Finance
Director]

Award a contract for repair of Well 17 to Smith Pump. [Carol Reed, Director of Public Works]

Authorize the City Manager to purchase storage technology for body camera video in the amount of $66,701.17.
[Dr. Sherry McKibben, Director of Neighborhood Resources]

Authorize the City Manager to sign an interlocal agreement with the Trinity River Authority (TRA) for
construction, construction administration, and maintenance of a hydropneumatic tank at the Huntsville Regional
Water Supply System Plant (HRWSS), for surge protection on the 30” treated water transmission line. [Carol
Reed, Director of Public Works]

Councilmember Montgomery moved to adopt the consent agenda; the motion was seconded by Councilmember Johnson.
The motion was unanimously adopted, 9-0.

STATUTORY AGENDA

a.

FIRST READING - Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider adoption of
Ordinance 2016-36, amending Article 7 Landscaping and Buffers to address trees in public rights-of-ways; and
Article 8 Signs to address the applicability of this article to the Extraterritorial Jurisdiction (ETJ) of the City in the
Development Code of the City of Huntsville, and providing an effective date, first reading. [Aron Kulhavy, Director
of Community and Economic Development]

Mayor Pro Tem Olson moved to suspend the Rules of Procedure to waive the second reading requirement and adopt
Ordinance 2016-36, amending Article 7 Landscaping and Buffers to address trees in public rights-of-ways: and Article 8
Signs to address the applicability of this article to the Extraterritorial Jurisdiction (ETJ) of the City in the Development
Code of the City of Huntsville, and providing an effective date; the motion was seconded by Councilmember
Humphrey. The motion was adopted, 7-2, Councilmembers Allen and Emmett voting against. Following item 5d, Mayor
Pro Tem Olson moved to set an effective date for Ordinance 2016-36 of August 26. 2016 and was seconded by
Councilmember Humphrey. The motion was adopted, 7-2, Councilmembers Allen and Emmett voting against.

FIRST READING - Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider adoption of
Ordinance 2016-37, to change the Development District Classification of Lots 64 and 66 of Far Hills Addition,
Section 2 from Neighborhood Conservation to Management, first reading. [Aron Kulhavy, Director of Community
and Economic Development]

First reading, no action was taken.

FIRST READING - Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider adoption of
Ordinance 2016-38, to change the Development District Classification of Lots 1A and 3A, Block 2 of the
Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrace subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation to Management, first
reading. [Aron Kulhavy, Director of Community and Economic Development]

First reading, no action was taken.

FIRST READING - Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider adoption of
Ordinance 2016-39, to change the Development District Classification of Blocks 1, 2, 3 and 7 of the G. A. White
Subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation to Management. [Aron Kulhavy, Director of Community and
Economic Development]

First reading, no action was taken.

FIRST READING - Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider authorizing the City
Manager to sign Addendum B, in the amount of $7,216,725.00, to the Construction Manager at Risk (CMAR)
Agreement with Garney Construction for Town Creek Drainage Improvement Project, first reading. [Dr. Sherry
McKibben, Director of Neighborhood Resources; Y. S. “Ram” Ramachandra, City Engineer]

Councilmember Humphrey moved to waive the Rules of Procedure requirement for a second reading and to authorize the
City Manager to sign Addendum B, in the amount of $7,216,725.00, to the Construction Manager at Risk Agreement with

Garney Construction for Town Creek Drainage Improvement Project. The motion was seconded by Mayor Pro Tem

Olson. The motion was adopted, 9-0.

J
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f.  Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider authorizing the City Manager to sign
an agreement with Rogers-O’Brien for Construction Manager At-Risk Services for the Sam Houston Statue Visitor
Center and Gift Shop. [Aron Kulhavy, Director of Community and Economic Development, and Kimm Thomas,
Director of Tourism and Cultural Services]

Councilmember Rodriquez moved to authorize the City Manager to sign an agreement with Rogers-O’Brien Construction
for Construction Manager At-Risk Services (CMAR) for the Sam Houston Statue Visitor Center and Gift Shop. The motion
was seconded by Councilmembers Montgomery and Johnson. The motion was adopted, 8-1, Councilmember Allen voting

against.

6. MAYOR/CITY COUNCIL/CITY MANAGER AND CITY ATTORNEY REPORT
a. Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to approve the Mayor’s nominations for City
boards, committees, and commissions. [Mayor Brauninger]

Mayor Brauninger moved his nominations. Councilmember Allen moved to divide the question and vote on the Planning
Commission nomination separately; the motion was seconded by Councilmember Davidhizar. The motion was adopted,
9-0. The nomination for the Planning Commission was adopted, 8-1, Councilmember Allen voting against. The motion for
nominations for the remaining boards was adopted 9-0.

b. Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to approve, and authorize the City Manager to
sign, an interlocal agreement between the City of Huntsville and the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for
water service to the Ellis and Estelle Units. [Councilmembers Olson and Johnson]

Mayor Pro Tem Olson moved to authorize the City Manager to sign a proposed interlocal agreement between the City of
Huntsville and the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for water service to the Ellis and Estelle Units as proposed in the
agenda packet [for a five-year phase-in to a discounted rate of halfway between the in-city and out-of-city institutional
rates/1000 gallons consumed]. The motion was seconded by Councilmember Humphrey. Councilmember Rodriquez
moved to postpone the vote until TDCJ completes their well study; the motion was seconded by Councilmember
Humphrey. Councilmember Rodriguez’s motion was withdrawn without objection.

Mayor Brauninger moved to amend the main motion to read that the Mayor and City Manager sign an interlocal
agreement with the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for water services to the Ellis and Estelle Units at $6.26/1000
gallons effective October 1, 2016. The motion was seconded by Councilmembers Allen and Rodriquez.

In later conversation, the Mayor said he intended that the $6.26/1000 gallons would be subject to subsequent rate
increases. Councilmember Johnson indicated that $6.26 was going to $6.33 on October 1 and the Mayor accepted this
clarification without objection from other members of Council. Upon question by the City Secretary, the motion was
established by the Mayor, without objection, as an amendment for $6.26/1000 gallons, subject to subsequent increases,
including the initial increase on October 1, 2016, and effective on October 1, 2016. (The City Manager explained to the
Council that, because this is adoption of a proposed interlocal agreement, it would be brought before the Council at its
next meeting, on September 6.)

The amended motion was adopted, 5-4, Councilmembers Johnson, Humphrey, Montgomery, and Olson against. The
main motion was adopted as amended, adopted, 5-4, Councilmembers Johnson, Humphrey, Montgomery, and Olson

against.

c. Presentation, public comment, discussion, and possible action to consider adopting Ordinance 2016-33, calling a
special bond election for November 8, 2016, single reading required. [Mayor Brauninger]

Councilmember Humphrey moved to adopt Ordinance 2016-33, calling a special bond election for November 8, 2016. The
motion was seconded by Councilmember Johnson. The motion was unanimously adopted, 9-0.

7. REQUESTS FOR CITIZEN PARTICIPATION
An opportunity for citizens to be heard on any topic and for the City Council to participate in the discussion. No
action will be taken.

No requests were received by noon on Tuesday, August 9, 2016.

8. MEDIA INQUIRIES RELATED TO MATTERS ON THE AGENDA
There were no media inquiries.

9. ITEMS OF COMMUNITY INTEREST
(Hear announcements concerning items of community interest from the Mayor, Councilmembers, and City staff for
which no action will be discussed or taken.)

Mayor Pro Tem Olson gave an HISD Minute, sharing that last week's Promoting Our Positives meeting enabled campuses to
connect with the local churches supporting each of them and continue those relationships this school year. He added that the
Hornet Green & White Scrimmage was held Saturday and the Hornets are looking good. There will be another scrimmage this



Friday at Lufkin and then our home opener against Houston Waltrip on August 26 at 7:30 p.m. at Bowers Stadium. Finally,
Mayor Pro Tem Olson said the Community Praise Ministry's annual School Supply Giveaway was held August 6 and was very
successful. More than 1000 bags of school supplies were distributed to our community's children. Huntsville Public Library will
be having their annual bash with back to school backpacks tomorrow, August 17, at 10 a.m. He thanked all the groups,
organizations, and volunteers who work to make this happen for our students! Mayor Brauninger added that the HISD
convocation would be this Friday morning.

Councilmember Humphrey reminded all to be aware of new traffic patterns in going to football games at SHSU this fall.

Mayor Brauninger announced the following:

- Please make time to be at the Library this Saturday at 2 p.m., as they and the Walker County Genealogical Society
recognize some of our citizens for their contributions to the collections on local African-American history.

- There are two new exhibits opening at the Wynne Home Saturday afternoon, stop in to see work by Nancy Hines and
Simon Kihara.

- Join the Huntsville Public Library tomorrow; they will be hosting our annual Back to School Bash from 10:30 a.m. to 1
p.m., with lots of giveaways. Only one backpack with school supplies per school-aged child (Pre-K-12) and parents must
accompany children.

City Manager Matt Benoit congratulated the Council for their work tonight.

10. ADJOURNMENT
Mayor Brauninger adjourned the meeting at 9:20 p.m.

Lee Woodward, City Secretary

°



__ MINUTES FROM THE HUNTSVILLE CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL SESSION WORKSHOP HELD ON THE 1%t DAY OF SEPTEMBER

‘ 2016, IN THE CITY HALL, LOCATED AT 1212 AVENUE M, IN THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, COUNTY OF WALKER, TEXAS, AT
1:30 P.M.
The Council met in a combined workshop session with the following:
COUNCILMEMBERS PRESENT: Andy Brauninger, Joe Emmett, Tish Humphrey, Joe P. Rodriquez, Paul Davidhizar, Ronald
Allen (arrived at 2:11 p.m.)
COUNCILMEMBERS ABSENT: Lydia Montgomery, Don H. Johnson, Keith D. Olson
OFFICERS PRESENT: Lee Woodward, City Secretary

SPECIAL SESSION [1:30 P.M.]

1. CALL TO ORDER - Mayor Andy Brauninger called the meeting to order at 1:34 p.m.

2. WORKSHOP

a. The City Council will meet with the Walker County Commissioners, the Texas Department of Transportation, and the Gulf Coast
Strategic Highway Coalition.

The Council met with Judge Danny Pierce, Commissioner Glen Reader, Commissioner Jimmy Henry, and Commissioner B. J. Gaines,
along with representatives of the Gulf Coast Strategic Highway Coalition (former Polk County Judge John Thompson and Executive
Director Gary Bushell). (The Commissioners Court adjourned and left at 2:43 p.m. and the Council took a short recess until 2:50

p.m.)

b. Discussion of an alternative proposal submitted by the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for water service to the Ellis and
Estelle Units. [City Manager Matt Benoit]

Mayor Brauninger shared information on an alternate proposal from TDCJ, with a three-year phase in to the in-city rate, to be
considered at the September 6 meeting.

" 3. ADJOURNMENT
Mayor Brauninger adjourned the meeting at 3:28 p.m.

Lee Woodward, City Secretary







RESOLUTION NO. 2016-32

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS DESIGNATING AN
OFFICIAL NEWSPAPER FOR THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016-
2017.

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that The Huntsville Item is a paper of general circulation within the
City of Huntsville; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that The Huntsville Item:

(1) devotes not less than 25% of its total column lineage to general interest items;

(2) is published at Ieast once each week;

(3) is entered as 2" 4 class postal matter in the county where published; and

(4) has been published regularly and continuously for at least 12 months before the
governmental entity or representative publishes notice; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that The Huntsville Item is a publication that meets all of the criteria
legally required of an officially designated newspaper for the City of Huntsville.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS:

That:

(1) The Huntsville Item is designated as the official newspaper for the City of Huntsville for
Fiscal Year 2016-2017, commencing October 1, 2016.

(2) The Mayor is authorized and directed to execute a contract with The Huntsville Item
establishing the applicable rates for publication of City notices.

(3) Until September 30, 2017, the City of Huntsville shall continue to publish in the
Huntsville Item each ordinance, notice or other matter required to be published by law.

(4) This Resolution is effective immediately upon passage.

PASSED, ADOPTED, AND APPROVED this 6™ day of September 2016.
APPROVED:

Andy Brauninger, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Lee Woodward, City Secretary Leonard Schneider,.City Attorney
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‘ CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
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Item/Subject: Consider authorizing the City Manager to accept the 2016 Edward Byrne Memorial
Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program.

9/6/2016
Agenda Item: 4c

Initiating Department/Presenter: Neighborhood Resources

Presenter: Sherry McKibben

Recommended Motion: Move to authorize the City Manager to accept the 2016 Edward Byrne
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #7 - Public Safety - Provide safety and security for all citizens.

Discussion: The JAG, formerly the Local Law Enforcement Block Grant, has been available for a number
of years for law enforcement agencies. Huntsville and Walker County have received awards for several
years, although the award amounts have changed. The City has received funds since 2009.

The award for 2016 is $16,755.00 and will be used jointly by Walker County and the City of Huntsville
with the amount to be divided equally between the entities. There are no matching funds required for
this grant.

The City plans to use this grant towards the purchase of additional hardware in order to increase the
server capacity necessary for Body Camera video storage.

Previous Council Action: Council authorized the application submission and entering an interlocal
agreement with Walker County on June 7, 2016.

Financial Implications:
Xitem is budgeted:  This item is budgeted in Account #614-559-57475 in the FY 2016-17 Budget to
be adopted by Council.

Approvals: [ City Attorney XDirector of Finance XCity Manager

Associated Information:
e Award letter (page 2)

M
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs O

Bureau of Justice Assistance

Office of Justice Programs Washington, D.C, 20531
August 9, 2016

Mr. Matt Benoit

City of Huntsville
1220 11th Street
Huntsville, TX 77340

Dear Mr. Beneit :
On behalf of Attorney General Loretta Lynch, it is my pleasure to inform you that the Office of Justice Programs has approved

your application for funding under the FY 16 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program - Local
Solicitation in the amount of $16.755 for City of Huntsville.

Enclosed you will find the Grant Award and Special Conditions documents. This award is subject to all administrative and
financial requirements, including the timely submission of all financial and programmatic reports, resolution of all interim
audit findings, and the maintenance of a minimum level of cash-on-hand. Should you not adhere to these requirements, you
will be in violation of the terms of this agreement and the award will be subject to termination for cause or other administrative
action as appropriate.
If you have questions regarding this award, please contact:
- Program Questions, Carric Booth, Program Manager at (202) 305-7426; and O

- Financial Questions, the Office of the Chief Financial Officer, Customer Service Center (CSC }at
(800} 458-0786, or you may contact the CSC at ask.ocfof@usdoj.gov.

Congratulations, and we look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,

Denise O'Donnell
Director

Enclosures

9
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

9/6/2016
Agenda Item: 4d

Item/Subject: Consider awarding emergency disaster assistance services contracts to CERES
Environmental and DRC Emergency Services.

Initiating Department/Presenter: Public Safety

Presenter: Kevin Lunsford, Chief of Police

Recommended Motion: Move to approve awarding emergency disaster assistance service contracts
to CERES Environmental and DRC Emergency Services.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #7 - Public Safety - Provide safety and security for all citizens.

Discussion: The City of Huntsville was greatly impacted during the 2005 hurricane season by Hurricanes
Katrina and Rita, then in 2008 by Hurricane lke. As a result of damage surrounding the Gulf Coast area,
FEMA implemented additional guidelines to assist local agencies. Prior to 2005, many local agencies did
not have emergency assistance services vendors in place. FEMA recommended that local agencies have
this type of service in place; basically vendors on pre-disaster stand-by to aid local agencies with their
immediate response. This ensures that insurance is verified, bonding capability is confirmed, service
capability is confirmed, and FEMA purchasing requirements are in place pre-disaster. Emergency
services encompasses several key areas, including emergency power generators, telephone service,
debris clean up, water, fueling, etc.

In 2012, the City placed an emergency debris management bid and ultimately gained Council approval.
This bid followed the 2007 FEMA Debris Management Guide and had a term of four (4) years. At that
time, the City awarded to multiple contractors. The thought was that should a vendor not be able to
respond, the City had the right to continue contacting vendors until a vendor is able to assist.
Additionally, there could be a need for multiple vendors onsite to allow for a more immediate response
for Citywide clean up. This emergency award was never used.

The current award has an expiration date of September 2016; subsequently the City placed a new RFP
(request for proposal) solicitation. The guideline used for this proposal was the 2016 FEMA Public
Assistance Program and Policy Guide. Numerous City departments and divisions were asked for input in
drafting the RFP, including Fleet (generator power), Neighborhood Resources (FEMA reimbursement),
Risk (City risk/safety), Emergency Management (expert in area), Streets (debris cleanup), and Finance
(purchasing and budget). Additionally, as recommended by FEMA, the City Attorney reviewed the RFP.

This RFP has a term of three (3) years and the possibility of two (2) one-year extensions. The RFP was
sent to 17 vendors, posted in the Huntsville Item, City Web Site, Electronic State Business Daily and
Public Purchase. There were two responders, CERES Environmental of Houston and DRC Emergency
Services of Galveston.

City staff from the Risk, Grants, Emergency Management, and Finance departments and divisions
evaluated both responses. Both responders have extensive experience in emergency debris service, are
able to provide assistance in all areas requested, completed the required FEMA forms, and are familiar
with Huntsville.

e e
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At this time there is not a declared FEMA Emergency and no funds are being requested; this item is
being brought before the City Council as a qualifying pre-disaster approval request. Only if a disaster
occurs will this be called into action. During Hurricane Ike, the City was reimbursed over $1.2 million,
and during the recent floods the City received over $400,000 from FEMA. There is a tremendous
importance to having the pre-disaster award in place.

It is staff's recommendation that both vendors, DRC Emergency Services and CERES Environmental, be
awarded the Emergency Assistance Service RFP for the same reasons used in 2012 (as stated above). In
addition, should there be a hurricane which allows for preparation time, staff can review the pricing and
firm selection based on various categories/needs can be considered.

Should the Council approve this award, City staff will meet with both vendors in order to establish a pre-
disaster game plan. Goals of the meeting are to establish emergency contacts, staging areas, make city
street maps available, and begin a solid, professional relationship. Should a disaster occur, the City has
then proactively accomplished planning and built relationships in order to provide the greatest level of
citizen safety.

Previous Council Action: On July 17, 2012 the City Council approved the Emergency Vegetative Debris
Management Service and Grinding Service.

Financial Implications:
XThere is no financial impact associated with this pre-disaster item.

Approvals: [ICity Attorney [IDirector of Finance X City Manager

Associated Information:
e Solicitation list
e Pricing table
e Evaluation sheet

m
Agenda Item #4d Page 2

I

J

J



Bid No. 16-16 ® -
» Emergency Disaster Assistance Serivce ’@
C’ Solicitation List
Numnber Vendors [ =] Location
1 BNT Services bathill @hotmail.oom Hunitsville, TX
2 MoCaffety Hedric robert@mocaffetyelechric.oom Huntsville, TX
3 Hiis Walker/A1 Tire Repair atirerepair@msn.omm Hunitsville, TX
4 Ace Terrain, LLC dhadhoudk87 @yahoo.com Huritsville, TX
5 Grisham Construction grishamoonst @yahoo.com Huntsville, TX
6 A-1SepticService alsmithssepti il.com Huntsville, TX
7 Gunnels and Son ron Isandson. com Hunitsville, TX
8 Kims Home and Garden kim@kimshome .00 Huntsville, TX
9 Solid Bridge Construction vance @solidiwidge consstruction.oom Hunitsville, TX
10 Landscapers Pride brad@andscaperspwide.oom New Waverly, TX
11 Ornnd Pinnade omni Bomnipinnade..com Pearl River, LA
12 DRC Bmergency Services Igarda@drousa.com Houston, TX
13 Bergeron, Inc. rbolen@berperonine oom FL. lLanderdale, FL
14 TFR Enterpeises tiffanyw@tfrinccom Leander, TX
15 Crowder Gulf jramsay @oowderpulf.com Theodore, Al
16| Ceres Erwironmental Services, Inc. Daem. Brown@ceresenv.omm Houston, TX
17 Inland Erwironmental allison@inlanderwironenental.oom Kingwood, TX
Nunber MErss Disstribution Viewed
< 1 Hurstsville Hemn Not Tracked
C‘ 2 City of Huntsville Web Site Not Tracked
4 HectronicState Business Daily Not Tracked
3 Public Purdhase 73

@
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Bid No. 16 - 16 ‘ August 11, 2016
Emergency Disaster A nce Service *& X 11:00 am Central Standard Time
Bid Tab
CERES Environmental
Description Pricing Unit DRC Emergency Service Service
Section A & B - Equiy /Labor
210 Prentice Loader
Hourly s 170.00 162.00
Weekly s $ 6,800.00{ $ 6,480.00
Hourly OT ! 190.00 194.00
Self-Loading Prentice Truck 25 to yard dump bady or equal
Hourly s 170.00 185.00
Weekly $ 6,800.00 7.400.00
Hourly OT) $ 5 190.00 217.00
'Wheel Loader 2 % to 3 yard bucket
Hourly s S 180.00 132.00
Weckly s $ 7,200.00 5,280.00
Hourly OT s s 200.00 164.00
Wheel Loader 3 to 5 yard bucket
Hourly s 5 200.00 142.00
Weekly s $ 8,000.00 5,680.00
Hourly OT s 220.00 174.00
[ Tandem Dump Truck 16 to 20 vards
Hourly <3 S 110.00 81.00
Weekly $ S 4,400.00 3,240.00
Hourly OF $ $ 130.00 113.00
Mini Loader/Bobcat
Hourly s $ 120.00 78.00
Weekly s s 4,800.00 3,120.00
Hourly OT s s 140.00 110.00
Dozer/Cat D6 or equivalent

m
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Hourly s S 150.00 | $ 156.00
Weekly s $ 6,000.00 | $ 6,240.00
Hourly ot $ $ 17000 | $ 188.00
o {Excavator with debris loading grapple/Cat 325 or equal
Hourly s S 170.00 | $ 198.00
Weekly! $ $ 6,800.00 | $ 7,920.00
Hourly OT s S 180.00 | S 230.00
[Chainsaw with operator
Hourly! $ 1 45.00 | § 41.00
Weekly s $ 1,800.00 | $ 1,640.00
Hourly OT| s s 67.50 | § 61.50
Laborers
Hourly| s s 40.00 | $ 36.00
Weekly $ s 1,600.00 | $ 1,440.00
Hourly OT] s s 60.00 | $ 54.00
{Four men crew with transportation

Hourly $ $ 195.00 | $ 157.00
Weekly| $ $ 7,800.00 | $ 6,280.00
Hourly OT)| $ $ 292.50 | $ 231.50

[Three men crew with transportation
Hourly $ S 15500 | $ 121.00
Weekly (< S 6,200.00 | $ 4,840.00
Howly OT s s 23250 | $ 177.50

[Two men crew with transportation
Hourly s s 115.00 | $ 85.00
Weekly $ S 4,600.00 | $ 3,400.00
Hourly OT $ s 17250 1 8 123.50
Supervisor with transportation

Hourly| s 3 75.00 | $ 75.00
Weekly $ $ 3,000.00 | $ 3,000.00
Houdy OT $ $ 112.50 | $ 108.50

W
T
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Safety Manager with transpontation

Hourly s s 85.00 | § 72.00
Weekly] $ $ 3,400.00 | $ 2,880.00
Hourly OT s S 12750 | § 104.00
{Flagger for traffic control
Hourly $ 3 4000 | $ 38.00
Weekly s s 1,600.00 | $ 1,520.00
Hourly OT| $ S 60.00 | $ 57.00
Section A & B - EQUIPMENT ONLY NO OPERATORS
Refuse Trucks, Rear-Loading
Hourly| s $ 180.00 | $ 125.00
Weekly s $ 7,200.00| $ 5,000.00
Hourly OT| $ $ 200.00 | $ 145.00
Miscellaneous Unspecified Construction
Hourly s No Bid Cost plus 12%
Weekly s No 8id Cost plus 12%
Labor $ No Bid Cost plus 12%
Section C - EMERGENCY POWER GENERATORS
Less Than 100 KW $
Mobilization s S 480.00| $ 1,200.00
Per Day s $ 480.00| $ 1,480.86
Per Week s $ 1,330.00| $ 7,917.65
Per Month s $ 4,160.00| $ 27,606.01
101 - 300 KW
Mobilization $ $ 1,380.00| $ 1,700.00
Per Day $ $ 1,380.00( $ 2,596.12
Per Week $ s 4,130.00| $ 15,050.45
Per Month $ $ 12,650.00 | $ 54,981.76
301 KW - 500 KW
Mobilization $ $ 2,450.00| $ 1,900.00
Per Day| $ $ 2,450.00| $ 4,104.49

%
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Per Week $ 7,290.00} $ 24,508.66
Per Month s $ 22,31000 $ 91,060.85
501 - 1000 KW
0 Mobilization $ $ 4,640.00] § 2,400.00
Per Day! $ $ 4,640.00| $ 6,337.20
Per Week $ $ 13,890.00 | $ 37,056.52
Per Month $ $ 41,200.00 | $ 136,052.91
{More than 1001 KW
Mobilization $ S 7.060.00] $ 2,800.00
Per Day! 3 $ 7,060.00| $ 12,662.30
Per Week s $ 21,190.00 | $ 73,904.51
Per Month $ $ 63,730.00 | $ 271,065.38
Section D - TEMPORARY SATELLITE (CELL PHONE)
COMMUNICATIONS
Unit Price s 2.50/Minute S 2.20
Per Day $ S 4500 $ 319.00
Per Week S $ 180.00} S 2,233.00
Per Month 5 § 75000 | $ 58,058.00
Section E - TEMPORARY SANITARY FACILITIES & PORTABLE
HOUSING FACILITIES
[Comfort Station-10 stall units
Mobilization $ $ 72500} $ 1,900.00
Per Day| $ $ 725.00{ $ 933.33
Per Week s $ 5,075.00| $ 5,600.00
Per Month $ $ 21,750.00 | $ 22,400.00
(Consfort Station-26 ft BT Usit
Mobilization 5 S 1,500.00] $ 1,800.00
Per Day s $ 1,063.00{ $ 900.00
Per Week s $ 7,438.00| $ 5,400.00
Per Month s $ 31,875.00{ $ 21,600.00
Shower Units ~ 4 stall

e Mobilization S S 225001 $ 1,600.00

C
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Per Day s $ 22500 $ 650.00
Per Week s $ 157500} $ 3,900.00
Per Month s $ 6,750.00| $ 15,600.00
Shower Units - 6 stall
Mobilization $ S 750.00| $ 1,800.00
Per Day! $ S 338.001| $ 683.33
Per Week s $ 2,363.00| $ 4,100.00
Per Month $ $ 10,125.00| $ 16,400.00
Shower Units « 12 stall with 6 sinks
Mobilization s S 1,250.00] $ 2,100.00
Per Day| s $ 938.00 $ 733.33
Per Week s S 6,563.00| S 4,400.00
Per Month $ ] 28,125.00| $ 17,600.00
{Portable Laundry Facilities
Mobilization s -7 950.00| $§ 1,800.00
Per Day £ $ 434.00| % 550.00
Per Week $ $ 3,036.00| $ 3.300.00
Per Month $ $ 13,012.00 $ 13,200.00
Section F - REEFER & REFRIGERATION CONTAINERS WITH INITIAL
ICE DELIVERY
{initial ice Delivery and possible future deliveries SPER10LB S 690 $ 8.90
Section G - POTABLE WATER TRUCK AND EMERGENCY BOTTLED
WATER
{initial Bottled Water Delivery and possible future deliveries, SPERCASEOF12 | § 11451 $ 9.93
|Section H - MOBILE FLEET REPAIR FACILITIES, TECHNICIANS, AND
MECHANICS
{Equipment Rental
1 Time mobilization S Cost + 20% S 1,400.00
Unit Cost per Day $ Caost + 20% S 936.00
Unit Cost per Week $ Cost + 20% S 6,552.00
Unit Cost per Month $ Cost + 20% $ 28,080.00

m
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RJni: Price Per Tire $ S 5500 $ 374.40

Junit Price Per Batiery s $ 6500 $ 279.03
[MaterialsPans G .. supplies. % OVER COST 20% 12%

O Iskitted Mechanic Hourly Rate s 5 65.00 $ 61.00
IUnskil!ed Mechanic Assistant $ 5 45.00| $ 47.00

Section | - CANTEEN

|Breakiust SPERMEAL | 1850 16.00
lLunch SPERMEAL | S 2450 $ 23.00
Ioinger SPERMEAL | S 2995 s 32.00
lgoxed Lanches (Cold Meals) S PER MEAL S 1479 S 16.00
| Section J - TRAFFIC CONTROL AND SIGNAGE
|Equipment Rental % OVER COST 20% 14%
[Equipment Purchased by City % OVER COST 20% 10%

Section K - RIGHT OF WAY (ROW) DEBRIS REMOVAL AND RIGHT
OF ENTRY {ROE) DEBRIS REMOVAL

{Pick up vegetative debris from curbside and haul to a TDSRS
within five (3) miles of pick-up site (based on incoming lons) $ Per Ton 83.81 $ 78.10

Pick up vegetative debris from carbside and haul to a TDSRS
within ten (1{1) miles of pick-up site (based on incoming tons) S Per Ton 87.41 S 83.05

l[’icL up vegetative debris from ROE personal property and haul 1o
ITSRS within five {5} miles of pick-up site (based on incoming
tons} $ Per Ton 91.01 $ 99.00

To TDSRS within 10 miles of pick up site (based on incoming
tons) § Per Ton 94,61 $ 104.00
Pick up vegetative debris from ROE personal property and haul to

[ TDSRS in excess of ten (10} miles from pick-up site but within the

City based on incoming tons $ Per Ton 101.81 S 109.00
{Reduction by mulching and site management { based on incoming

foas) § Per Ton 34.47 $ 36.74
Loading and transporting Mulch to final disposal site S Per Ton 30.87 s 16.65

C
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wast 35.00/Unit, Dead Household HAZ 4.98/1b,
List other materials and cost which the contractor has been Animals 5.95/ib, White Dead Animals .098/1b, €
[approved to handle S Per Ton Goods 35.00/unit, Freon waste 29.00/EA
Section L - TREE, TREE STUMP, AND TREE UMB REMOVAL
24" diameter and greater, but less than 48" diameter
Stump Unit| s $ 240.00| S 188.00
Tree Unit s $ 125.00( S 198.00
{Equal to or greater than 487
Stump Unit s $ 34000 $ 248.00
Tree Unit| S S 195.00| $ 298.00
{Demotition, Collection and Dispasal Rate (Per Specifications) Per Ton $ 11740 S 157.50
Hazardous Stump R 1
24-36 inches|  $ PER STUMP $ 225001 $ 168.00
36-48 inches|  $ PER STUMP 5 415001} $ 188.00
Greater than 48 inches|  § PER STUMP S 57000 $ 248.00
Stump Removal
Stump Removal. Collection, Grind, Huul-out and Disposal Rate S PER TON $ 21000} S 238.00
Sand Collection
Sand Collection (Public Property) and Screening Rate (Per
Specifications) $ PER TON $ 31.00| S 24.00
Sand Collection (Private Property) and Screening Rate {(Per
Specifications) S PER TON S 35001 S 28.00
Backfill per specifications S PER TON S 2700 S 28.90
{Leaning Trees/Limbs
Removal of hazardous hanging limbs greater than 2 inches S PER TON $ 850.00| S 148.00
Removal of hazardous ling trees 67-127 in digmeter| $ PER TON S 315001 $ 138.00
Removal of hazardous standing trees 137-24" in diameter] S PERTON $ £§75.00| $ 135.00
Removal of hazardous standing trees 257-36™ in diameter] S PER TON $ 1,395.00( $ 130.00
Removal of hazardous standing trees 377 or larger in diameter| $ PER TON $ 1,485.00( $ 125.00
ion M - implemented by
EMC/EOC):
Single Story-Frame Structure, Demolish and secure site only SPERSQ FEET | S 37518 2.35

M
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[Two Storv-Frame Structure. Demolish and secure site only SPERSQ. FEET | S 4.75| $ 255
Single Story-Block Structure, Demolish and secure site only SPERSQ. FEET | $ 4251 % 2.60
Two Story-Block Structure, Demolish and secure site only S PER SQ. FEET S 525($ 2.85
e {Demotish only and secure site SPERSQ. FEET | § 1751 $ 3.40
[pemotish only and secure site SPERSQ. FEET | $ 1501 % 3.15
Section N - EMERGENCY TEMPORARY DRY-IN OF FACILITIES
Non-specified Equipment Rental % OVER COST 20% 12%
Materials (i.e. plywood, hardware materials) % OVER COST 20% 12%
l Section O - TEMPORARY SECURITY PERSONNEL
E}uipp@d Security Staffing witransportation. % OVER COST 20% 14%
Section P - TEMPORARY LIGHTING
lﬁquipmcm Rentat % OVER COST 20% 12%
Section Q - TEMPORARY PORTABLE FUELING SITES AND
DISPENSING
Equipment Rental % OVER COST 20% 15%
Section R - RENTAL OF VARIOUS EQUIPMENT WITH AND
WITHOUT OPERATORS
Reference item A
Section 5 - TEMPORARY FENCING
{Fencing Materials % OVER COST 20% 12%
Section T - OTHER DISASTER RELATED SERVICES: WATERWAY
DEBRIS REMOVAL
{Removal and screening of debris faden sand.
Per CY 1-15 Miles s $ 13351 S 13.90
Per CY 15-30 Miles| s S 15351 $ 15.45
Per CY 30-40 Miles $ $ 17351 $ 16.90
waterway
Per CY 1-15 Miles s 5 28501 S 18.00
Per CY 13-30 Miles s 29.501 $ 21.00
Per CY 30-30 Miles| s S 30504 S 24.00
Section U - CLEANING OF STORM DRAINS

o Clean 217 & 24" Storm Sewer SPERLF $ 4.85|$ 16,00

C
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Bid No. 16- 16
Emergency Disaster Assistance Service
Evaluation Table

&

August 11, 2016
11:00 am Central Standard Time

DRC Emergency CERES Ermvivonmentol

Description Service Service
A Responsiveness - 10 Poants
Signed Solidtation - Page 85 YES Yes
Conflict of Interest Questionnaire - Page 6 YES Yes
Meal Times - Page 11 YES Yes
Sample Menu - Page 26 NO Yes
Federal Labor Standards - Page 39 YES Yes
Contractors Local Opportunity Plan - Page 42 YES Yes
Proposed Contracts - Page 43 NO Yes
Statement of Bidders Qualifications - Page 44 YES Yes
Contractors Certifications - Page 45 YES Yes
Section 504 - Page 46 YES Yes
Anti-Kickback - Page 47 YES Yes
Form 1295 - Page 48 YES Yes
Certificate Recarding Lobbying - Page 49 YES Yes
NonCollusion Affidavid - Page S0 YES Yes
Contractors Recovered Material - Page 51 YES Yes
Prevailing Wage Requiremenits - Page 72 YES Yes
B. Qualifications - 30 Poants
Experience with FEMA Disasters YES Yes
Equipment Resources YES Yes
Insurance YES Yes
Bonding Cabality YES Yes
C. Cost of Services - 60 Points
Reference attached Bid Tab YES Yes
Evaluation Recommendation Primary Secondary

L
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[Clean 27 & 30" Storm Sewer SPERLF $ 48515 18.00
Clean 36" Storm Sewer $ PERLF $ 515] S 21.00
[Clean 42" Storm Sewer SPERLF $ 575] S 25.00
e (Clean 48" Storm Sewer S PERLF S 6255 28.00
Clean 34" Storm Sewer S PERLF $ 8251$ 31.00
Clean 60° Starm Sewer SPERLF $ 10251 $ 34,00
(Clean 727 Storm Sewer SPERLF 5 1225] $ 38.00
Clean Catch Basins $ PER UNIT $ 35000 $ 250.00
Clean Drainage Manholes $ PER UNIT $ 250.00| $ 125.00
Box - Clean 0 - 4 SPERLF $ 5455 35.00
[Box - Clean 4.01 - 9 S PERLF $ 575 | s 45.00
J8ox - clean 9.01 15 S PERLF $ 6053 65.00
|50 - Clean 15.01 - 20 SPERLF $ 7750 8 95.00
|8ox - ciean 2001 -30 S PERLF $ 8153 125.00
Jox - Clean 31.01 - 40 $ PERLF $ 865/$ 150.00
|Box - Clean 40.01 - 50 $PERLF s 921 200.00
|8ox - clean s0.01 - 60 $PERLF 5 945 ¢ 240.00
[Box - ctean 60.01 - 70 SPERLF $ 1144 § 280.00

*NOTICE: Bid award is cantingent upon vendor meeting bid requirements and formal authorization by City officials

C
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Bid No. 16- 16 w August 11, 2016
Emergency Disaster Assistance Service ‘*{& 11:00 am Central Standard Time
Evaluation Table
DRC Emergency CERES Ervwirommentol

Description Service Service
A. Responsiveness - 10 Points
Signed Solidtation - Page 85 YES Yes
Conflict of Interest Questionnaire - Page 6 YES Yes
Meal Times - Page 11 YES Yes
Sample Memnu - Page 26 NO Yes
Federal Labor Standards - Page 39 YES Yes
Contractors Local Opportunity Plan - Page 42 YES Yes
Proposed Contracts - Page 43 NO Yes
Statement of Bidders Qualifications - Page 44 YES Yes
Contractors Certifications - Page 45 YES Yes
Section 504 - Page 46 YES Yes
Anti-Kidkbadk - Page 47 YES Yes
Form 1295 - Page 48 YES Yes
Certificate Regarding Lobbying - Page 49 YES Yes
NonCollusion Affidavit - Page S0 YES Yes
Contractors Recovered Material - Page 51 YES Yes
Prevailing Wage Requirements - Page 72 YES Yes
B. Qualifications - 30 Points
Experience with FEMA Disasters YES Yes
Equipment Resources YES Yes
Insurance YES Yes
Bonding Cabality YES Yes
C. Cost of Services - 60 Points
Reference attached Bid Tab YES Yes
Evaluation Recommendation Primary Secondary

m
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t CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

’c\?\ dae 9/6/2016
e h Agenda Item: 4e

Item/Subject: Consider authorizing the City Manager to award the construction contract for the
Oakwood Cemetery — Adickes Addition Fence Replacement Project (No. 16-10-07).

Initiating Department/Presenter: Engineering

Presenter: Y.S. “Ram” Ramachandra, City Engineer

Recommended Motion: Move to authorize the City Manager to award the construction contract to
Four Seasons Dev. Co., Inc. for the construction of Oakwood Cemetery — Adickes Addition Fence
Replacement Project (No. 16-10-07).

Strategic Initiative: Goal #4 - Infrastructure - Ensure the quality of the City utilities, transportation and
physical structures so that the City’s core services can be provided in an effective and efficient manner.

Discussion: Throughout the years a combination of trash, dirt, and leaves has built up behind the chain
link fence that borders the south and west sides of the Oakwood Cemetery located at the northeast
corner of MLK Jr. Boulevard and 9™ Street. This build-up has caused significant damage to the fence in
many areas. This project consists of replacing the failing chain link fence with a new 4’ wrought iron
fence, and re-grading the slope from the fence line to the street. The wrought iron fence should allow
for debris to pass under/through it preventing future build-up.

American Civil Engineering Services, L.P. of Conroe provided design services for the project. Notice to
Bidders was advertised on August 7, 2016 upon completion of the design.

Notice to Bidders was posted on The Huntsville Item and the City of Huntsville websites. Also, project
drawings and contract documents were posted on the Electronic State Business Daily (ESBD) and Public
Purchase websites. Moreover, the Purchasing division proactively notified several local and regional
construction contract firms through email, publicizing the bid notification. Hard copies of the bid
documents were available for review at the Service Center and were sent to potential bidders on
request.

A non-mandatory pre-bid meeting was held on August 17, 2016 to allow all responders access to the
City staff for questions, comments and clarifications on the scope of work. The bids were opened on
August 24, 2016. Three (3) bidders submitted bids for this project. The certified bid tabulation is
attached. The low bid amount is $107,374.52, from Four Seasons Dev Co., Inc. of Houston. The
engineer’s estimate for base bid was in the $105,000 range. Four Seasons Dev. Co., Inc. has not
previously worked on any City projects. When verifying references with entities for which Four Seasons
has worked, positive feedback was received in regards to construction schedules and quality of work.

The construction contract period will be one hundred and twenty (150) calendar days from the date of
Notice to Proceed (NTP).

Previous Council Action: The project was initially funded with $220,000 during FY 2015-2016 for
M
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construction.

Financial Implications:
Xitem is budgeted:  815-81554-62300 - Current balance $193,900

Approvals: LICity Attorney X Director of Finance X City Manager

Associated Information:
e Project location map (page 3)
e Letter of recommendation for contract award (page 4)
e Certified bid tabulations (pages 5-7)

m
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PROJECT LOCATION
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DCES

AMERICAN CIVIL ENGINEERING SERVICES, L.P

August 30, 2016

City of Huntsville

Ram Ramachandra

448 State Hwy 75 North
Huntsville, TX 77340

Re:  Oakwood Cemetery Fence Project
ACES Job No. 113415-051

Dear Ram:

Bids were received, opened and publicly read in the city secretary’s office at 2:00 pm,
August 24, 2016 for the Oakwood Cemetery Fence Project. Three bids were received.
The bids were checked for mathematical and typographical errors. A bid security was
enclosed for 5% of the total bid as required, for all the bidders. The bids ranged from a
low of $106,154.81 to a high of $168.328.00.

The low bid was made by Four Seasons Development. There was a wide range of prices
in the 3 bids. I have not personally worked with Four Seasons in the past but, I verified
their past performance with multiple sources that said they have the ability and resources
to complete the job in a timely manner. I therefore recommend that you award the bid to
the lowest bidder, Four Seasons Development, in the amount of $106.154.81, or the
Alternate Bid in the amount of $107.374.52.

Attached is a list of references for the company. I could not reach all of them. but all of
the ones called recommended the company.

If you have any questions in this matter, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

¥
j/ (»’{/J’ﬂ?—’{/

C. Dane Fuller, P.E.,

American Civil Engineering Services, L.P.

P.O. Box 3220
Conroe, TX 77305

{936) 760-3260 {9386) 760-3270 (fax)
www.americances.com

Z3Fdes: PROJECTS 13318051 Oy of Hontsvil SoniniFoor Scasonsiid Ree dac
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t CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

’c\gg&% 9/6/2016
“\’ Agenda Item: 4f

Item/Subject: Consider authorizing the City Manager to award the construction contract for Gospel
Hill Sanitary Sewer Project Construction (Project No. 16-10-02).

Initiating Department/Presenter: Engineering

Presenter: Y.S.“Ram” Ramachandra, City Engineer

Recommended Motion: Move to authorize the City Manager to award the construction contract to
King Solution Services, LLC for the construction of Gospel Hill Sanitary Sewer Project (No. 16-10-02).

Strategic Initiative: Goal #4 - Infrastructure - Ensure the quality of the City utilities, transportation and
physical structures so that the City’s core services can be provided in an effective and efficient manner.

Discussion: This segment of existing sewer line (approx. 500 linear feet) and manholes are in a
deteriorated condition due to their age (over 50 years old) and material types. Sewer line is made up of
clay tile pipes and manholes are of brick construction and have been failing in several locations. Sewer
lines will be replaced with PVC pipes and the manholes will be replaced with concrete or fiberglass
manholes. The funding being sought is for both engineering and construction.

This project design has been achieved by the City Engineering staff. Notice to Bidders was advertised on
July 31, 2016 upon completion of design. No utility easement acquisition was required for this project.

Notice to Bidders was posted on The Huntsville Item and the City of Huntsville web sites. Also, project
drawings and contract documents were posted on Electronic State Business Daily (ESBD), the City of
Huntsville, and Public Purchases web sites. Hard copies of the bid document were sent to potential
bidders upon request.

A non-mandatory pre-bid meeting was held on August 9, 2016 to allow all responders access to the City
staff for questions, comments and clarifications on the scope of work. The bids were opened on August
16, 2016. Three (3) bids were received for this project. The certified bid tabulation is attached to this
agenda item. The low bid amount is $77,002, from King Solution Services, LLC, Houston.

The engineer’s estimate was in the $87,000 range, approx1mately 14% higher than the low bid amount.
Considering the project size (relatively a small infrastructure) project 14% variation is not out of bounds.
Items that are the main reasons for the 14% variation in the low bid amount from the engineer’s
estimate are i) mobilization; ii) connection of 6” PVC pipe to existing/new manhole, iii) erosion control;
and iv) construction traffic control.

The staff recommendation is to award the construction contract to the low bidder, King Solution
Services, LLC, Houston, TX, in the amount of $77,002. King Solution Services, 'LLC has not previously
worked on any of the City projects. Upon verifying with the references with entities to whom King
Solution Services, LLC worked, positive feedback was recelved in regards to construction schedules and
quality of work.

w
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The construction contract period will be sixty (60) calendar days from the date of Notice to Proceed
(NTP).

Previous Council Action: The project was initially funded with $90,000 during FY 2015-2016 for ’
construction.

Financial Implications:
Xitem is budgeted:  A/C # 702-7171-62300 Current account balance is $90,000

Approvals: [ICity Attorney LIDirector of Finance X City Manager

Associated Information:
e Project location map (page 3)
e Certified bid tabulations (pages 4-6)

%.
Agenda Item #4f Page 2



LOCATION MAP

Hill St To Gospel Hill Sewer Realignment
Project #16-10-02
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

’m 4 '\% 9/6/2016
“{% Agenda Item: 5a

Item/Subject: Consider authorizing the City Manager to award the construction contract for 11™ Street
(University Avenue to Avenue G) Waterline Replacement Project (No. 12-11-02), first reading.

Initiating Department/Presenter: Engineering

Presenter: Y.S. “Ram” Ramachandra, City Engineer

Recommended Motion: FIRST READING — Move to authorize the City Manager to award the
construction contract to 5-T Utilities, Inc. for the construction of 11" Street (University Avenue to
Avenue G) Waterline Replacement Project (No. 12-11-02).

Strategic Initiative: Goal #4 - Infrastructure - Ensure the quality of the City utilities, transportation and
physical structures so that the City’s core services can be provided in an effective and efficient manner.

Discussion: This project consists of replacing an old and deteriorated 6" waterline along 11th Street
from University Avenue to Avenue G. Approximate length of this waterline segment is 1,900 linear feet.
The water line located in this segment was installed in the 1950s and is cast iron or ductile iron pipe.
Several waterline breaks have occurred in this segment. Due to the age of the waterline and known
waterline degradation, this line has not been cleaned as part of the scheduled water system cleaning
program for fear of damaging the degraded waterline and creating new leaks/breaks.

Bleyl & Associates provided design services for the project. Notice to Bidders was advertised on July 17,
2016 upon completion of the design. No utility easements were acquired for the project. The waterline
will be replacement in the TxDOT right of way. Necessary TxDOT permit has been obtained.

Notice to Bidders was posted on The Huntsville Iltem and the City of Huntsville websites. Also, project
drawings and contract documents were posted on the Electronic State Business Daily (ESBD) and Public
Purchase websites. Moreover, the Purchasing Division proactively notified several local and regional
construction contract firms through email, publicizing the bid notification. Hard copies of the bid
documents were available for review at the Service Center and were sent to potential bidders on
request.

A non-mandatory pre-bid meeting was held on July 27, 2016 to allow all responders access to the City
staff for questions, comments and clarifications on the scope of work. The bids were opened on August
3, 2016. Three (3) bidders submitted bids for this project. The certified bid tabulation is attached. The
low bid amount is $369,956.11, from 5-T Utilities, Inc. of Huntsville for base bid option (direction drilling
option, which significantly eliminates cutting open the pavement).

The engineer’s estimate for base bid was in $355,000 range, approximately 4% less than the low bid
amount. The 4% variation from the engineer’s estimate is within a reasonable range for a project of this
nature and magnitude. Items that are the main reasons for the 4% variation in the total base bid amount
from the engineer’s estimate are i) 12” PVC pipe installation; ii) grout fill and abandoning existing 6"
pipe, iii) Storm water pollution prevention; and iv) construction traffic control.

5-T Utilities, Inc. has previously worked and has satisfactorily completed several infrastructure

e e e e e
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improvement projects for the City of Huntsville.

The construction contract period will be one hundred and twenty (120) calendar days from the date of
Notice to Proceed (NTP). The awarding of this project requires two readings by the Council.

While the City funds for project construction are available due to funding in previous years, this project
is now primarily funded through the Texas Department of Agriculture (TDA) under Community
Development Grant (CDBG) program. The City was awarded CDBG funds for this project in September
2015. As such, most of the cost construction cost will be reimbursed by CDBG funds in the amount of
$344,250 and City funds in the amount of $25,706 will cover the balance. Unused City funds for this
project (currently calculated to be approximately $364,281) resulting from the grant funding received
will be ultimately transferred to Unallocated Funds (999 account) for Water R & R.

Previous Council Action: The City Council initially approved $32,000 for engineering design in FY 2012-
2013. The City Council funded $405,000 in FY 15-16 for construction purposes. The Council authorized
the submission of the application to TDA on February 17, 2015 and adopted Resolution 2015-06. Council
accepted award of CDBG grant by TDA at the Sept 15, 2015 meeting.

Financial Implications:
Xitem is budgeted: ~ 703-70308-62300 - Current balance $389,987

Approvals: [ICity Attorney X Director of Finance X City Manager

Associated Information:
e Project location map (page 3)
e Letter of recommendation for contract award (page 4)
e Certified bid tabulations (pages 5 —9)

m
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PROJECT LOCATION
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Agenda Item #5a

100 Nugent Street

BICYI & ASSOCiatCS Conroe, Texas 77301
Phone: (936) 441-7833
Project Engineering & Management Fax: (936) 760-3833

Texas Reg. No. F-678

August 3, 2016

City of Huntsville
448 State Hwy 75 North
Huntsville, TX 77320

Attn: Mr.Y.S. Ram Ramachandra, P.E., City Engineer

Re: 11" Street waterline replacement, University Ave. to G Ave
Project Number 12-11-02
B&A File No. 11766

Mr. Ramachandra:

This project was published for public bidding as required for the Community Block Grant
Program, and bids were opened on August 3, 2016 at 2:00 at the Huntsville City Hall. The final
bid tabulation has been prepared and is hereby submitted for your review and action. No bid
errors were noted.

5T Utilities submitted the lowest, qualified bid base bid for the horizontal directional drilling
construction work, in the amount of $369,956.11. The bid alternate for open-cut construction
increased the bid amount well above available funding, and therefore is not recommended for
award. The bid amount is slightly above the Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Cost, but is well
within acceptable cost range for this type of construction. ST Utilities is a well-known and
consistently high performing contractor for the city of Huntsville. Bleyl & Associates has worked
with them successfully on a variety of projects. They are familiar with Huntsville city
infrastructure and expectations, and are fully capable of successfully completing this project.

I recommend the City of Huntsville award this project to 5T Utilities, in the amount of

369,956.11.

Please call if | may answer any question or be of further assistance.

< oA P
Regards, " : ‘t’;‘“
\ o W
/ e YO )
{ § MICHAEL T. SULLIvAN
"o.... 635 ............ ; srent
Michael Sullivan, P.E. B 4

ooy s
Senior Project Manager \\ﬁﬁy,oif‘egfé\‘f‘;f
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

’&g&% 9/6/2016
“\ Agenda Item: 5b

Item/Subject: Consider adopting Ordinance 2016-37, to change the Development District Classification
of Lots 64 and 66 of Far Hills Addition, Section 2 from Neighborhood Conservation to Management,
second reading.

Initiating Department/Presenter: Community & Economic Development

Presenter: Aron Kulhavy, Director, Community & Economic Development Department

Recommended Motion: Move to adopt Ordinance 2016-37, to change the Development District
Classification of Lots 64 and 66 of Far Hills Addition, Section 2 from Neighborhood Conservation to
Management.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #3 - Economic Development - Promote and enhance a strong and diverse
economy.

Discussion: The Planning Commission has initiated the Development District Map Amendment to
change the development district classification for Lots 64 & 66 of Far Hills Addition, Section 2, located at
63 & 59 SH 75 N, from Neighborhood Conservation to Management. The property is located on the
southern and eastern edge of a Neighborhood Conservation district, with the adjoining property to the
south being in a Management district. The property to the east, across SH 75, is also zoned
Management.

A Public Hearing and Consideration of this Development District Map Amendment case was on the
agenda for the July 21, 2016, Planning Commission Meeting. The Commissioners voted unanimously to
recommend approval of the Development Map Amendment to change the subject property from
Neighborhood Conservation to Management. Minutes from the Planning Commission showing the
discussion at their meeting is attached with this report.

The discussion form and other documents submitted to the Planning Commission from staff are also
attached.

Previous Council Action: On August 16, a public hearing and first reading were held for this item and
two other zoning cases. In 2009, the Council reclassified a lot to the south of the subject tracts that now
houses Keller Williams Realty. In 2015 the Council reclassified an adjacent lot which now houses the H3
Motors dealership.

Financial Implications:
XThere is no financial impact associated with this item.

Approvals: XICity Attorney [CIDirector of Finance X City Manager
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Associated Information:
e Ordinance 2016-37 (page 3)
e Planning Commission discussion form (page 5-6)
e Vicinity map (page 7)
e Excerpt from July 21, 2016 Planning Commission minutes (page 8)

e
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ORDINANCE NO. 2016-37

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS,
AMENDING THE OFFICIAL DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT MAP OF THE CITY OF
HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS TO CHANGE THE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
CLASSIFICATION FOR LOTS 64 & 66 OF FAR HILLS ADDITION, SECTION 2,
LOCATED AT 63 & 59 SH 75 N, FROM NEIGHBORHOOD CONSERVATION TO
MANAGEMENT

WHEREAS the City Council of the City of Huntsville, Texas, has adopted an Official Development
District Map and attendant regulations for the City which, in accordance with the
Comprehensive Plan, was designed to control the density of population to the end that
congestion may be lessened in public streets and that the public health, safety,
convenience and general welfare by promoted in accordance with Chapter 211,
Municipal Zoning Authority of the Texas Local Government Code; and

WHEREAS the Development Code of the City of Huntsville provides for the amendment of the Official
Development District Map; and

WHEREAS after public notice, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on July 21, 2016 to
consider comments of the public regarding the adoption of amendments to the Official
Development District Map; and

WHEREAS the Planning Commission has studied and evaluated the request and the report prepared by
City Staff; and

WHEREAS the Planning Commission has considered the comments of the public presented at that
public hearing and has prepared a report for this Council of its conclusions and
recommendations;

WHEREAS after public notice, City Council held a public hearing on August 16, 2016 and September
6, 2016 to consider comments of the public regarding the adoption of amendments to the
Official Development District Map; and

WHEREAS the City Council has studied and evaluated the request, the report prepared by City Staff
and the recommendations by the Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS the City has updated the map to reflect the amended area;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS, that:

SECTION 1: The Official Development District Map of the City of Huntsville, as provided in
Section 2.200 of the City’s Development Code, is amended and City Staff is
direct to make such change.

SECTION 2: The newly amended Official Development District Map is adopted and shall
supersede the prior Official Development District Map.
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SECTION 3: The City Secretary is hereby directed to cause the caption of this Ordinance to be
published at least twice within ten days of final passage. This ordinance shall take
effect ten (10) days after the date of final passage.

PASSED AND APPROVED THIS DAY OF 2016

THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE

Andy Brauninger, Mayor

ATTEST:

Lee Woodward, City Secretary

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Leonard Schneider, City Attorney
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PLANNING COMMISSION
AGENDA ITEM DISCUSSION FORM

Prepared by: Aron Kulhavy, AICP, City Planner Janet Ridley, Planner

SUBJECT: Development District Map Amendment

MEETING DATE: July 21, 2016

TYPE OF REVIEW: Development District Reclassification

LOCATION: Lots 64 & 66 of the Far Hills Addition No. Two (63 & 59 SH 75 N)

FACTS, CODE REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS

The City of Huntsville Planning Commission has initiated a Development District Map
Amendment for Lots 64 and 66 of the Far Hills Addition No. Two, established in 1950,
from Neighborhood Conservation (NC) to Management (M). This subdivision was
classified as NC in 1990 with the adoption of the first Official Zoning District Map by
Ordinance 90-9. Two different applications for the development district reclassification
of lots in this subdivision located to the south of the subject lots have been received
since 2009. These two applications were approved and their development district
classification was changed from NC to M. The Planning Commission has initiated this
map amendment in order to avoid individual lot Development District Map Amendment
cases for the subject lots.

There are three (3) main Development Districts in the City of Huntsville. The two
districts applicable to this case are and as defined in Section 2.300 of the Development
Code are as follows:

2.301 Neighborhood Conservation District — The Neighborhood Conservation
(NC) district is intended to help protect property values by conserving the overall
character and function of single-family (detached house) residential areas of the
City. It is intended for application in stable single-family (detached house)
neighborhoods.

2.303 Management District — The Management (M) district is the most widely
applied development district classification. All land not specifically classified in
another development district is included in the M district. The M district allows all
land uses, subject to compliance with all other applicable regulations of this
development Code.

Should the subject property be reclassified as Management, any land use will be allowed
on the subject lots per all applicable regulations pertaining to the Management District.

The lot configurations have remained as originally platted in 1950. To the east, the
subject lots front and have access to SH 75 N, a primary arterial. The property located
on the east side of SH 75 N is classified as M. To the south, the adjoining property is
one of the subdivision lots that have been changed from NC to M. To the west and
north, the adjoining property is part of the Far Hills Addition No. Two Subdivision and
classified as NC.
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According to Section 12.308 Review and Approval Criteria the following three factors
are to be considered when making recommendations and decisions about development
district map amendments.

12.308.A Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.

The comprehensive plan recommends that the City’s land use pattern focus
on new development with existing utilities and that development patterns
provide for transitions and buffering between differing land uses. It further
states that residential areas should not be situated next to intense non-
residential uses but that less intense residential uses may be appropriate with
performance standards to mitigate any nuisance activities. However, it
should be noted that the Huntsville Horizon Comprehensive plan does not
have a future land use map and cannot provide specific guidance on these

12.308.B Compatibility with existing development district classifications,
uses of nearby property and the character of the surrounding
neighborhood.

The neighborhood and surrounding area to the west and north has developed
in accordance to the original Neighborhood Conservation district established
in 1990. The property to the south was reclassified as Management in 2015.
Traffic on SH 75 North has increased steadily since the original development
district classification and the character of the neighborhood is more diverse
than before.

12.308.C Availability of water, wastewater, storm water, and transportation
facilities generally suitable and adequate for use allowed under the
proposed development district.

There is adequate water, wastewater and storm water infrastructure to
accommodate the proposed change in the development district classification
of the subject area. Commercial uses generally create more traffic than
single family residential uses. In this case, the roadways in the area are
adequate to handle any increase in traffic.

Adequate notice was sent to the media and surrounding property owners as required by
the Development Code and State law. After a public hearing, it is the duty of the
Commission to review this proposal and submit a report containing its conclusions and
recommendations to the City Council on this matter.

As of the date of this report, staff has not received any comments in opposition to this
map amendment. There have been several calls requesting information about the case.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The Comprehensive plan places an emphasis on the compatibility of differing land uses through
buffering and performance mitigation between low intensity commercial and neighborhood
conservation developments. At this time no specific business/commercial use has been
designated for the property, however with the adoption of the updated Development Code in
August 2015, Conditional Use Permit Application requiring extra scrutiny for certain designated
land uses when they are located in close proximity to NC districts. With this safe-guard being in
place, Staff recommends approval of this Development District Map Amendment.

ATTACHMENTS:

Vicinity map by staff
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Excerpt from 7/21/2016 Planning Commission Minutes

6. PUBLIC HEARING to take testimony concerning the change in the Development District Classification
of Lots 64 and 66 of Far Hills Addition, Section 2 from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Aron Kulhavy gave an overview of the case per the discussion form making note that there have
been two re-classification cases for the lots located immediately to the south of Lot 66.

Chairman Johnston opened the Public Hearing. [6:56 PM]
There were no speakers in support of the Development District re-classification.

John Sonsel — residing at 416 Far Hills Drive, spoke in opposition to the change in the
Development District Classification for the properties. He made note of the effect that the
construction of the apartment project has had on the subdivision, increased noise and less privacy,
and his concern with his property value. He asked what options were available to prevent the re-
classification of these properties.

There were no other public comments.
Chairman Johnston closed the Public Hearing. [7:03 PM]

7. CONSIDER the change in the Development District Classification of Lots 64 and 66 of Far Hills Addition,
Section 2 Subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Aron Kulhavy, making note of the Development Code Conditions Use Permit safeguard for
certain uses, confirmed that to the best of staff’s knowledge, neither lot is currently owner
occupied.

Commissioner Hilton stated that the use of the lots does not change until the owners of the
properties choose to do so and no one is aware of any plans to change the use of the property at
this time. He feels that the highest and best use of the properties is for commercial use.
Commissioner Durda concurred.

| Commissioner Woods made a motion to recommend approval of the change in the Development
| District Classification of Lots 64 and 66 of Far Hills Addition, Section 2 from Neighborhood
“ Conservation to Management. Second was by Commissioner Anderson. The vote was unanimous.
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l CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
’c«{ Sale 9/6/2016
4
Wl v Agenda Item: 5c

)

Item/Subject: Consider adopting Ordinance 2016-38, to change the Development District Classification
of Lots 1A and 3A, Block 2 of the Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrace subdivision from Neighborhood
Conservation to Management, second reading.

Initiating Department/Presenter: Community & Economic Development

Presenter: Aron Kulhavy, Director, Community & Economic Development Department

Recommended Motion: Move to adopt Ordinance 2016-38, to change the Development District
Classification of Lots 1A and 3A, Block 2 of the Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrace subdivision
from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #3 - Economic Development - Promote and enhance a strong and diverse
economy.

Discussion: The Planning Commission has initiated the Development District Map Amendment to
change the development district classification for Lots 1A & 3A, Block 2, Southwood Area, Northcrest
Terrace subdivision located in the 1000 Block of SH 75 N, from Neighborhood Conservation to
Management. The property is located on the southern edge of a Neighborhood Conservation district
with access only from SH 75 North. The adjoining property to the west was changed from Neighborhood
Conservation to Management by Ordinance 2015-25 on June 2, 2015. The property to the east and
south, across SH 75, is also zoned Management.

A Public Hearing and Consideration of this Development District Map Amendment case was on the
agenda for the July 21, 2016, Planning Commission Meeting. At the hearing, no one spoke either in
favor or against the proposed map amendment. Staff had received a few phone calls requesting
information regarding the case. The owners of Lot 3A have submitted a letter in favor of the proposed
map amendment. The Commissioners voted unanimously to recommend approval of the
Development District Map Amendment to change the subject property from Neighborhood
Conservation to Management. Excerpt from the minutes from the Planning Commission showing the
discussion at their meeting is attached with this report.

The discussion form and other documents submitted to the Planning Commission from staff are also
attached.

Previous Council Action: On August 16, a public hearing and first reading were held for this item and
two other zoning cases. In June of 2015, the City Council approved a change in classification from
Neighborhood Conservation to Management for a lot adjacent to the one under consideration.

Financial Implications:
XThere is no financial impact associated with this item.

M
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Approvals: X City Attorney [IDirector of Finance

X City Manager

Associated Information:
e Ordinance 2016-38 (page 3-4)
e Discussion form (pages 5-7)

e Vicinity map (page 7)
e Property owner letter of support (page 8)
¢ Excerpt from 7/21/2016 Planning Commission minutes (page 9)
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ORDINANCE NO. 2016-38

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS,
AMENDING THE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT MAP OF THE CITY OF
HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS TO CHANGE THE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
CLASSIFICATION FOR LOTS 1A & 3A, BLOCK 2, SOUTHWOOD AREA,
NORTHCREST TERRACE SUBDIVISION LOCATED IN THE 1000 BLOCK OF SH 75
N, FROM NEIGHBORHOOD CONSERVATION TO MANAGEMENT.

WHEREAS the City Council of the City of Huntsville, Texas, has adopted an Official
Development District Map and attendant regulations for the City which, in
accordance with the Comprehensive Plan, was designed to control the density of
population to the end that congestion may be lessened in public streets and that
the public health, safety, convenience and general welfare by promoted in
accordance with Chapter 211, Municipal Zoning Authority of the Texas Local
Government Code; and

WHEREAS the Development Code of the City of Huntsville provides for the amendment of the
Official Development Map; and

WHEREAS after public notice, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on July 21,
2016 to consider comments of the public regarding the adoption of the
amendment to the Development District Map; and

WHEREAS the Planning Commission has studied and evaluated the request and the report
prepared by City Staff; and

WHEREAS the Planning Commission has considered the comments of the public presented at
the public hearing and has prepared a report for this Council of its conclusions
and recommendations;

WHEREAS after public notice, City Council held a public hearing on August 16, 2016 and
September 6, 2016 to consider comments for the public regarding the adoption of
amendments to the Official Development District Map; and

WHEREAS the City Council has studied and evaluated the request, the report prepared by City
Staff and the recommendations by the Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS the City has updated the map to reflect the amended area;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS, that:

SECTION 1: The Official Development District Map of the City of Huntsville, as provided in
Section 2.200 of the City’s Development Code, is amended and City Staff is
direct to make such change.

W
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SECTION 2: The newly amended Official Development District Map is adopted and shall
supersede the prior Official Development District Map.

SECTION 3: The City Secretary is hereby directed to cause the caption of this Ordinance to be J
published at least twice within ten days of final passage. This ordinance shall
take effect ten (10) days after the date of final passage.

PASSED AND APPROVED THIS DAY OF 2016.

THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE

Andy Brauninger, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Lee Woodward, City Secretary Leonard Schneider, City Attorney
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’C\“&.‘\Q PLANNING COMMISSION
W AGENDA ITEM DISCUSSION FORM

Prepared by:  Aron Kulhavy, AICP, City Planner Janet Ridley, Planner

SUBJECT: Development District Map Amendment

MEETING DATE: July 21, 2016

TYPE OF REVIEW: Development District Reclassification

LOCATION: Lots 1A & 3A, Block 2, Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrace
(1000 Block of State Highway 75 N)

FACTS, CODE REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS

The subject lots are located in the 1000 Block of State Highway 75 North within the city limits of
Huntsville and part of the Southwood Area, Northcrest Terrace subdivision, which was
established in 1962. The subdivision was located outside the City Limits of Huntsville in 1962,
therefore the subdivision was platted and approved under the jurisdiction of the Commissioner's
Court of Walker County, Texas. The subdivision was included in the area annexed by the City of
Huntsville by Ordinance No. 94-33 dated September 13, 1994. Upon annexation the platted
residential lots in the subdivision were classified as a Neighborhood Conservation (NC) District
per Ordinance No. 95-08 dated March 21, 1995. One application for Development District Map
Amendment for a lot in this subdivision was submitted in April of 2015. This application was
approved and the development district classification was changed from NC to Management (M).
The Planning Commission has initiated this map amendment in order to avoid individual lot
Development District Map Amendment cases for the subject lots.

There are three (3) main Development Districts in the City of Huntsville. The two districts
applicable to this case are defined in Section 2.300 of the Development Code as follows:

2.301 Neighborhood Conservation District — The Neighborhood Conservation (NC)
district is intended to help protect property values by conserving the overall character and
function of single-family (detached house) residential areas of the City. It is intended for
application in stable single-family (detached house) neighborhoods.

2.303 Management District — The Management (M) district is the most widely
applied development district classification. All land not specifically classified in
another development district is included in the M district. The M district allows all
land uses, subject to compliance with all other applicable regulations of this
development Code.

Should the subject property be reclassified as Management, any land use will be allowed on the
subject lots per all applicable regulations pertaining to the Management District.

The two subject lots have been reconfigured per minor plats for each lot to consolidate several originally
platted lots into one single lot. The two lots as currently configured only have access from SH 75 N. To
the south, the subject lots front and have access to SH 75 N, a primary arterial, with the property on south
side of SH 75 N being in the Management (M) district. To the west the adjoining property is the
subdivision lot that was reclassified to (M). To the north the adjoining property is subdivision lots as
originally platted and classified as NC. The adjoining property to the east is a Reserve tract of the
subdivision which was classified as M per Ordinance No. 95-08 at time of annexation. There are deed
restrictions associated with the property that may or may not affect the property in question; however,
they are not enforceable by the City of Huntsville.

According to Section 12.308 Review and Approval Criteria the following three factors are to be
considered when making recommendations and decisions about development district map
amendments.

o
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12.308.A Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.

The comprehensive plan recommends that the City’s land use pattern focus on new
development with existing utilities and that development patterns provide for
transitions and buffering between differing land uses. It further states that residential
areas should not be situated next to intense non-residential uses but that less intense
residential uses may be appropriate with performance standards to mitigate any
nuisance activities. However, it should be noted that the Huntsville Horizon
Comprehensive plan does not have a future land use map and cannot provide
specific guidance on these particular tracts.

12.308.B Compatibility with existing development district classifications,

uses of nearby property and the character of the surrounding
neighborhood.

Portions of the Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrrace subdivision adjacent to and
including Lots 1A & 3A has not been fully built out with single family residences.
Streets have not been built in the right-of-way dedicated per the plat on the east and
west side of the subject property. Eleven (11) of the original subdivision lots have
been consolidated into two subject lots with the only current street access being from
State Highway 75 North. Only the lots in the subdivision which are located adjacent
to the streets which have been built in the subdivision have developed in accordance
to the original Neighborhood Conservation classification as established in 1990 and
as which the subdivision was designated upon annexation in 1994. (All of the
property surrounding the subdivision was designated as Management when
annexed.)

12.308.C  Availability of water, wastewater, storm water, and transportation

facilities generally suitable and adequate for use allowed under the
proposed development district.

There is adequate water, wastewater and storm water infrastructure to accommodate
the proposed change in the development district classification of the subject area.
Commercial uses generally create more traffic than single family residential uses. In
this case, the roadways in the area are adequate to handle any increase in traffic.

Adequate notice was sent to the media and surrounding property owners as required by the
Development Code and State law. After a public hearing, it is the duty of the Commission to
review this proposal and submit a report containing its conclusions and recommendations to the
City Council on this matter.

As of the date of this report, staff has not received any comments in opposition to this map
amendment. There have been several calls requesting information about the case. One of the
subject property owners has called in support of the reclassification.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The Comprehensive plan places an emphasis on the compatibility of differing land uses through buffering
and performance mitigation between low intensity commercial and neighborhood conservation
developments. At this time no specific business/commercial use has been designated for the property,
however with the adoption of the updated Development Code in August 2015, Conditional Use Permit
Application requiring extra scrutiny for certain designated land uses when they are located in close
proximity to NC districts. ~With this safe-guard being in place, Staff recommends approval of this
Development District Map Amendment.

ATTACHMENTS:

Vicinity map by staff
Letter from Subject Property Owner
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™™ VICINITY MAP
TaaeRane LOTS 1A & 3A, BLOCK 2

SOUTHWOOD AREA OF NORTHCREST TERRACE

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - July 21, 2016
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Margaret Elizabeth Lindsey
2330 Summit Ridge Drive

San Marcos, TX 78666
Beverly Diane Quisenberry
4804 Gulfway
Baytown, TX 77521
July 7, 2016
Janet Ridley, Planner
City of Huntsville
448 Highway 75 North
Huntsville, TX 77320

RE: Public Hearing Notice for Change in Development District Classification Lots
1A and 3A, Block 2, Southwood Area of Northerest Terrace Subdivision

Dear Ms. Ridley:

This letter is a follow-up to your communiqué dated July 1, 2016 regarding the upcoming
public hearing involving zoning changes for lots 1A and 3A, Block 2, Southwood Area of
Northcrest Terrace Subdivision, Huntsville, TX. As co-owners of Lot 3A, we have
discussed the proposed change and concur with the Planning Commission’s
recommendation to reclassify it from “Neighborhood Conservation” to “Management”
status.

Neither of us will be able to attend the July 21 pubic hearing, but we appreciate your
consideration and offer to give testimony. Please share the contents of this document with
Commissioners and let it serve as our voice at the hearing.

We hope that the plan to reclassify the land use moves forward according to schedule.
Please keep us informed about the proposed changes and let us know if we need to take
further action.

Sincerely,

Jhesgait € Sotasy, ;

Margarét Elizabeth Lindsey, Trustte : c
Margaret Elizabeth Lindsey Trust 2 5 / l/
U/W Fred A. Bobbitt ANV

: S

Beverly Diane Quisenberry, Trustee
Beverley Diane Quisenberry Trust
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Excerpt from 7/21/2016 Planning Commission Minutes

8. PUBLIC HEARING to take testimony concerning the change in the Development District Classification
of Lots 1A and 3A, Block 2 of the Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrace Subdivision from Neighborhood
Conservation to Management.

Aron Kulhavy gave an overview of the case per the staff discussion form noting that there has
been one recent case to re-classify adjacent property in the subdivision. This property was also
identified for re-classification to avoid “piece meal” re-classification cases. Staff has received a
letter from the owners of Lot 3A in support of the re-classification of their property.

Chairman Johnston opened the Public Hearing. [7:09 PM]

There were no speakers in support or in opposition to the change in Development District
classification for these lots.

Chairman Johnston closed the Public Hearing. [7:10 PM]

9. CONSIDER the change in the Development District Classification of Lots 1A and 3A, Block 2 of the
Southwood Area of Northcrest Terrace Subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Commission Hilton stated that the change in classification is appropriate.

Commissioner Hilton made a motion to recommend approval of the change in the Development
District Classification from Neighborhood Conservation to Management. Second was by
Commissioner Barry. The vote was unanimous.

@
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‘ & CITY COUNCIL AGENDA’
*c«a,g;;{\\e 9/6/2016
e f Agenda Item: 5d

)

Item/Subject: (N Consider adopting Ordinance 2016-39, to change the Development
District Classification of Blocks 1, 2, 3 and & 7 of the G. A. White Subdivision from Neighborhood

Conservation to Management.

Initiating Department/Presenter: Community & Economic Development

Presenter: Aron Kulhavy, Director, Community & Economic Development Department

Recommended Motion: Move to adopt Ordinance 2016-39, to change the Development District
Classification of Blocks 1, 2, 3 and & 7 of the G. A. White Subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation
to Management.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #3 - Economic Development - Promote and enhance a strong and diverse
economy.

Discussion: The Planning Commission has initiated the Development District Map Amendment to
change the development district classification for Blocks 1, 2, 3 and & 7 of the G. A. White Subdivision
from Neighborhood Conservation to Management. The property is located on the southern edge of a
Neighborhood Conservation district, the southern boundary of which is the north right-of-way line of
11" Street. The adjoining property to the south across 11" street is Management District. The property
to the east, across Normal Park Drive and to the west, across Hickory Drive, is also designated as
Management District.

A public hearing and consideration of this Development District Map Amendment case was on the
agenda for the July 21, 2016, Planning Commission meeting. The Commissioners voted unanimously to
recommend approval of the Development Map Amendment to change the subject property from
Neighborhood Conservation to Management. Minutes from the Planning Commission showing the
discussion at their meeting are attached with this agenda item.

Prior to the public hearing for the first reading of the ordinance before City Council on August 16, 2016,
enough valid signatures were presented on a petition in opposition to the proposed change in
classification from Neighborhood Conservation to Management to require a favorable vote of 75% of
the Council members, qualified to vote on the matter, to approve the request.

The discussion form and other documents submitted to the Planning Commission from staff are
attached, along with the opposition petition. Also attached is a staff prepared map and property owner
spread sheet providing additional identifying information as to the opposition petition property owners
and the opposition speakers at the public hearing. ' -

Previous Council Action: In the fall of 2012, the Council held a public héaring and first reading on a
request to rezone from Neighborhood Conservation to Management a portion of the property covered
under this hearing. The case in 2012 was initiated by an application from property owners and only

R eee—————————
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covered a portion of the land under consideration at this time. Before the Council took action, the
applicant withdrew the request.

Financial Implications: J

X There is no financial impact associated with this item.

Approvals: XCity Attorney [IDirector of Finance o X’City Méﬁéi:g'e

Associated Information:
e Ordinance 2016-39 (page 3-4)
Discussion form (page 5-8)
Area map (page 9)
Goals 2.1 and 2.3 of the 2007 Huntsville Horizon Comprehensive Plan Goals (page 10-15)
May 9, 2016 Affidavit Regarding Amendment to Restrictions (page 16-26)
Excerpt from 7/21/2016 Planning Commission minutes (page 27-30)
Opposition petition (page 31-36)
Protest petition boundary map (page 37)
Mailing list (property owner spreadsheet) (page 38-40)

m J
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ORDINANCE NO. 2016-39

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS, AMENDING THE OFFICIAL
ZONING MAP OF THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS TO CHANGE THE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT
CLASSIFICATION FOR BLOCKS 1, 2, 3 AND & 7 OF THE G. A. WHITE SUBDIVISION, FROM
NEIGHBORHOOD CONSERVATION TO MANAGEMENT.

WHEREAS the City Council of the City of Huntsville, Texas, has adopted an Official Development District
Map and attendant regulations for the City which, in accordance with the
Comprehensive Plan, was designed to control the density of population to the end that
congestion may be lessened in public streets and that the public health, safety,
convenience and general welfare by promoted in accordance with Chapter 211,
Municipal Zoning Authority of the Texas Local Government Code; and

WHEREAS the Development Code of the City of Huntsville provides for the amendment of the Official
Development District Map; and

WHEREAS after public notice, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on July 21, 2016 to
consider comments of the public regarding the adoption of amendments to the Official
Development District Map; and

WHEREAS the Planning Commission has studied and evaluated the request and the report prepared by
City Staff; and

WHEREAS the Planning Commission has considered the comments of the public presented at that
public hearing and has prepared a report for this Council of its conclusions and
recommendations;

WHEREAS after public notice, City Council held a public hearing on August 16, 2016 and September 6,
2016 to consider comments of the public regarding the adoption of amendments to the
Official Development District Map; and

WHEREAS the City Council has studied and evaluated the request, the report prepared by City Staff and
the recommendations by the Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS the City has updated the map to reflect the amended area;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS, that:

SECTION 1: The Official Development District Map of the City of Huntsville, as provided in
Section 2.200 of the City’s Development Code, is amended and City Staff is
direct to make such change.

SECTION 2: The newly amended Official Development District Map is adopted and shall
supersede the prior Official Development District Map.

m
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SECTION 3: The City Secretary is hereby directed to cause the caption of this Ordinance to be
published at least twice within ten days of final passage. This ordinance shall take
effect ten (10) days after the date of final passage.

PASSED AND APPROVED THIS DAY OF 2016.

THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE

Andy Brauninger, Mayor

ATTEST:

Lee Woodward, City Secretary

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Leonard Schneider, City Attorney
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PLANNING COMMISSION
AGENDA ITEM DISCUSSION FORM

Prepared by: Aron Kulhavy, AICP, City Planner Janet Ridley, Planner

SUBJECT: Development District Map Amendment

MEETING DATE: July 21, 2016
TYPE OF REVIEW: Development District Reclassification
LOCATION: Blocks 1, 2, 3 & 7 of the G. A. White Subdivision

FACTS, CODE REQUIREMENTS AND CONDITIONS

The City of Huntsville Planning Commission has initiated a Development District Map
Amendment for Blocks 1, 2, 3 and 7 of the G.A. White Subdivision from Neighborhood
Conservation (NC) to Management (M). An application for the reclassification of Block
3 of the G. A. White Subdivision was brought to the Planning and Zoning Commission
(P&Z) by property owner on October 18, 2012. P&Z voted 3 to 1 to recommend denial
of the request to reclassify the property based upon the fact that deed restrictions
existed on the property limiting its use to single family residential uses only. The Councll
held a public hearing and first reading on this issue; however, the applicant withdrew the
application prior to the City Council consideration of the request. The P&Z held a Public
Hearing for a request to reclassify a portion of Block 7 from NC to M on December 1,
1997. The request was withdrawn after P&Z voted to prepare a recommendation to
deny the request.

The subject property is bordered by 11" Street, Hickory Drive, Cedar Drive, Pecan Drive,
Bois D Arc Drive and Normal Park Drive within the city limits of Huntsville in the G.A.
White Subdivision, which was established in 1945. This subdivision was classified as
NC by Ordinance 90-9, adoption of the first Official Zoning District Map. All of Blocks 1,
2, 3 and 7, with the exception of the proPerty addressed as 1022 Normal Park Drive
located at the northwest intersection of 11" Street and Normal Park Drive, are included
in the subject property area.

Amended Deed Restrictions have recently been filed and recorded with the Walker
County Clerk that allow for the non-residential use of the subject property. These
amended deed restrictions favorably support the reclassification of the subject property
to the Management development district. However, the City of Huntsville cannot and
does not enforce any deed restrictions.

There are three (3) main Development Districts in the City of Huntsville. The two
districts applicable to this case are and as defined in Section 2.300 of the Development
Code are as follows:

2.301 Neighborhood Conservation District — The Neighborhood Conservation
(NC) district is intended to help protect property values by conserving the overall
character and function of single-family (detached house) residential areas of the
City. It is intended for application in stable single-family (detached house)
neighborhoods.
M
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2.303 Management District — The Management (M) district is the most widely
applied development district classification. All land not specifically classified in
another development district is included in the M district. The M district allows all
land uses, subject to compliance with all other applicable regulations of this
development Code.

Should the subject property be reclassified as Management, any land use will be allowed
on the subject lots per all applicable regulations pertaining to the Management District.

According to Section 12.308 Review and Approval Criteria the following three factors
are to be considered when making recommendations and decisions about development
district map amendments.

12.308.A Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.

Chapter 2 of the Huntsville Horizon Plan addresses land use and community
character. Goal 2.1 states that the City should pursue well managed growth
that is fiscally responsible. Goal 2.3 states that there should be a balance of
new growth and redevelopment within Huntsville. Both of these goals have
several action items under them that should be reviewed by the Commission
in the consideration of this case.

In addition the Comprehensive Plan states that new development or
redevelopment in developed areas should maintain compatibility with existing
uses and the prevailing land use pattern in the area. The adjacent area is
used as a mixture of commercial and multifamily residential to the south,
west, and east of the property and low density, mixed residential to the north.

Also, Development District Map Amendments should be consistent with a
future land use map that identifies the ideal use for properties within the
community. As Huntsville has not adopted a future land use map, no
guidance on this factor can be given at this time.

12.308.B Compatibility with existing development district classifications,
uses of nearby property and the character of the surrounding
neighborhood.

The neighborhood and surrounding area has developed in accordance to the
original established development districts. However, there has been a
transition from owner-occupied to rental houses in the area. In addition,
traffic on 11" Street, Hickory Drive and Normal Park Drive has increased
significantly changing the character of those properties that front on these
streets from that of residential to one of commercial. A commercial use is
more compatible for the properties fronting on these streets. Also the
properties located across these streets from the subject area are designated
as Management district, allowing for multi-family and commercial uses.

There is no why to know what non-residential land use(s) may transpire in the
subject area if the area is reclassified. Therefore it is difficult to determine the
effect there may be on the neighborhood located to the north of the subject
area.
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12.308.C Availability of water, wastewater, storm water, and transportation
facilities generally suitable and adequate for use allowed under the
proposed development district.

There is adequate water, wastewater and storm water infrastructure to
accommodate the proposed change in the development district classification
of the subject area. The subject area is bounded by a primary arterial street
on the south and a collector street on the east.

There have been two similar requests for redistricting in the vicinity since the original
designation of Neighborhood Conservation was placed on this property in the early
1990s. Although both of these requests were withdrawn before final consideration, they
were presented to the Planning and Zoning Commission for discussion. One concern
mentioned during these discussions was that of spot zoning. That is not a factor in this
case as entire blocks are under consideration for redistricting and will affect all property
owners in the block. The other concerns and discussions focused on the same items
discussed above.

Since Development Map Amendment changes are infrequently considered by the
Commission, a couple of pertinent factors must be addressed. First, development
district reclassification cannot be granted with conditions. Since there are limited
development districts within Huntsville, the property can either be classified as
Neighborhood Conservation or Management with all requirements of the Development
Code for the given district governing how the property is developed. Second, the section
below outlines a procedural aspect that may be applicable to this case:

Section 12.307.A of the Development Code states:

If a valid protest petition is filed against any proposed development district map
amendment, passage of the amendment requires a favorable vote of at least
75% of the City Council members who are qualified to vote on the matter.

Adequate notice was sent to the media and surrounding property owners as required by
the Development Code and State law. After a public hearing, it is the duty of the
Commission to review this proposal and submit a report containing its conclusions and
recommendations to the City Council on this matter.

As of the date of this report, staff has not received any comments in opposition to this
map amendment. There have been several calls requesting information about the case.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

While not enforceable by the City, the recently filed amended deed restrictions to allow for non-
residential uses on the property in the subject area may be a factor to be considered when
making a recommendation on this case. A blanket change in development district classification
to Management will allow for a number of non-residential land uses which may negatively
impact the surrounding residential uses even though separated by Streets.

There have been changes to the neighborhood character in the surrounding area as most
properties within the immediate vicinity are either rental properties or used for commercial
purposes. In addition, there is adequate infrastructure in place to allow for development of this
property for uses allowed in the Management District.

It is evident that because of the high amount of traffic on 11 " street, that the properties that front
this street are not ideal for single family residential purposes. Because of the nature of the
property in consideration, being bounded on three sides by an arterial and collector streets, the
availability of infrastructure to the property, and the change in the immediate area since the
w
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original designation of Neighborhood Conservation to the property, staff recommends approval
of this request.

Map of Area

Goals 2.1 and 2.3 of the 2007 Huntsville Horizon Comprehensive Plan
Amended Deed Restrictions dated May 9, 2016

ATTACHMENTS: J
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Land Use & Community Chapter

Huntsville’s economic well-being and outlook, some in the community perceive that
Huntsville's appearance hurts its growth potential. They wish to see the community
re-assert its desire for wide-ranging resource protection, including preservation and
enhancement of forested areas, local creeks and waterways, and the natural
landscape, as these elements clearly contribute to community character. In addition
to aesthetic enhancements such as those described above, the quality of individual
developments helps to shape character. The bulk and scale of buildings, placement
of parking on a site in relation to the street right-of-way, amount of landscape surface
and preserved vegetation relative to impervious surface, and the location and
appearance of storage and service areas are all factors that contribute to the character
of individual sites and collectively to the overall character of the community.

As discussed previously, the question once again is how far Huntsville is willing to
go with regulation, particularly for primarily aesthetic reasons ~ but ultimately for
bottom-line economic reasons?

GOALS, OBJECTIVES, AND ACTION RECOMMENDATIONS

The following goals, objectives and recommended actions were formulated to
specifically address the issues and needs outlined above, which were culled from
extensive community input as well as deliberations of the Comprehensive Plan
Advisory Committee. The goals reflect the overall vision of the community, which
may be achieved through the objectives and by acting on the recommendations. Itis
important to note that these are also general statements of policy that may be cited
when approving or denying development proposals and used in making important
community investment decisions regarding the provision and timing of facilities and
services.

GOAL 2.1: Well-managed growth that is fiscally responsible.

¢ Create and implement effective controls for managing incompatible land uses
based upon their character, intensities and impacts on adjacent and nearby uses.

1. Continue to build upon the City’s existing Development Code, which
already integrates zoning, subdividing, buffering, landscaping, parking/
loading, signs and various other development-related regulations and
standards into a Unified Development Ordinance (UDQO) format, which
many other cities have only recently done or are still hoping to accomplish.

2. In all review and decision processes covered by the Development Code,
include decision criteria for use by the Planning & Zoning Commission and
City Council allowing consideration of a multitude of factors, such as the
suitability of the use for the property, land uses and character within the
surrounding neighborhood, and the extent to which the proposed use is in
harmony with or would detrimentally affect adjacent and nearby uses.

10

ADOPTED 4/10/2007; AMENDED 11/12/2009 and 6/15/2010
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chapter Land Use & Communify

¢ Manage the pattern of development concurrent with the provision of adequate
public facilities and services through a combination of incentives and
regulations.

3. Incorporate concurrent requirements into the Development Code and the
City’s utility extension policies, thereby tying land development to
concurrent provision of adequate public facilities and services. This is
intended to avoid premature urbanization in fringe areas and development
outcomes that will cause problems for residents and the City at a later date
due to substandard infrastructure and improvements.

4. In accordance with Chapter 43, Municipal Annexation, of the Texas Local
Government Code, prepare and adopt a municipal annexation plan “that
specifically identifies annexations that may occur beginning on the third
anniversary of the date the annexation plan is adopted.” As required by
law, the City must provide full municipal services within two-and-one-half
years after the effective date of the annexation, subject to potential time
extensions. This planning process would enable the City to gauge its
annexation capacity and desired timing. The resulting three-year plan and
associated service planning and public hearings would also communicate
to property owners and others the City’s future intentions regarding
growth management (through extension of municipal ordinances) and
orderly extension of services.

5. Work with Sam Houston State University and interested private
landowners and developers toward a potential clustering concept for
future off-campus student housing in suitable locations with available and
appropriate land, necessary infrastructure and street access, and proximity
to recreation and services. This development pattern could more readily be
served by ftransit, would attract complimentary retail and service
businesses, and could result in a more unified, master-planned outcome,
benefiting both the university and the community.

GOAL 2.2: Development patterns that promote economic vitality.

¢ Continue to employ performance-based development regulations that provide
flexibility for compliance and are more effective in meeting community
objectives.

1. Continue to allow a range of development options on individual properties
with the use of performance standards to require compatibility for adjacent
uses exhibiting varying use intensities. This permits a mixture of land uses
subject to integrated design and compatibility standards.

2. Review the City’s current buffering and landscaping provisions in
Chapter 12 of the Development Code, including minimum standards and
incentive mechanisms for tree preservation and surplus site landscaping, to

ADOPTED 4/10/2007; AMENDED 11/12/2008 and 6/15/2010 11
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chapter Land Use & Community

20. Create a distinct identity for Downtown, including forming an identifiable

physical edge to the district with monuments and gateway treatments at
the entries from each direction (particularly along 11* Street and Sam
Houston Avenue), along with further investment in unifying design
elements, such as unique signage and banners, landscaping, decorative
lighting, street and sidewalk/crosswalk patterns, and other unique urban
design treatments. Also, improve the pedestrian atmosphere with traffic
calming measures; street furniture and public art displays; way-finding
signage and informational kiosks; public plazas and green spaces; sidewalk
cafes and outdoor activity areas; and street vendors.

GOAL 2.3: A balance of new growth and careful redevelopment within
Huntsville.

*

ADQPTED 4/10/2007; AMENDED 11/12/2008 and 6/15/2010

Pursue available mechanisms, within the Texas statutory context, for better
managing fringe growth and development around Huntsville.

1. Aneighborhood conservation district should be used for existing
development in fringe areas, which would allow its continued existence as
a conforming use.

2. Evaluate factors contributing to the extent of housing development
occurring in peripheral unincorporated areas. Create in-city development
incentives to counter the advantages for locating outside the city limits.

Take steps to protect established neighborhoods in Huntsville and to stabilize
and reinvigorate older neighborhoods that have experienced some decline.

3. Conduct a detailed land use and zoning study to define the boundaries
distinguishing proposed new neighborhood conservation districts in
Huntsville. New districts can be established through those neighborhoods
with existing deed restrictions and homeowners associations or other
distinguishing characteristics. Distinguishing factors could include street
and block pattern, lot size, housing style/design, street or alley access, floor
area ratio, and landscape volume.

4. Adopt policies and standards within the Development Code for preserving
the integrity and character of established neighborhoods, including
compatibility provisions relating to the type and construction of infill
housing and other uses on vacant lots. Also consider expanding the range
of permitted uses within neighborhood conservation districts
(Development Code Section 402.3) to include complimentary
non-residential uses such as small-scale neighborhood commercial and
office uses that add character, convenience and vitality to a neighborhood.

5. Create site design and building standards for multiple-family
developments to ensure compatibility with abutting uses, including

17
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10.

11,

18

consideration for varying building heights, similar roof pitch and
composition, increased setbacks along shared boundaries, locations of
ingress/egress, and adequate buffering and screening.

Improve the walkability of neighborhoods through installation of sidewalks
concurrent with all new development, plus rehabilitation or construction of
sidewalks in older neighborhoods, particularly adjacent to schools and
parks. The Development Code should also require public access easements
within and between developments to provide connections to public parks,
natural areas and open spaces, and an eventual community trail system.
Identify areas of the community that are experiencing or at risk to experience
particularly high levels of disinvestment and deterioration, and provide both
technical and administrative assistance to aid in redevelopment efforts.
Coordinate with area property owners to identify and prioritize needed
infrastructure improvements funded by a target-area capital investment
program.

Incorporate into the Development Code provisions allowing relief of
specified standards that may prevent or add difficulty to the redevelopment
process, so long as certain precautions and criteria can be met. These
provisions may apply community-wide or within specified boundaries.
Common constraints to redevelopment include problems with property
ownership and clear title, assembly of numerous small lots into a feasible
development site, site access and circulation, limited areas for parking and
loading, nonconforming setbacks, and on-site drainage requirements.
Certain development-related standards within the Development Code may
be acceptable for variations so as not to overburden areas with longstanding
redevelopment needs.  An incentive-based approach may also be
incorporated to encourage investors and developers to tackle the common
redevelopment constraints of disadvantaged areas.

Develop a municipal grant program for the rehabilitation of substandard
housing units using government-funded programs while also leveraging the
value of public dollars with private resources, such as financing institutions
and foundation funds. Furthermore, establish an education and awareness
program to inform persons with limited income about various programs
available for rehabilitation assistance.

Utilize Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds to leverage the
amount of reinvestment and to implement projects and programs, such as
infrastructure repair, park development or improvement, or removal of
unsafe structures, aiming to eliminate blight and improve neighborhood
conditions in areas of low to moderate income.

Assist residents of older areas with formation of official neighborhood
organizations. City staff or legal volunteers may offer assistance in drafting
deed restrictions that may be adopted by individual neighborhood

ADOPTED 4/10/2007; AMENDED 11/12/2008 and 6/15/2010
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12.

13.

14.

15.

associations to restrict and enforce certain uses and conditions.
Participation in neighborhood improvement and revitalization efforts may
also be initiated by churches, civic organizations, schools and businesses
through programs such as neighborhood clean-up, home improvement,
and beautification.

Create a pro-active program for handling the condemnation, demolition
and/or rehabilitation of substandard structures and underdeveloped
property. Revise local health, building and development codes, as needed,
to streamline the process for addressing unsafe or dilapidated structures
and other potential health and safety risks, such as inoperable vehicles,
weeds and heavy trash, and overgrown sites and run-down structures used
for criminal activity.

Establish a pro-active code enforcement program that first offers helpful
assistance to property owners in complying with municipal codes rather
than a punitive approach.

Create incentives such as permit streamlining, fee waivers, tax deferral and
infrastructure cost-sharing for builders and organizations that provide
infill construction on vacant lots or parcels in a manner that compliments
the surrounding neighborhood. To ensure consistency and compatibility of
infill units, establish design guidelines that address building materials, roof
pitch, fagade treatment, porches, proportional dimensions, and other
elements to ensure that new development and rehabilitation maintains or
enhances neighborhood character.

Assist in creation of Community Development Corporations (CDCs) that,
as nonprofit organizations, can implement neighborhood revitalization
projects and programs. Consider the necessity of developing specialized
CDCs, such as a Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO),
to best address housing issues.

¢ Broaden the range of housing types and price diversity to meet the
affordability needs of the population.

16.

17.

18.

ADOPTED 4/10/2007; AMENDED 11/12/2008 and 6/15/2010

Work with local lenders to form low interest loan pools to be used for
housing rehabilitation.

Incorporate an inclusionary housing provision, with density bonuses
where the housing is subsidized by a state or federal, affordable or low-
and moderate-income housing program. Establish proportional limitations
based upon the total number of units in the development, e.g. no more than
30 percent for a development of 50 to 199 units.

Include a provision of market housing whereby a percentage of the units
are reduced in price to make them more affordable than the average
market units. Require demonstration that the bonus density is used to
lower the costs of land and infrastructure. Establish criteria regarding

19
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1.

20

19.

20.

21.

similar design and finishes of affordable units.

Allow accessory units within residential district(s), which are exempt when
determining the allowable density in the district. Add ordinance provisions
specifying the maximum allowable floor area as a percentage of the floor
area of the principal unit or as a percentage of the overall lot area. Design
standards are also necessary to ensure compatibility with adjacent structures.
Develop standards for the provision of small family units for seniors,
individuals, or new families with no more than two people. Greatly reduced
lot areas per unit may be allowed with floor area ratios and spacing
standards. Require issuance of an annual permit to allow regular inspection
for program compliance.

Establish standards for industrialized housing, including a value equal to or
greater than the median taxable value of each single-family dwelling within
500 feet; requiring exterior siding, roofing, roof pitch, foundation fascia, and
fenestration (design and position of windows in a building) compatible with
other dwellings; and requiring compliance with all applicable dimensional
requirements.

GOAL 2.4: Development and resource protection outcomes that preserve and
bolster community character.

o Use the community’s official zoning map and associated regulations to
encourage development practices and outcomes more consistent with
Huntsville’s desired character.

Incorporate provisions in the Development Code, such as Planned Unit
Development, that would permit and encourage alternative subdivision
design in appropriate areas, including development clustering (30 percent
open space), conservation development (50 percent open space), and
preservation development (80 percent open space). This approach allows the
developer and landowner an equivalent (or higher) development yield in
terms of gross units per acre. But the development is concentrated in a
smaller area of the site rather than spread across the site as would occur
through a conventional design. This is accomplished through smaller lot
sizes, reduced building setbacks, increased floor area ratios, and added
flexibility in other standards in exchange for setting aside more open space
and preserving natural areas such as floodplains, wetlands, creek buffers and
forested areas. In other words, resource preservation (or any other defined
performance standard) is rewarded with incentives — or bonuses— allowing
an equivalent development density (a site capacity calculation may be
incorporated into the requirements to allow for adjustments in development
intensity based on actual site conditions). The outcome is development that
maintains its efficiency, thereby meeting the objectives of the developer and

ADOPTED 4/10/2007; AMENDED 11/12/2009 and 6/15/2010
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AFFIDAVIT REGARDING AMENDMENT TO RESTRICTIONS
THE STATE OF TEXAS §

. §
COUNTY OF WALKER §

On this the i day of ﬂﬁ % , 2016, before me, the undersigned notary public,
personally appeared Robert McCaffety, kngwn to me to be a credible person of lawful age, who being

duly sworn, on oath deposes and says:

“My name is Robert McCaffety and my address is 1711 Sycamore Avenue, Huntsville, Texas
77340.

‘I am a member of MRE Investment Properties, LLC, a Texas limited liability company ("MRE”)
which owns six (6) lots in the G.A. White Subdivision located in Huntsville, Walker County, Texas
("Subdivision™). 1 have the authority to sign this Affidavit on behalf of MRE.”

“The Restrictions of the Subdivision require ‘a vote of a majority of the then owners of the lots' in
order to change, in whole or in part, the covenants contained in the Restrictions.”

“The owners of 52.50% of the lots in the Subdivision have voted in favor of amending the
Restrictions of the Subdivision in order to allow business and commercial development on certain lots in
the Subdivision, as evidenced by the ‘Amendment to Restrictions’ document attached hereto.”

“The affirmative vote of owners of 52.50% of the lots in the Subdivision is evidenced by the
signatures attached to the ‘Amendment to Restrictions’ document attached hereto.”

‘I have personal knowledge of the matters set forth herein.”
“This Affidavit is to be recorded in the real property records of Walker County, Texas.”

“The ‘Amendment to Restrictions” document attached hereto is effective upon recordation in the
real property records of Walker County, Texas."

"Further Affiant saith not."

bert McCaffety

#h
SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBE\&hﬁW@g\: on the q day of ay , 2016, by Robert

McCaffety, Member of MRE lnveslrg&;‘% ] }’.LC, a Texas limited liability company.
Q ¢/

R
SR 0% (Pote Romy, Buawn

7

Jeetteee

-3 Z
:§ : R :gNotary Public, State of Texas
STATE OF TEXAS T s i g
= SN 5 o <>
% % /o&f or T;-_"I\V‘ s §
COUNTY OF WALKER ”4,,5‘ "é{@%%ﬁ%g‘ \\\\s‘
///( S 3- 1,':_)")- \\\\
This instrument was acky ﬁore me on YNay &™) 2014 . sets, by Robert
McCaffety, Member of MRE In 5 s, LLC, a Texas limited liability company.
N o YL %,
S WY Poe(;-.‘o 2 i
s 5% 2
: : = Notary Public, State of Texas
LA PN
~ g or1ely f
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Notice of Confidentiality Rights: If you are a natural person, you may remove or strike
any or all of the following information from this instrument before it is filed for record in
the public records: Your social security number or your driver's license number.

AMENDMENT TO RESTRICTIONS
FOR
G.A. WHITE SUBDIVISION
HUNTSVILLE, WALKER COUNTY, TEXAS

WHEREAS, the subdivision referred to as “G.A. White Subdivision” was created by
Plat recorded in Volume 112, Page 29, Deed Records of Walker County, Texas and
amended in Volume 151, Page 67, Deed Records of Walker County, Texas, a copy
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”; and

WHEREAS, G.A. White Subdivision is inclusive of Block One, Lots 1 through 8,
Block Two, Lots 1 through 9, Block Three, Lots 1 through 8, Block Four, Lots 1
through 5, Block Five, Lots 1 through 7, Block Six, Lots 1 through 5, Block Seven,
Lots 1 through 6, and Block Eight, Lots 1 through 6 (collectively the “Subdivision”);
and

WHEREAS, the Subdivision was made subject to restrictive covenants recorded in
Volume 143, Page 329 of the Deed Records, Walker County, Texas (hereinafter “the
Restrictions”); and

WHEREAS, the Restrictions require “a vote of a majority of the then owners of the
lots” in order to change, in whole or in part, the covenants contained in the
Restrictions; and

WHEREAS, the total number of lots represented by the owners of the Subdivision is
sixty (60), as evidenced by the Walker County Appraisal District map of the
Subdivision attached hereto as Exhibit “B”; and

WHEREAS, the owners of a total of 31.5 lots, or 52.50% of the total number of lots,
voted in favor of this proposed Amendment; and

WHEREAS, each owner voting in favor of this proposed Amendment has executed a
signature page before a notary approving this Amendment, which signature pages
are attached hereto as Exhibit “C”.

NOW, THEREFORE, it being the intent of the owners of the lots to allow business and
commercial development on certain lots in the Subdivision, and in order to further enhance the
development of the Subdivision, the owners by their signatures attached hereto do hereby
amend certain terms and conditions contained in the Restrictions as follows:

;

Provision (A) of the Restrictions is hereby amended in its entirety to read as follows:

“(A)(1) Lots in the subdivision shall be known and described as either Residential
Lots or Mixed Residential/Non-Residential Lots.

(A)(2) Residential Lots shall be used for residential purposes only. No structures
shall be erected, altered, placed or permitted to remain on any Residential Lot other

26258 Restriction Amendment_Final v2.docx Page 1
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than one detached single-family dwelling or one dwelling not to exceed two and one-
half stories in height, and each Residential Lot may contain a private garage for not
more than two cars, said garage not to be used for residential purposes.

The following lots shall be designated as Residential Lots: Block 8, Lots 1-6
(collectively the “Residential Lots”).

(AX3) Mixed Residential/Non-Residential Lots shall be used as either Residential
Lots, or Non-Residential Lots. Non-Residential Lots shall be used for any business
or non-residential “allowable use” as that term is defined from time to time in the City
of Huntsville Development Code, except as herein provided.

The following lots shall be designated as Mixed Residential/Non-Residential Lots:
Block 1, Lots 1-9; Block 2, Lots 1-10; Block 3, Lots 1-8; Block 4, Lots 1-5; Block 5,
Lots 1-7; Block 6, Lots 1-5; and Block 7, Lots 1-6 (collectively the "Mixed
Residential/Non-residential Lots").”

Provisions (B), (C), (E), (F), and (G) of the Restrictions shall remain effective as to
Residential Lots only.

Provision (D) of the Restrictions shall be amended and replaced in its entirety as
follows:

“(D)(1) Residential Lot Use Restrictions. No noxious or offensive trade or activity
shall be carried on upon any Residential Lot nor shall anything be done thereon
which may be or become an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood.

(D)(2) Non-Residential Lot Use Restrictions. The following shall be prohibited
activities on all Non-Residential Lots:

a. any activity that is in violation of any law, code, ordinance, zoning
ordinance or condition or governmental rule or regulation;

b. any dumping of rubbish;

C. the operation of a business based primarity upon materials or
performances that depict, descrive, or relate to sexual activities,
anatomical areas, or nudity (including but not limited to adult arcades,
adult bookstores, adult cabarets, and adult theaters);

d. drilling for il, gas, or other hydrocarbons or mineral extraction of any kind

or character;

mini-storage or warehouse uses (other than interior storage incidental to

a permitted use);

movie theaters containing more than one screen:

bowling alleys;

casinos or other gambling facilities;

skating rinks;

industrial/manufacturing activities; provided, however, that the operation

of a convenience store or retail location for the sale of motor fuel or any

other substance that currently, or may in the future, propel (or recharge) a

motor vehicle shall not be deemed to violate this prohibition.

@

=g e

This Amendment may be executed in multiple counterparts.

26258: Restriction Amendment_Final v2.docx Page 2
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8. This Amendment to Restrictions for G.A. White Subdivision shall be effective as of

the date recorded in the Official Records of Walker County, Texas.

26258: Restriction Amendment_Final v2.docx Page 3
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Exhibit “A”
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oa E. S‘uvor. known to me te Ba the person whose pame l- subscribved to‘he foregoinz instru

Jnowledged to me that he executed the same for the purposes and sonmideration there

{1n exprossed. —x//___——’-—_/
of TXpril, 18SS.

- . Schaer
(sea1}

CYVEN under"my band~and sesl of office thia 2eth

P!J.od Tor record on May.-97

Recorded on 3 1955 at- 4145 P.u,

COURT, WALKEW COUNTY, TEXAS
. avowe ..'0."..'...Q-G"--..9'.‘.'0.......‘..0’.

| - Ho. §70-= O, A. WEITE BT AL. TO THE PUBLIC
ATER-STATE oF TEXAS, | :
COURTY -0P" WALXER.. }

DEDICATION

WHEREAS, G. A. White Subdivision, .:r.ordlng to plat tbereofl ahown of|
3 Necx-d 1o Velume. 112, Pago 29 of the Deod Records of wWalker County, Texaa, shows Bloeks 1, 2,

'35 4, 5 and.. 6 as set forth on seid plst; and whereas, by instrument dated May 23rd, 1953 anpd

approved by ‘Créivance of the €1ty of Buntaville, Texas under date of June 2nd, 1953, filed for

re0ore 1o the office of the County Clerk of Walker Couaty, Texas onm April 23rd, 1955 under
Ptle No.' 505 an emendment to sald-origloel plat was spproved wharedby Plue Drive betwoen Bots
D' Aro DPrive and Cedar Drive wae abindoned, closed and relocated .as a part of Hickory Drive
Batwass Botls D'Arc Drive end Cedar Driva; and

WHRAZAS, 1€ bas been dlscovered that there exlste ‘cer:uln dlacrepanctlev Lo 'tha original
‘Plat’ of the O. A. White SBubdivislon ws recorded and the aatual subdivislioo s beretofore lald
‘out go the zround io the followlng particulars;

(a) as set forth on aaid plat Pecan Drive L called to be S, 10° 187 K. vheo in truth

‘and fo fact 3ald Pecun Drive as lald out 0o the ground runs. 8. 11° 33 E.

(b) Said plat shows Oasz Drive to be parallal with Pecan Drive when 1n truth and 1o Taot!
18614 Oa¥ Drive runs S. 11° 8' E. between Blosk To. 1 end Block No. 2 as set forth oa ssid plat
and Fuee S, 11% 331 E. betwsen Slocks No. 5 and 6 of sal¢ Swrdivimtan.
i (o) Pine Drive botweaeo Block Ko.,2 and Block No. 3 es lald out on the growed yruns 3.
21° 33 r. 2 -

{a) Bose D'An, Drive as set out on sald plat is shown to run N. 79° Li2Y B. when in
trutn- -M ih féct sa 1a1d out oo the ground Bols D' Are Drive ruoa N. 78° 7' E.

(-o Codor Drive ow waid plat. {a ahown to be puranllel with Bois D'Aroe Drive and in truth
eod fnfaot ta parallel with Bots D'Arc Drive runanlng H, 78° 7 B,

{f) Satd originsl plat indicates the xunnun--mvuon bigbway ‘Ko, US rune S. 74°

1ot w, whan 1o truth anm) tn fuet eald highwey runs S. 7%° 50 Ww;

it s desires tbat pald G, A, Wnlte Suddivision
1t of Blook Ke- 7 add Blsok No. 8 .ae
J 2955, prepared by’

be exténded by the additlen to
et forth on the .attached revised plat dated April Btn,
W. 0. Xlrkleod, Licensed State Land Surveyor; anoe

WREREAS, 1T 1s destred that Elock No, 4 and Blook No. S of aid G. A. White Subdlyislos

of Fino Drive between Bola DiAre Drive and
refarred to; and

Jbe remrranged In view of the abandonmsnt beretofore
-} Cédar.Drive az » t' Torth sn the attached piat above

m}, 1t s desirubls that xald orlginal) plat be revised with the -xtcnnlou- of

nuok Fo. 7 &né Blook No, 8 as stown on said attached plet fo erder that the beariuge of atreety
7 .bt -atiovo Correctly as thos am are actually laid put-ca the grounds

That "‘.‘y‘ﬂ/mv and plat is marked "Exhibit A" and made a part. horecf for all
-{'legal purposes. ¥ -

I(OH THEREFORE, 'Ws, 0. A. White end wife, Renéle C. White,

of Harris County, Texas,.
‘and J. Y. Butler and wirs

‘-uﬁ!m Oibha Putlem - Malx rr heling meoors of alY
: .:)_’4
26258: Restriction Amendment_Final v2.docx Page 4
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of the land 0ot forth as Block Ho. 7 of the extennlon to the G. A. Wnite Subdivision, and aQ,’
WVhite and wife, Randle C, Whito, bLolng owners of all ol the land 1noluded in Blook FHo. 8 as
shown on the sxtenslon of O, A, White Bubdivislon, have “‘.“““ and by these -preseants do 4
dedloste the stroets set forth on mwid plak adbuting sald Dloak Ro. 7 s#nd Blook ¥Hos 8 of the
extensisn to U. A. White Subdivislon insofar s the same or any portioen theresf &re over and .
asross property owned .respectively by us for ‘the use and bene it of the publla and of the
oMnebs end -purchagers of the 'px-cpony sbutting thoreon and requoat that said Block Wo. 7 and
Bleok Ne, 8 ua shown oca the 'Agtauanc plat be accepted as aa vxtenalon of the G, A. Whive
Subdivieions and .

We, J. C. Walker and wife, Dorothy Walker, of Walker County, Texas, and O. A, White and
wife, Randle C. Nhlt;, of Harris County, Toxas, belng tho ownors of @ll of the land showo-am -
Blook No. L 8nd Blosk No, § as revised on the sttaohed plat eCfter the abandonment of said Plae
Drive between Rotsm D* Aras Drive anc Cedar Drive do hereby dedicate sald Blook No, L end Blook
Wo. 5 wo revised @s @ part of nld G. A. Whlte Subdiviston mcoording to the attached phc.l

It s expresaly provided that ‘satld corrected plat of G, A, White Subdivision and the ex-
tenslon thereof ag shown upon the sttached plat and the streets shown thereon are ruuien«
a8 public »Ghoro\ish fares and atrects in favor of the Clty of Buntaville, Texas and that it ia
underatood and. mgreed that thio dedloatlon shall be offwotive ms to and gperative upon the
respactive Tructs gwaed by the severda) grantors to &ll &r;tant- snd purposes ss Lf separate.
{nstruments of dedtloution of end over the respeotive property of the ssveral grantors had desn
prepored end exeouted by thom with respect to thelr s eparate treoks of land respoctively owaed
b'y thom, end 1% 1a reapectfully requested that owld rededlcation snd o rrection and extenslon
be acabpted by tho City Counsil of the Clty of Huntsville, Texss in the ioterest of the publie

cobvenience and necewvalty snd for recording Ln the office of tha County Clerk of Walker Couoty,

Texas,

T0 BAVE AND TO HOLD tiw above desorlbed rights, casements end otreet together with all

and singular the privileges and appurtenances -thareto 1n anywlae belonging unto thr City of
Buntsville, Texas for the u.

und banoflt of the publie mncun’ and of - the wbutting vrw‘r"
owhers along sald Gedicated strocts and right-of-uays/

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOP witness our hands thla 25th day of April, 1955, . ¢
fo/ G. A. Wulte - '
g /s/ Handlo O, White
/o/ J. V, Dutler
" /s/ Paulloe Gibbe Butler %

. . i /8/ 3. Oy Walker . o ! ¢

/»/ Dorothy Walker § 1T G ST Y
THE STATE OF TEXAS, |

COUNTY oF HARRIS. { Béfore ma, the understpned muthority, s Notary Public -du end forvsitd

County and State, oo thls duy personally mppeared G. A. White and wife, Rendle C. ¥ntte, both:
known te me .to be the persons whooe names 8re subaoribed to the foregoing indtrumont, and scke
newladged to me that they odch exeouted tho same for z& purposes and conslderatlbn theretio

exprespod; and the eaid Randle O. White, wifa of the maid G. A. White, having been ¢ xamlned b‘y
mo privily and aspart from her husband and having ssald tnstrument by ma fully explaimed to tmr,
she, the s ald Randle C, White, scknowledged such Lnstrument.to be her-act and daed and &olared
that she hed Willingly signed the seme for the purpo
that she 410 pot v lsh to retrect it. X

@ and oonstfderation theroinm expressed and

Gi{ven under my hend snd secal of of flue, this 27th dey of April, 1955. e e ey

{8eal) /a/ Mra. Allce K. Lawlers

% T-._._..

Notery Publia, Marris Counky, Toxama' . :

26258: Restriction Amendment_Final v2.docx
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THE STATZ OF FEuS, |
COUNTY OF WALKER. | EEFORE' HE, the undersigned mathority, e Hotary public in aed for

Vllku' ‘County, Tuxu, on thiz day personslly appeared J, V, Butler and wife, Pauline Gibbs

]Butler, both -kmown to me to be the peracns Vhome cames are subscribed to the forogoing instru-
rent, anod acknowledged to me thet they each executed the 3ame for the purposes. and enmid'rnlnh
theroin exproased; .and the .®ald Pavlioe GIbba Butler, vife of the said J. V, Butler, hlvlng
|been. sxanined by me privily and spart from her husband and baving aaildinstrument by me fully e
‘explatned to Ber, ¥

he, the sald Pauline Glbbs Butler, ackaokledged such Inztrument Yto be hay sot|
.and deed aod dcchrod thst she kad wlllingly signed the same Tor the pwposes snd consldera-
tion therela expreseed end that she d1d not.vish to retract 1t

‘Glven under my band @nd seal of office this 28th day of April, 1955,
(Sedl) /a/ Robert B. Smitmer,

#otary Public, Waller County, Texaa.
TEE STATE CF TEXAS, {
¢ cowrx or WALXER. | Before me, the undersigned suthority, a Motary Pudlle Io and for Walkep
Coun:y, Texas, oo this day personally appesred J. C, Walker and wife, Dorothy Walker, beoth
: knovn ‘to.me t2 be the. perscns whose names are lub::x—ﬂnl to the Tferegoling Lu-tnmanu apd ‘ackaow
led;ed tc ma thet they each executed the game for the. Purposes wad conzideration the: r-eln upn-
and. the sald Dorothy Welker, wife of the gald J, C. Walker, having beten ¢ Xxaminied by me privily
and apart. from her husbend and having seld lnatrument by me fully explained to her, ahe, the
eald Dorothy Walker, acknovledged .sueh fnatrument to be ber @ct and deed and dac].u-od that she
'had willingly signed the mame. for the purposes endconsilderation thereln exproseed and that abs
d1ld.not wish to retrsct it.

* Given under my hand snd ses) of office thh(;rd day of May, 1955.
(Sexl) /3/ Robert B, Smither,
Notary Publie, Walker ‘County, Texas.
VAR ORDI)IANC! APPDVIFG THE 'CORRECTION AND REDEDICATION 07 TEE G. A, WHITE SUEDIVISION PLLT AND 5
1 TH!' ZXTNIW OP BLOCK ¥O. 7 AFD BLOCE WO. 8 TO SAID G+ A. WHITE.SUBDIVISION AND AMENDING Slm-
(0. A. WHITE SUBDIVISION TO SHOW TEE REARRANUEVENT OF BLOCK-KO,. 'l AND BLOCE NO. 5 THEREQP.

WHEREAS, meveral cwners of real estete have pubmitted a corrected pn; of the Q. A,

White Subdlvision ar shown in Volume 112 &% ‘Page 29 of the Deed Records of Walker County,
and é-etlu the dedfontion of an extenalon of

Block Ne. 7 and Blook No. B the

Texas
se1d G, A, “hite Subdivislon by the addition of

to und petting out certaln discrepancies in ..h:e-nu for
burlngs o0 khae orxglul ltroc:- a5 set out on theoriginal plat and as astuelly Jald out on
eu. gronnd -and thc resrrangement of Block No. 4 and Block No. 5 in view of tha sbandonment of
Fine Drive detwesn Bole D'Arc Drive and Cedar Drive, snd wherea » it 1» To the public interecat
lnd benefit that .pxild corrected plat andthe extensian aod the rearrangexent of Block Fo, L-and
‘Bldok Wo., 5 e approved mnd =dopted by theClty Cduncil of the City of Buntsville, the City
4 Cnu'not.\ bas cooaidered and pasaed the following crdingacasy

HE IT CRDATNED BY TEE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HUNTSVILIE, TEXAS:

aoctwo“l. That the corrected plat of the G. A, White Subdivisido sa subuitted by
lm:ru:eut executed by G, A. White wnd wife, Rabdle, J. C. Walker and wife, Dorothy Walker,

ud Ji-Va But.hr ‘and wife, Panline Gidbs Butle¥, dated April 25th, 1955 and shoving the sxtensio

5 of aa1d G. k. White Subdiviaton by the @dditton of Block Ho. ¥ and Bloek No.
-fment.of Block ¥o. % and Blook No. § with mttached plat

thereto as revisod under date of Aprid
8th, 1955.by ¥, 0. Kirkland, Licenssd 3Jtate Land Surveyory

end submitted for approvel by tha
(wat1d

veral owosra of theland bs approved and dopted as set forth on satd plat to be recorded
‘1o the deed Records of Valker Counthk Texas und thateaid dedlostion, rededicetlon, exteaslon

8 and the rearrange=

26258: Restriction Amendment_Final v2.docx
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.‘ . and rearrasgement 1s spproved and the public ntreets met forth thereon sccapted as publio tbokhﬁb

faress * i . ‘ :

E , FPassed and approved this the-3rd day of May, 1555. .
: " (See1) ATTEST? +/a/ V. B. Veszey  Mayor
1 ’ J/s/ ¥ate Barr Reas, City Secretary Lt

This 13 to certiry that the sbove aod'Dregolng 14 a t rue mnd coOrrest ¢opy of an sros’”

nance psszcd and approved by the City Councll of the CLty of Huntsvllle, Texas on the 3rd day @

lof May, 1955 mnd which is recorded in the mivutes of said council, T

Qiven under my hand and seal of office this 3rd day of May, 1955, oo
Co /s/ Eate Barr Ross e | \

E : . CLty Secrctary, Huntaville, Texas, g

i

I

M3

5 4o

G. A WHiTte ©~ 7 X
Suspwision . wn . @
or A PorTION OF A S50.56 AcRE _
5. 4T IHE. 18222 from an 8 Tzacr or The P.Goav Lanave, '
inner comer P. Grey lesgue, Ab3T. No, 24, WALKER CpumTys: '

same being must Northerl XAS AS IURY sy J K.
ME.C. Lewis Cox Le.,mf' i g

! Goroorn, Ocr. 19, 1945, 53 -
£ N Reviseo App, 8, 1955, .. .4}
lr : (Seacy @ W.0.Kirkland |

f . i > Licensed State £
i ‘ % Lang Suryeyer

Piled for record on May 12, 1955 at 10:00 A. .

i i Recorded on May 18, 1955 at 1;:20 P, ¥. -

| 4 Jy2 ‘ N J. L. PERGUSON, CLEEK, COUNTY 4
| 10 vy Y ina Tz 2 DEPUTY . - ) i ' e ;

i : : v o COURT, WALKER COUNTY, TFXAS | g ‘
| i

UL RPITRIANVANCAI QRO NCAVOEOSSOOORNABIANORNSES
. . OLL, GAS A3
UINE

P - —o E= EARL LOYD COVIUQTON st ux to m! OIL COUPANY

i : zade this 17th. doy eof January 1955, between Earl Loyd
f " Yary Jane cdvlnv}:‘e’s‘o vhetbax-' one or more) .vhosu addross is 15'!‘5!14)mmm, Pasadenn’
: moxas and Skelly 03l Gompany Uess §

HESSETH: . & -a Los

¢ ) ¥ R N
HERd 1, Lessor in eon:ld_crnﬂ.ax\t::n:/"y ~=~-Dollars ($10.00), in band pald, offthe |
5 royultles herein provided, and @ oagraement of Lesass in contained, heredy: grantd, T B
g PR 2 B " AP o - o3 b —

Setan e for e poTe—of AT S TR T S PrOTHTTIGL;
! ~

&

'
|
l
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Exhibit “B”
(Appraisal District Map)
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Exhibit “C”
(Signature Pages)

ATTACHED HERTO ARE 34 SIGNATURE PAGES, EVIDENCING THE APPROVAL OF THE
FOREGOING AMENDMENT BY THE OWNERS OF 31.5 LOTS, OR 52.50% OF THE TOTAL

NUMBER OF LOTS IN THE G.A. WHITE SUBDIVISION, HUNTSVILLE, WALKER COUNTY,
TEXAS.

26258: Restriction Amendment_Final v2.docx Page 9
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Property
| Owned:
Biock

t

Lot(s)

Property
Street
Address(es)

JOo2LL DPEAN paAWE

HUNTS LS TXx 77320

Actes . WD

This signature block is attached to the following document:

AMENDMENT TO RESTRICTIONS
FOR
G.A. WHITE SUBDIVISION
HUNTSVILLE, WALKER COUNTY, TEXAS

Ko 228

PAuLine

Signature:

Printed Name: BLACKk AR : O NIER,

IBY SPNG PrAWE

Address:

Huameviwe TX 773490
Date: ScPnamget ot _2otS
THE STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF

This instrument was acknowledged before me on S’ﬂ/)/;

203 by 2 dime Ene¥nn

Qb’\ﬂno’l N TY e

Notary Public, State of T&

PAMALA K. WIGGINS

,, NOTARY PUBLIC
QL) STATE OF TEXAS

City Staff Note:

This page is included as a Sample:

There are a total of 34 Signature pages filed and recorded as part of this document.

1. Ridley

7-15-2016
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Excerpt from 7/21/2016 Planning Commission Minutes

Chairman Johnston left the dais for Agenda Items 4 & 5 due to conflict of interest.
Vice-Chairman Anderson chaired the meeting for Items 4 & 5. [5:06 PM]

4. PUBLIC HEARING to take testimony concerning the change in the Development District Classification
of Blocks 1, 2, 3 and 7 of the G. A. White Subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Aron Kulhavy gave an overview the case noting the history of the subdivision and past
Development District re-classification cases which were not approved due to withdrawal of the
cases by the applicants. He also noted that amended subdivision/deed restrictions have recently
been filed for the subdivision, however the City cannot enforce these and they had no bearing on
staff’s recommendation on this case. The Planning Commission initiated this case.

Vice-Chairman Anderson opened the Public Hearing. [5:12 PM]

The following citizens spoke in support of the change in Development District Classification
making note of the change in the area to mainly rental property not owner occupied homes:

Robert McCaffety - owner of property within the area proposed for re-classification.
Jimmy D. Henry — owner of property within the area proposed for re-classification.
Micah Slaughter — owner of property within the area proposed for re-classification.

Colt Christian — owner of property within the area proposed for re-classification.

Debra Tinsley Humphrey — owner of property within the area proposed for re-
classification.

e Steve Allbriton — attorney representing the owner group which initiated and filed the
recent amended subdivision/deed restrictions, making note of the procedures followed in
the process to collect the needed votes for amending the restrictions.

The following citizens spoke in opposition to the change in Development District Classification:

e Adam Fanning — residing at 904 Oak Drive, outside of the area proposed for re-
classification, stated that he bought a house to live in a neighborhood not a commercial
area.

e Scott Hornung — residing at 912 Pecan Drive, outside of the area proposed for re-
classification, stated his issues with the recent amended restrictions, presented a signed
petition in opposition to the classification change, feels that it is the owners of the rental
property in the subdivision which are not keeping up their property that are making the
area “look bad”, noted possible decrease in property values, and feels like greed is
motivating this attempt at re-classification, calling out Planning Commission Chairman
Eric Johnson as one of the property owners who was behind the recent amended
restriction and then this subsequent re-classification case. Vice-Chairman Anderson
cautioned Mr. Hornung to refrain from picking out individual members of the board,
noting that no particular individual commissioner initiated the reclassification of this
property, it was an entire board decision. City Attorney Leonard Schneider interjected
that the public is allowed to express their opinion as long as no personal attacks are made.
He will step in to stop the speaker if that occurs.

e Dalene Zender — owner of property at 1004 Pecan, within the area proposed for re-
classification, stated her issues with the voting process for the recent amended restrictions
as not all of the property owners in the subdivision received ballots. She asked that the
re-classification case either be dropped or tabled until such time that all of the property
owners are able to “work out” the deed restrictions.

M
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e Lanny Ray — concerned citizen, who resides outside of the G.A. White Subdivision,
expressed his problems with the recent amended Deed Restrictions, suggesting that
motives need to be looked at.

¢ Steve Covington — family owns home at 919 Oak Drive, outside of the area proposed for
re-classification, stated that the family intends to keep this home in the family forever,
noting the positive imagery of the area at a gateway in the City, his opposition to the
possibility of the area being developed with fast-food establishments, pointing out the
diverse nature of the neighborhood and as being ideal for first-time home owners, and
wanting to ensure that the amended deed restrictions were done properly.

e  Cheryl Foreman — residing at 2606 Bois D Arc Drive, outside of the area proposed for
re-classification, stated the difficulty that she had in finding a home to purchase, and
although her home is close to 11" Street with its large traffic volume, her home is still is
a neighborhood, and noting that presently, as currently classified, there has been an
increase in traffic on Bois D Arc.

¢ Judy Hornung — residing at 912 Pecan Drive, outside of the area proposed for re-
classification, stated that her home is the center of her life, and wishes for the
neighborhood to remain peaceful.

e Jan Lawrence — residing at 913 Pecan Drive, within the area proposed for re-
classification, stated that although she and her spouse will soon be retiring and plan to
move outside of the City, she is concerned for the other home owners and the
neighborhood. She feels like the recent amending of the restrictions was handled wrong.

* Alfred J. Veasey — residing at 1003 Oak Drive, within the area proposed for re-
classification, stated that the area is a nice, safe, peaceful neighborhood which he would
like to leave to his children. He takes care of his property and he did not receive a ballot
in order to vote on the recent amended restrictions.

e Sarah H. Murray — residing at 1004 Oak Drive, within the area proposed for re-
classification, stated that her home has been in the family for many years and asked the
Commission if any of them did not feel that family values are important. She is familiar
with her neighbors and cares about her neighbors. There is a bond between the long-time
residents of the neighborhood. There already safety concerns with cars speeding through
the neighborhood. She feels that her neighborhood is entitled to enjoy beauty as well as
all others in the City and does not want to be looking at the back of restaurants, asking
what plans there might be to protect the neighborhood and how potential development
would be evaluated for placement in the neighborhood. She asked that the Commission
“think outside the box™ in planning for this neighborhood as the issue of development
district re-classification has plagued the neighborhood for many years. As a portal to the
City of Huntsville, the beauty of the trees should be and is more appealing to visitors than
commercial development.

* Art Wolfskill — citizen residing outside of the G. A. White Subdivison, stated his two
issues with the proposed re-classification of the area. (1) Questioned the sanctity of the
Neighborhood Conservation Development District designation, and the need for retail
development in this area. If additional retail space is needed, where does it need to be
located? (2) The Planning Commission’s job is to plan for the greater good of Huntsville.

e Jordan Herrin — residing at 1016 Pecan (non-property owner), within the area proposed
for re-classification, stated that the G.A. White subdivision is a gem. The neighborhood
is a great place for young professional to live and would be a shame for it to be lost.

Rebuttal was given by attorney Steve Allbritton, clarifying that he had stated that most, not all, of the area
was rental property. He also reiterated that the process for the vote for and the subsequent amending of the
restrictions was all done properly.

Vice-Chairman Anderson made a last call for public comments at which time John Christian, residing at
2604 Bois D Arc Drive, stated his concern with the negative effect of apartments on the neighborhood and
property values.

e ———————
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Vice-Chairman Anderson closed the Public Hearing. [6:20 PM]

5. CONSIDER concerning the change in the Development District Classification of Blocks 1, 2, 3 and 7 of
( the G. A. White Subdivision from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Aron Kulhavy confirmed for Commissioner Woods that the City of Huntsville does not have
enforcement authority of subdivision/deed restrictions.

Commissioner Barry noted that, if the area is re-classified to Management District, certain uses
will require a Conditional Use Permit for development. He also questioned the rental of single
family dwelling homes in the area to SHSU college students, making note of the city ordinance
requirement that only one unrelated person may reside in a single family dwelling. He stated that
Chairman Johnston has always recused himself whenever the Commission discussed Development
District re-classification of this area. He made reference to Commissioner Cummings’s absence at
this meeting and his past comments regarding the timing and growth of the City which ultimately
dictates the value and change of use of property. The Commission decided to take on the re-
classification of this area at this time to avoid “piece meal” re-classification requests of individual
properties and address the area as a whole. The issue of subdivision/deed restrictions was never
discussed by the Commission when considering the re-classification of this area.

Per questions by Commissioners Hilton & Woods, it was pointed out that per the recent
amended restrictions for the subdivision only Block 8 located on the north side of Bois D Arc
Drive was designated for strictly residential use. All of the other blocks in the subdivision were
A designed for residential and non-residential use. Also a Conditional Use Permit for development
| is only required for some very specific uses per the Development Code.

Vice-Chairman Anderson pointed out any changes in width to 11" Street and the TH 45 overpass
C bridge would be by the Texas Department of Transportation and not by the City of Huntsville.

Commissioner Hilton made note of the fact that a change in the Development District
Classification does not mandate the current use of the property to change. It is up to the property
owner to make the change in use of the property. He feels that the highest and best use of the
subject property is commercial.

Aron Kulhavy made a procedural comment. He noted that the Commission may decrease the
size of the area under consideration. The size of the area cannot be increased. The Planning
Commission can take action on this case at this meeting. Adequate Public Hearing and meeting
notice has been given. The Commission’s recommendation will be forwarded to the City Council.

There will be two readings with a Public Hearing before City Council.

\ Commissioner Durda commented that she feels for the families who live there and is concerned
| about the safety of the neighborhood however she also feels that the highest and best use of the
| subject property is for commercial use as opposed to single family dwelling homes.

Commissioner Hilton made a motion to recommend approval of the change in the Development
District Classification of Block 1, 2, 3 and 7 of the G.A. White subdivision from Neighborhood
Conservation to Management. Second was by Commissioner Woods. The vote was unanimous.

M
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We the undersigned are Opposed to Changing the Development District classification of the G.A. White
subdivision along 11" Street and Normal Park from Neighborhood Conservation to Management for the
following reasons:

1. Property Values will decrease (especially for houses in the interior of the subdivision and those
along Bois D Arc) for many reasons, including, but not limited to:

a. Increased through traffic will result in increased litter and decrease in security
b. Increase noise in traffic and businesses
c. Unsightly view to back of business dumpsters and fences
f. Light pollution from parking lot lighting
2. The change does not align with the city’s Strategic Plan
a. The City’s strategic plan states, “Goal #1, City Appearance - Provide policies, amenities,
and events that enhance the City’s already beautiful and historic natural environment. “
b. A bing search for the City of Huntsville will bring up the image of the Welcome to
Huntsville sign at the corner of Hickory and 11" street.
c. The natural beauty of the trees and quiet streets will be destroyed.
3 The change reneges on City’s pledge to the residents of Neighborhood Conservation

classification

As defined by the City Development Code a Neighborhood Conservation: “The Neighborhood
Conservation (NC) district is intended to help protect property values by conserving the
overall character and function of single-family (detached house) residential areas of the
City. It is intended for application in stable single-family (detached house) neighborhoods.”

This is a vibrant neighborhood with young families raising children, homes that have been
family residences for multiple generations, and older couples with returning children and
grandchildren.

We must have a city government that upholds its word.

4. Smacks of Cronyism
a. The chair of the Planning Commission is a partner in the group that has aggressively
pushed this change forward.
b. This same group has worked by cover of darkness to change deed restrictions. A

legitimate and proper vote to change deed restrictions has not been performed.

5. There is no guarantee the city would receive increased revenue through commercial
classification. Markham Realty on 11™ Street is appraised at $50,000 less than the opposing
property in the G.A. White Subdivision.

6. All Huntsville residents would be impacted by traffic congestion and unsafe driving conditions
along 11" Street.

m
e ———————
Agenda Item #5d Page 30



We oppose changing the Development District classification of the G.A. White subdivision along i
Street and Norrnal Park from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

No. Signature Printed Name
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We oppose changing the Development District classification of the G.A. White subdivision along 11"

Street and Normal Park from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

No. Signature Printed Name
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We oppose changing the Development District classification of the G.A. White subdivision along 11"
Street and Normal Park from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

Signature
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We oppose changing the Development District classification of the G.A. White subdivision along 11™
Street and Normal Park from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

No. : Signature Printed Name
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We oppose changing the Development District classification of the G.A. White subdivision along 11" o
Street and Normal Park from Neighborhood Conservation to Management.

No. o Signature Printed Name
X % W, @wﬁb ot . Chelsziin/
z B[ 177 WL_J (dy T M hom
142 Dagess GosseTH THAV (S
. A 1 Travis
[ e Colmnlie e Lo Bt
Bl P d
3 /f — Lo
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20 *
21
2
23
24
25

Page 36

-zéoL/‘
Baisb‘
qoq O




(IAINA MUV TYNEON OL SARNA AHOMOIH) 133¥LS HLLL - NOISIAIQENS 3LIHM 'V 'O R
INIWANIAY dVIN LOI¥1SIA ININDOTIAIA Py ol
9102-21-8 ‘Pasno dVIN AYVANNOE NOILIL3d 1S310¥d .00Z

4 5 . i y \ ] (uonRWIOjU| [BUOYIPPE 10} J93YS
199} 00Z = Uoul | ; . -peaids s Buyiely payoeye ees)
 — _ / B winpond

0 oo 0oz 30&55 ITETRSRETEL) & § o
‘ : . ’ paidnoog somo ~ O

AaN3931

Page 37

Agenda Item #5d




.

¥Q J¥Y,0 S108 60L2{0%ELL X1 ITHASLINNH YQ JYv.d S108 6042 31HOWY 1v40] 00900-0-500-1088{0¢
A XV0 3Ao~m§ X1 ITUASLINNH U3 AVO 06 ONINNYS G WVQAV 8 ATVISAYR) oonooé‘moa&omw_mw S
¥0 AVO 606{0ZELL X1 FTUASINAH YA GOOMITINVL 82T WVHd 31 8«86.3?«8&? d
YA AVO BY6{0VELL X FTHASINNH ANVTSNIXTE 188 NOLIDNIAOD 30AH Q3HIAVIN oomoc,o‘moc&owm_h~ ds
A NVI3d 216{02€LL X1 FTHASINAH yd NYD3d 216 ONINYOH d HLIGNT B S SIWVI  00T00-0-900-T088{92 (S
QO NVO3d 06]0LELL X4 ITHASINAH ¥Q NYDId 206 NINDOYYYIN O V18| 00Z00-0-900-T088|SE d
Q0 AYO T06{0LELL X1 ITHASINAH ¥4 ¥VO 106 YOINDSOW ZINILEYW 1T30VHY | DDECD-0-900-T088|VE
A JYV.Q SI08 PI9Z{0TELL X1 FTUASINOH ¥0 D8Y,Q SIO8 $IST SATYNVD 3VSIN3|  00200-0-TOO-TLLLIET
A JYV,0 SI08 TISL|0TELL XL FTUASINAH ¥ JY¥Y,0 SI08 TT9T YILYYI MIHLLVIA STTHVHD YILUVD INNVHOIITAZIVH]  00€00-0-T00-TLLLIZT o
QY XI08 AINWIHD T19Z{2v052 XL ONYTHYD ¥4 AOOMI9D03 909€ 234071 OONVYNY3d| 00ZY0-0-T00-TLLLITT
1528V € 5108 0TSZ{0ZELL X4 FTUASINOH 133418 ¥V 0 5106 0192 NINDOYYYW VINISIA] 00P00-0-TO0-TLLL0Z o
QY X0 AINWIHD 609Z{0ZELL X4 ATUASINOH A0H AINWIHD 6092 ASO2VI T ¥NHINY| 00TT0-0-T00-T2L4{6T
QY ¥20Y AINWIHD 209Z{0ZELL X1 FTHASINAH. QY NOXIQ 1Nvd 08Z AYINWNAL NIUYY 8 TIVHIIN AIYANY]  00010-0-T00-TLLL{BT
HQ J¥V,A SI08 8092{0TELL XL 3THASLINOH AT NONNYE.0 802 d11°LY]  00S00-0-T00-TLLL{LT
3 JUV,Q SI08 9092 {0ZELL X1 FTUASINAH ¥Q 24,0 S108 3082 NYIAZYOS DIV 8 TA¥3HD| 00900-0-T00-TLLLI9T 4§
QY XJ0¥ AINWIHD S09Z|0Z€LL X1 FTUASINAH 1S34I3INI4 TOT 2711 ‘S31L4I40ONd AOHI3| 00600-0-100-T1£L£[51
¥ X008 AINWIHD E09Z|0ZELL X1 ATHASINAH O X20¥ ANIWIHD £092 9 AND3H IAVMNIYO|  00800-0-T00-TLLL{PT
¥Q JYv.0 SIO" P09 |OLELL XL ITUASINNH 24V,0 SI08 ¥092 NVILSIHHD L YI¥YX '8 M NHOf|  00£00-0-TO0-TLLLIET o
HO SMOQYHS 3NId LESZ{BOTTZ6 A2l 0931a NYS 05£ 31S "IANA 0D3IA NVS O 0888 NI ANVINOD 3D43Hd 3HL 0/ 71 NSHS-d3d|  00100-0-006-0S€2|2T
A4Vd TVINHON T06|0ZELL X4 FTUASINNH SOT 31S ‘WA %YVd VWHON 106! YIAYIY NIID 0] "JNI 'S31LYIJOYd X¥Vd TVWEON| 0vT00-0-800-bOvH|TT
LS HITT BTAT{ES9SL X1 NOSHIANIH 6001 X08 '0°d yueg uedusWwY|  0T100-0-800-F0VY|0T
1S HATT 050168254 X1 SY1WQ 007 3LINS "INV 1SIYOS BTEE SMIHLLYIN YISNONY 0/ ATUASINNH 40 TWYHOD NITI0H|  04100-0-800-V0OvY|6
1S HITT €£€02] BEET-T064L X4 YIHOLIIA| BEET X080 d ANVE TYNOILYN YIHOLDIA 1SHId]  0TT00-0-500-00¥v|8
07800-0-5Z0-E0bY| ,
1S HLTY 1032} 8891-206SL X1 NN 889T X08 Od “1430 XV1 AL¥3dOYd 0/ QL1 'SHIHLOYE 3YIHSHOOYH| 00800-0-5Z0-E0VY
AS HLTT THIZJOTELL X1 ATUASLNOH HIYON Sv HI €121 N .mmr_,m.wgo«a SOINWOY|  00£00-0-S20-€0¥Y |9
LS HLITT S04Z180T9L X1 STIHH GNYTHIIY HLYON QA SIAVQ €105 4300 S¥IN0H 1 Z# ATUASLNNH DINOS|  00300-0-SZ0-£0vV{S
AS HATT TTLZ{9S258 Y| FWASLI00S 061 315 ‘4a SSIONING 3 TOSE! JT1 “1IA ONIONNS YILSVIN 3HOLS|  00600-0-S20-E0p¥|Y
AS HLTY STL2] £O019-TVELL X1 FTHASINNH! L0T8 X080 d WYHSIHD 3 S WVYHXEYIALN O]  00100-0-SZ0-E0V|E
1S HITT 6VLLJEEELL XL NIg80q 6€ X08 Od. HLIWS 3INV3l0/2 SISIUMUILINTG DS 5,0IYNOGIW]  00T00-0-920-E0vv |2
Sl POT] 9LZ0-TYELL XL FTUASINOH 947 X08 Od JTIALIVIY HIV ONINES] 0DS00-0-920-E0vP|T
dsip snys diz| sieis A SSIPPY| BUY| PUZ BWEN! Iwey Pt O ‘ON [92ieg

‘81 [1puno) e uopisoddo ug djods -§

(Arepunog ,00Z UIYIM) UOIIIRd 3533044 PaUBIS - d

FARKA NYVd TYIWHON OL JAIHA AHOMIIH - LS HLTIT - 1SIT ONITIVIA

Page 38

Agenda Item #5d



40 NVO3d 0101 00€00-0-100-1088 86 S
YA NVD3d 9T0T| BITT-IVELL X4 FTUASINOH 8911 X08 Od. 2311V8 NNAIAYO]  00Z00-0-T00-1088 bt
¥ NVI3d T201 01100-0-T00-1088
AS HITT OVSL 00100-0-100-1088| 5
1S HITT 059T ; 00800-0-100-1088
A AV TZOT{OVELL XL FTUASINOH JANA ONINGS BTBE IVNOILYNYILNI VISIA V¥H3L]  00600-0-T00-T088
HQ AVO STOT{OVELL Xi FTUASINNH U 3AY 1002 NOTHG W VONVM| 00£00-0-100-1088}95
HQ XVO 600T10TELL XL FTHASINAH 0 IVO 6001 Z3INLLNYW YNIMONVIZTY % 5031} 00900-0-T00-T0881SS o
YA XVO E00T{OTELL X1 ATUASINAH ¥Q AVO €007 A3SVIA VILOTD B SINVI]  00S00-0-100-T088{¥S 4§
HOAVO YOOT| BELE-OZELL X4 ATUASINOH YA IVO v00T QIAYISIY 3LVLS3 34N AVUNNIN 30A1D|  00S00-0-Z00-TOBBIES LG
H0 VO BOOT|OVELL X4 ATHASINAH 2LLRX08 Od NOSHEYO W TI00IN B M AHYD cgo.waoéqwm?m
Y4 VO STOT|OVELL X4 IFTHASINAH Q¥ T13MOd TT0E 304 AQI|  00£00-0-200-1088{15
40 IVO Z20T{TI8EL XL ALINIHLY OET W £E6 AININOQ VevEaUYE HF AINIWOQ 2 TANAYS]  0OT00-0-Z00-T0BBI0S
1S HATT PTLT] 9EL1-CVELL X1 FVUASLNAH 9ELT XO8 O di ATISNLL GIAVA O/ NINJIHD 03R4 INL| 00600-0-200-1088{6Y
OVELL IAVT SNIXTE 08Y 71 S31143d0¥d INIWLSIANI 38N
O ¥Y3d ST0T 6284t XL IVHASINOH Y UVIESIOT HEAIKINOHNYAR]  00£00-0-Z00-T088|8Y
YO YYD STLT| VELE-OTELL XL ATUASINOH HQ ¥Va30 §142 NOTIZLSYD VIHYIAL R ¥3AHID) oo_moo.o,wbo&gm_ne d
YO AYONIIHIZVELL X1 FTUASINDH 9ELT X08 Od ATISNIL OOHONCQ 3NVIG]  00£00-0-€00-108813Y
¥Q HY3d 0Z0T 00100-0-€00-1088
A YYD S2LL 00¥00-0-£00-1088 v
YA AHONIH 00900-0-£00-T088
HO AYONDIH £00TIOVELL X4 FTHASINOH NYT SNDITE 08 J71531183408d INJALUSIAN] J4W|  00S00-0-€00-1088
dsip suys dizf @i A Ssaippy au| puz dWeN duieN ] ‘ON {92384
Q3141SSY10-3Y4 38 OL ALYIdOYUd 40 SHINMO
HA N¥Yd TWVINHON TI0T{OVELL X1 FTUASINOH JAINA SX13 000E 371 ‘SIS18dYILNG NIMA SYX3L| 0TT00-0-L00-TO88|VY
1S HLTT v062] 9191-6VT8L X4 OINOLNY NVS NZA AYM O¥TIVA INO! INI T HIGWNN ONOWVIQ D18|  00B0T-0-760-0099|EV
HAYON S~ ZOT{EEVLL X1 SSIUGAD! AN SONIEAS ONILSIML E2SST! Nid314D Q001 0/ INI'0D INVENVISIY | L VD] 01601-0-260-0098{2%
N Sv1 CIT{OTELL X1 ITHASINAH N Sb HITTT "IN ‘OONIA O/ 39001 ONOJ3|  0060T-0-160-0093|1¥
HIYON SPHI ¥ZT|BECSL XL ONIAHI 009 3LINS "3901Y NIOQUIH 606 “1d30 XV1 ALYIdOYd NLLY] d7°531143d0%d X1 U1/348| 00100-0-900-0024{0%
N0 HVOID POLTIOVELL XL ITUASINOH DIV SNLII 08Y 71 ’S311¥3d0¥d ININISIANI IWN}  00100-0-500-T088{6€
YO ¥VQID OTLZ{0ZELL X1 FTUASINNH 61 HS 888T NOLNYOHL AWWYL O/ SILVA O SIWVHDE  00200-0-500-108818E
¥Q ¥VADD YTLT{OTELL X4 FTNASINGH HQ HYOID $TLT SONVE O1il] 00£00-0-S00-T088|LE o
Y3 WYAID YTLT|OVELL X4 IJTHASINAH DIV SNINTS 66€ NVHD (HD 3NA B YA IAIVY|  00500-0-v00-108819€
HO AHONDIH 616{0CELL X4 3THASINOH U0 AHOXIIH 616! ONOG NVNA VAH]  00¥00-0-¥00-TOBB{SE
O AHONIMH 106}0ZELL XL FTUASINNH Y4 AYOXIIH 106 N3ITIV¥ INO¥Ar 3N3D{ 00100-0-v00-T088|vE
Y0 UV 5109 YTLT|0CELL X1| FTHASINAH G JWV.Q SI08 TZLT NOSIO AV VIIWVd] 00Z00-0-PO0-TOBBIEE
0 JHY 0 SI08 LTLT{0TELL X1 ITHASINAH 133415 04V ,0 $108 L1482 ZAIVZNOD ¥VZINH YNITVAYD B NYN(]  00€00-0-v00-T088|ZE
WA J¥Y.A SI08 ETLZIOTELL XL FTUASINAH 40 J¥V,0 5108 ET42 SONVE | O]  00500-0-500-1088| 1€

C

Page 39

Agenda Item #5d




*Ayiadoad siyy 10§ pI0224 JO JIBUMO BY3 JOU JUBUI} 9Y) S| BH - uopisoddo up ods ‘Uedad 9TOT 18 Sulpisal ‘UlIBH UBpIOf
* Aptadoad sujy 10§ pJ0d3J JO JBUMO BY) JOU St BYS - [[Buno) A3 Je ayods Aelini SIjOH yeles

O NYO3d TO6|0VELL X1 FTUASINOH IANNG VO Nid #T9T] Y33dS H VIDIULVd B D HYON!  00900-0-£00-T088|SS
Y0 NVOd ET6|0TELL X4 FTHASLINAH 133445 NVI3d €16 SONIUMYT SINVI B ASNEYB|  00500-0-200-1088|13 4§
YA NVI3d 6T6{0LELL XL FTNASLNAH HA AHONIIH 002 NVILSIIHD W ASSTIN 8 W 1100}  00v00-0-£00-TOBBIES
XdVd TYINYON OZ6]0Z€LL XL 3TUASLINNH 15 GOOM NIAVY TZ2 HILHONVIS HYOIW ABY3T}  0T$00-0-200-1088{29
YA NVI3Id €00T{TEBLL X4 Syiazg TIIMaNIE Sv| INI S3LYIOYd TVANIY I Nf  00£00-0-L00-1088|19
YA HYVd TYWHON 0T0T 0€100°0-£00-T088
0 NVI3d 6001 00200-0-£00-1088 09
¥ NYD3d €101 00100-0-£00-1088
H0 NYI3d STOTIOVELL X4 FTHASINOH 3ANQ S¥13 000E 71 S3SINAUILNG NN SYX3L]  0Z100-0-200-1088
A NVI3d 00T| Y0BI-ZVELL X4 ITUASINOH POE3 X080 d Y3ANIZ AVH INTWVA|  00V00-0-T00-T088(6S S

Page 40

Agenda Item #5d



Nominations for 9/6/16

Below are appointments for unexpired or open terms, and/or those
expiring August 31, 2016. Additional nominations are expected.

Cemetery Advisory Board

Joe Boaz — reappointment

Candyce Dixon —reappointment

Dr. Gene Barrett — reappointment
Kay King Mitchell - reappointment
D’Anne Crews — reappointment
James Patton — reappointment

Dr. Caroline Crimm — reappointment

City of Huntsville, Texas Veterans Affairs Advisory Board
Liesa Hackett —initial appointment

Board of Adjustments and Appeals
Pat Graham — reappointment
Jerry Moorer — reappointment

Board of Adjustments — Zoning
John Cromer — reappointment

Historic Preservation Commission
James Patton - reappointment
Dr. Caroline Crimm — reappointment

TIRZ #1 Board of Directors
Dalene Zender — reappointment

Parks & Recreation Advisory Board
Reagan Faught —initial appointment







l . CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
’c«;&\ J 9/6/2016
> b Agenda Item: 6b

"\‘

Item/Subject: Consider proposal submitted by the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for water
service at the Ellis and Estelle Prison Units.

Initiating Department/Presenter: City Manager

Presenter: Matt Benoit, City Manager

Recommended Motion: City staff reccommends against this proposal.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #7 - Finance - Provide a sustainable, efficient and fiscally sound government
through conservative fiscal practices and resource management.

Discussion: At the August 16, 2016 meeting, the City Council voted on a proposed water rate schedule
for the Ellis and Estelle Prison Units. An interlocal agreement outlining the Council’s majority on this
matter is included as item 6c.

On August 24, Bryan Collier, Executive Director for TDC, submitted a proposal for water service. The
primary differences between the Council’s action on August 16 and Mr. Collier’s proposal are as follows:

Council Action from 8/16/2016

Mr. Collier’s 8/24/16 Proposal

Phase-In No phase-in 3-year phase-in
Total additional revenue in the $4,422,050 $2,114,241
first 2 years of the contract

Additional Debt Capacity for $43,520,672 $43,520,672

the first 5 years of the contract

As you can see:

1. Mr. Collier’s proposal offers a 3-year phase-in to the in-City rate ($6.59/1,000 gallons as of
10/1/2019), whereas Council’s action on August 16 would bring TDCJ to the full City rate on
October 1, 2016.

2. As a result, the action approved by Council on August 16 will generate approximately $2.3
million more than Mr. Collier’s proposal in the first two years of the contract. This difference in
estimated revenue will significantly inhibit the City’s ability to fund engineering and architectural
design on improvements in Propositions 2 and 3 with cash on-hand (i.e., the City will likely have
to issue debt for design costs). The studies reviewed by the Council estimate architectural and
engineering design fees for projects proposed by Propositions 2 and 3 at $4.6 million.

3. The total debt capacity between the proposals is the same. The debt capacity simply
accumulates at different times when comparing the two proposals. The total estimated cost of
improvements identified by Propositions 2 and 3 is $44.1 million (in 2016 construction costs).

It is important to note, this item and item 6c are mutually exclusive. The action before the Council is an
“either/or” not a “both” proposition. Of course, amendments can be offered to this item or item 6c.

W
e
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Previous Council Action: The City Council approved a proposal on August 16. An interlocal agreement
is included with it as item 6c.

Financial Implications:

Xitem is not budgeted: Depending on the Council’s decision on this issue, City staff will budget for
additional revenue in the Fiscal Year 2016-2017 budget.

XItem is estimated to generate additional revenue:  There will be additional revenue with this item.

Approvals: [ICity Attorney [IDirector of Finance X City Manager

Associated Information:
e Estimated annual revenue (page 3)
e Offer letter by Mr. Collier (page 4)
¢ Interlocal agreement reflecting Mr. Collier’s proposal (pages 5-8)

L.
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Proposed Current Additional

TDCJ Rate Revenue New Revenue Annual
FY 2017 S 3.79| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 2,067,895 S 802,894
FY 2018 S 473| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 2,576,349 S 1,311,348
FY 2019 S 566 | 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,084,803 S 1,819,802
FY 2020 $ 6.59| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,593,257 S 2,328,256
FY 2021 S 6.67| 545259 | S 1,265,001 | $ 3,636,878 S 2,371,877
FY 2022 S 6.87| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,745,929 S 2,480,928
FY 2023 S 7.08| 545259 | $ 1,265001 | $ 3,860,434 S 2,595,433
FY 2024 S 729 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,974,938 S 2,709,937
FY 2025 $ 751 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,094,895 S 2,829,894
FY 2026 S 7.74| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,220,305 S 2,955,304
FY 2027 S 797 | 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,345,714 S 3,080,713
FY 2028 $ 821 | 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | S 4,476,576 S 3,211,576
FY 2029 S 845| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,607,439 S 3,342,438
FY 2030 § 870 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,743,753 S 3,478,752

“
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o Proposed Current : Additional
TDCJ Rate Revenue New Revenue Annual
FY 2017 $ 3.79| 545,259 | $ 1,265001 | S 2,067,895 S 802,894
FY 2018 $ 473 | 545259 | $ 1,265001 | $ 2,576,349 S 1,311,348
FY 2019 $ 566| 545259 | $ 1,265001 | $ 3,084,803 $ 1,819,802
FY 2020 $ 6.59| 545259 | $ 1,265001 | $ 3,593,257 S 2,328,256
FY 2021 $ 6.67| 545259 | $ 1,265001 | $ 3,636,878 S 2371877
FY 2022 $ 6.87| 545259 | $ 1,265001 | $ 3,745,929 S 2,480,928
FY 2023 $ 7.08| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | S 3,860,434 S 2,595,433
FY 2024 $ 7.29| 545,259 | $ 1,265001 | S 3,974,938 S 2,709,937
FY 2025 $ 751| 545,259 | $ 1,265001 | S 4,094,895 S 2,829,894
FY 2026 $ 7.74| 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | S 4,220,305 $ 2,955,304
FY 2027 $ 797 | 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,345,714 S 3,080,713
FY 2028 $ 821| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | S 4,476,576 $ 3,211,576
FY 2029 $ 845| 545259 | $ 1,265,001 | S 4,607,439 S 3,342,438
FY 2030 $ 870| 545,259 | $ 1,265001 | S 4,743,753 S 3,478,752

M
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Reed Hanly, A

Texas Department of Criminal Justice

Bryan Collier
Executive Divector

August 24, 2016

The Honorable Andy Brauninger
Mayor

City of Huntsville

1212 Ave. M

Huntsville, TX 77340

Dear Mayor Brauninger:

Thank you for the visit carlier this week, and based on our discussion, it is clear that we both
appreciate the longstanding, positive working relationship between our two governmental
entities.

As a requested follow up to our meeting, I have attached previous correspondence that we
received/sent regarding the proposed changes to the water rates at the Ellis and Estelle units.

While an increase of this magnitude will be a fiscal challenge, based on our discussion, a three-
year phase-in (with equal increments over the three years) to the in-city institutional rate
(currently $6.26 per 1,000 gallons) would allow us to better manage the fiscal impact. Please let
me know how you wish to proceed in order to complete this process.

Once again, it was a pleasure to meet you. If you have any questions regarding this issue, or
have any future requests that I can help with, please let me know.

Sincerely,

ryan {ollier
Executive Director

Enclosures (2)
ec: Jerry MeGinty, Chief Financial Officer

Cur mission is to provide public safety, promote positive change in offender
behavior, reintegrate offenders into society, and assist victims of crime.

P.O. Box 99
Huntsville, Texas 773420099
{9363 437.2101
www. tdtj texas. gov

%
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT
BETWEEN CITY OF HUNTSVILLE AND TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE
FOR THE PROVISION OF VARIOUS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

This Agreement is entered into by the City of Huntsville (City) and Texas Department of Criminal
Justice (TDC]J) pursuant to the Interlocal Cooperation Act, Texas Government Code Chapter 791.

WHEREAS, In 1995, the City entered into an Agreement To Provide Potable Water To The TDC]
Units In The FM 980 Area (herein referred to as “The Agreement”); and

WHEREAS, The Agreement will expire on September 30, 2016; and

WHEREAS, Now that The Agreement will be expiting and TDC]J desires to have the Ellis and
Estelle Units provided water service by the City, it is important to adjust the rates in line with other
users in the same customer class as the Ellis and Estelle Units; and

WHEREAS, The City recognizes the importance of TDC]J to the community as its largest employer

and wishes to phase the water rate increases incrementally.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
HUNTSVILLE, TX:

I
Definitions

“Baseline Rate” — Is $2.86 per 1,000 gallons consumed.

“Phase-in rate” — Equals an amount of money per/1,000 gallons of water used by TDC]J that is $.93
higher than the rate paid for the previous year, effective October 1 of each year.

“Established rate” — Equals an amount of money per 1,000 gallons of water used by TDC] that 1s
equal to the rate adopted by the City Council for all other TDC] prison units within the City limits
of the City of Huntsville for that year.

I1.

Beginning on the October 1, 2016, and ending on October 1, 2019, TDC]J shall pay a rate for the
Ellis and Estelle prison units equal to the lesser of the phase in-rate or the established rate. The
baseline for computing the phase-in rate for October 1, 2016 shall be the baseline rate. Beginning
October 1, 2019 and continuing until the termination of this agreement, the rate charged shall be the
established rate.

The City shall invoice TDC]J for monthly usage. The agreement will terminate on September 30,
2056.

II1.

TDC]J agrees that the water delivered to its facilities under this agreement shall be the primary source
of water for the units served under the arrangement herein described; and that alternate water

R A A
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sources shall be used by TDC] only if, and only as long as, the City and TRA are unable to deliver
water to TDCJ under this agreement.

IV.

This is the complete and entire Agreement between the Parties with respect to the matters herein
and supersedes all prior negotiations, agreements, representations, and understandings, if any. This
Agreement may not be modified, discharged, or changed in any respect whatsoever except by a
further agreement in writing duly executed by the parties hereto. No official, representative, agent or
employee of Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Texas has any authority to modify this
Agreement, except pursuant to such express authority as may be granted by the Board of Regents of
Texas State TDCJ System. No official, representative, agent or employee of the City of Huntsville,
Texas has any authority to modify this Agreement, except pursuant to such express authority as may
be granted by the City Council of Huntsville, Texas. If any provision of this agreement or its
application to any person or circumstance shall to any extent be invalid or unenforceable, the
remainder of this Contract shall not be affected and shall remain valid and enforceable to the
fullest extent permitted by law.

¥
The Parties agree to execute such other and further instruments and documents as are or
may become necessary or convenient to carry out the purposes of this Agreement.

VI
This Agreement shall be construed under the laws of the State of Texas.

VII.
Nothing in this Agreement, express or implied, is intended to confer upon any person, other
than the Parties hereto, any benefits, rights, or remedies under or by reason of this Agreement.

VIII.

Unless otherwise provided in this Agreement, any notice herein provided or permitted to
be given, made or accepted by either party must be in writing and may be given by depositing
the same in the United States mail postpaid, return receipt requested or by delivering the same to
an officer of such party, or by prepaid telegram addressed to the party to be notified. Notice deposited
in the mail in the manner described above shall be conclusively deemed to be effective from and
after the expiration of three (3) days after it is so deposited. Notice given in any other manner shall
be effective only if and when received by the party to be notified.

For the purposes of notice, the addresses of the parties shall be as follows:

If to TDCIJ: If to the City:

City Manager

1212 Avenue M
Huntsville, TX 77340

The parties shall have the right from time to time to change their respective addresses, and each
shall have the right to specify as its address any other address in the State of Texas by at least
fifteen (15) days' written notice to the other party.
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IX.
Hold Harmless

To the extent permitted by State law, each party does hereby agree to waive all claims
agamst release, and hold harmless the other and its respective officials, officers, agents, employees,
in both their public and private capacmes from any and all liability, claims, suits, demands, losses,
damages, or cause of action which may arise by reason of injury to or death of any person or for loss
of, damage to, or loss of use of any property arising out of or in connection with this Agreement.

In the event of joint or concurrent negligence of the parties, responsibility, if any, shall be
appomoned comparatively in accordance with the laws of the State of Texas without, however,
waiving any governmental immunity available to any party individually under Texas law. Each party
shall be responsible for its sole negligence. The provisions of this paragraph are solely for the
benefit of the patties hereto and are not intended to create or grant any rights, contractual or
otherwise, to any other person or entity.

X.
Immunity

It is expressly understood and agreed that, in the execution of this Agreement, no party
waives, nor shall be deemed to have waived any immunity or defense that would otherwise be
available to it against claims arising in the exercise of governmental powers and functions. By
entering into this Agreement, the parties do not create any obligations, expressed or implied, other
than those set forth herein, and this Agreement shall not create any rights in parties not signatoties
hereto.

XI.
This Agreement may be executed simultaneously in one or more counterparts, each of which
shall be deemed an original and all of which together constitute one and the same instrument.

Approved on the date or dates indicated.

CITY OF HUNTSVILLE

Matt Benoit, City Manager Date
City of Huntsville, Texas

ATTESTED: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Lee Woodward, City Secretary Leonard Schneider, City Attorney

W
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Examined and Recommended:

, Texas Department of Criminal Justice Date

, Texas Department of Criminal Justice Date

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL FORM

, Texas Department of Criminal Justice Date

9
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

9/6/2016
Agenda Item: 6c¢

Item/Subject: Consider ratifying and approving an Interlocal Agreement between the City of Huntsville
and the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for water service at the Ellis and Estelle Units.

Initiating Department/Presenter: City Manager

Presenter: Matt Benoit, City Manager; Steve Ritter, Director of Finance

Recommended Motion: Ratify and approve the Mayor and City Manager sign an Interlocal Agreement
between the City of Huntsville and the Texas Department of Criminal Justice for water service at the
Ellis and Estelle Units.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #7 - Finance - Provide a sustainable, efficient and fiscally sound government
through conservative fiscal practices and resource management.

Discussion: The attached Interlocal agreement ratifies and approves the action taken by the City
Council at the August 16, 2016 City Council meeting. The attached interlocal agreement escalates the
water rate for the Ellis and Estelle Units from the current rate of $2.86 (includes volumetric and facilities
charge) up to the rate recommended the City’s water rate study of $6.33/1,000 gallons for 2016-2017
fiscal year. This Interlocal agreement provides no phase-in.

Previous Council Action: This issue was discussed thoroughly at the August 16, 2016 City Council
meeting and is presented in contrast with item 6b for full ratification and approval.

Financial Implications:

Kitem is not budgeted: Depending on the Council’s decision on this issue, City staff will budget for
additional revenue in the Fiscal Year 2016-2017 budget.

Xitem is estimated to generate additional revenue: Additional revenue is noted in the chart on page
2

Approvals: XICity Attorney Director of Finance XICity Manager

Associated Information:
e Estimated annual revenue projections (page 2)
e Proposed interlocal agreement (pages 4-7)
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Proposed Current New Additional

TDCJ Rate Revenue Revenue Annual
FY2017 | S 6.33 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,451,489 | $ 2,186,489
FY2018 | S 6.42 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,500,563 | $ 2,235,562
FY2019 | S 6.50 545,259 | S 1,265,001 | S 3,544,184 | $ 2,279,183
FY2020 | S 6.59 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,593,257 | $ 2,328,256
FY2021 | $ 6.67 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,636,878 | $ 2,371,877
FY 2022 | S 6.87 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 3,745,929 | $ 2,480,928
FY2023 | S 7.08 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | S 3,860,434 | $ 2,595,433
FY 2024 | S 7.29 545,259 | S 1,265,001 | $ 3,974,938 | S 2,709,937
FY.2025 | 'S 7.51 545,259 | S 1,265,001 | $ 4,094,895 | $ 2,829,894
FY 2026 | S 7.74 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,220,305 | $ 2,955,304
FY 2027 | S 7.97 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,345,714 | $ 3,080,713
FY 2028 | S 8.21 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,476,576 | $ 3,211,576
FY2029 | S 8.45 545,259 | S 1,265,001 | $ 4,607,439 | $ 3,342,438
FY2030 | $ 8.70 545,259 | $ 1,265,001 | $ 4,743,753 | $ 3,478,752

e i i ——
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT
BETWEEN CITY OF HUNTSVILLE AND TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE
FOR THE PROVISION OF VARIOUS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

This Agreement is entered into by the City of Huntsville (City) and Texas Department of Criminal Justice
(TDCQJ) pursuant to the Interlocal Cooperation Act, Texas Government Code Chapter 791.

WHEREAS, In 1995, the City entered into an Agreement To Provide Potable Water To The TDCJ Units In
The FM 980 Area (herein referred to as “The Agreement”); and

WHEREAS, The Agreement will expire on September 30, 2016; and

WHEREAS, Now that The Agreement will be expiring and TDCJ desires to have the Ellis and Estelle Units
provided water service by the City, it is important to adjust the rates in line with other users in the same
customer class as the Ellis and Estelle Units; and

WHEREAS, The City recognizes the importance of TDCJ to the community as its largest employer and
wishes to continue to provide water services.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, TX:

Beginning on the October 1, 2016, TDCJ shall pay a rate for the Ellis and Estelle prison units equal to the
same rate paid by all other TDCJ prison units inside the City of Huntsville city limits.

The City shall invoice TDCJ for monthly usage. The agreement will terminate on September 30, 2056.
.

TDCJ agrees that the water delivered to its facilities under this agreement shall be the primary source of
water for the units served under the arrangement herein described; and that alternate water sources
shall be used by TDCJ only if, and only as long as, the City and TRA are unable to deliver water to TDCJ
under this agreement.

This is the complete and entire Agreement between the Parties with respect to the matters herein and
supersedes all prior negotiations, agreements, representations, and understandings, if any. This
Agreement may not be modified, discharged, or changed in any respect whatsoever except by a further
agreement in writing duly executed by the parties hereto. No official, representative, agent or employee
of Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Texas has any authority to modify this Agreement, except
pursuant to such express authority as may be granted by the Board of Regents of Texas State TDCJ
System. No official, representative, agent or employee of the City of Huntsville, Texas has any authority
to modify this Agreement, except pursuant to such express authority as may be granted by the City
Council of Huntsville, Texas. If any provision of this agreement or its application to any person or
circumstance shall to any extent be invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of this Contract shall not be
affected and shall remain valid and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law.
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IV.
The Parties agree to execute such other and further instruments and documents as are or may
become necessary or convenient to carry out the purposes of this Agreement.

V.
This Agreement shall be construed under the laws of the State of Texas.

VI.
Nothing in this Agreement, express or implied, is intended to confer upon any person, other
than the Parties hereto, any benefits, rights, or remedies under or by reason of this Agreement.

VII.

Unless otherwise provided in this Agreement, any notice herein provided or permitted to be
given, made or accepted by either party must be in writing and may be given by depositing the same in
the United States mail postpaid, return receipt requested or by delivering the same to an officer of such
party, or by prepaid telegram addressed to the party to be notified. Notice deposited in the mail in the
manner described above shall be conclusively deemed to be effective from and after the expiration of three
(3) days after it is so deposited. Notice given in any other manner shall be effective only if and when received
by the party to be notified.

For the purposes of notice, the addresses of the parties shall be as follows:

If to TDCJ: If to the City:

City Manager

1212 Avenue M
Huntsville, TX 77340

The parties shall have the right from time to time to change their respective addresses, and each shall have
the right to specify as its address any other address in the State of Texas by at least fifteen (15) days'
written notice to the other party.

VIII.
Hold Harmless

To the extent permitted by State law, each party does hereby agree to waive all claims against,
release, and hold harmless the other and its respective officials, officers, agents, employees, in both
their public and private capacities, from any and all liability, claims, suits, demands, losses, damages, or
cause of action which may arise by reason of injury to or death of any person or for loss of, damage to,
or loss of use of any property arising out of or in connection with this Agreement.

In the event of joint or concurrent negligence of the parties, responsibility, if any, shall be
apportioned comparatively in accordance with the laws of the State of Texas without, however, waiving
any governmental immunity available to any party individually under Texas law. Each party shall be
responsible for its sole negligence. The provisions of this paragraph are solely for the benefit of the
parties hereto and are not intended to create or grant any rights, contractual or otherwise, to any other
person or entity.
]
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IX.
Immunity

It is expressly understood and agreed that, in the execution of this Agreement, no party waives,
nor shall be deemed to have waived any immunity or defense that would otherwise be available to it
against claims arising in the exercise of governmental powers and functions. By entering into this
Agreement, the parties do not create any obligations, expressed or implied, other than those set forth
herein, and this Agreement shall not create any rights in parties not signatories hereto.

X.
This Agreement may be executed simultaneously in one or more counterparts, each of which
shall be deemed an original and all of which together constitute one and the same instrument.

Approved on the date or dates indicated.

CITY OF HUNTSVILLE

Andy Brauninger, Mayor Date
City of Huntsville, Texas

Matt Benoit, City Manager ’ Date
City of Huntsville, Texas

ATTESTED: : APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Lee Woodward, City Secretary Leonard Schneider, City Attorney

Examined and Recommended:

, Texas Department of Criminal Justice Date

B o L S R T W S S S,
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, Texas Department of Criminal Justice Date
APPROVED AS TO LEGAL FORM Q
, Texas Department of Criminal Justice Date
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l CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

’c\w o '\% 9/6/2016
xsud ,
“{f Agenda Item: 6d

Item/Subject: Consider Decision Packages for the 2016-17 Budget.

Initiating Department/Presenter: Finance

Presenter: Steve Ritter, Director of Finance, and Matt Benoit, City Manager

Recommended Motion: Move to approve the Decision Packages listed as items 6d(1)-(6) on the City
Council agenda.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #7 - Finance - Provide a sustainable, efficient and fiscally sound government
through conservative fiscal practices and resource management.

Discussion: Attached are six decision packages provided for Council’s consideration as part of the
budget adoption process. These decision packages are provided as specified by the City’s Fiscal and
Budgetary Policies, and are provided for Council consideration for one (or more) of the following
reasons:

1. They include individual items whose cost exceeds $50,000. As such, to procure these items or
services, the City Council will have to award contracts or bids to execute the expenditure of
these funds.

2. They are to be funded using Unallocated Reserve appropriations.

3. They are of sufficient cost and scope that they qualify as policy issues and represent a great deal
of the discretionary spending in the budget.

These items are prepared for you to adopt with the motion above. Should a Councilmember(s) wish,
these items may be excluded from the motion or adopted individually (as is the case with a consent
agenda).

Previous Council Action: Virtually every item included in each of the attached decision packages was
included in the August 9™ Pre-Budget Workshop Presentation. They are also included as tab 5 in the City
Manager’s Recommended Budget that was provided to the City Council on August 19.

Financial Implications: Each of these items is included in the City Manager's Recommended Budget.
Each decision packages includes its own Financial Implications section illustrating the amounts and
proposed uses of funds for each project. ‘

Approvals: [ICity Attorney Director of Finance XICity Manager
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FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 DECISION PACKAGE 1
Iltem: Proposed funding sources and levels of various employee benefits

Initiating Department/Presenter: Finance Department, Steve Ritter, Director of Finance

Human Resources Department, Julie O’Connell, Director of
Human Resources

Executive Summary:  The City Manager's Recommended 2016-2017 Budget proposes funding the
vacation buy-back program as well as the Merit/Step Plan increase with Unallocated Reserves. The City
is traditionally spending less than 100% of budgeted salary and benefit accounts, resulting in

contributions to Unallocated Reserves in each fund sufficient to fund these employee benefits.

Financial Implications:

Funding Source
Fund Operational Proposed Use of Proposed Use of Total
Budget Fund Unallocated CIP Fund
Reserve Unallocated
Reserve
General 226,445 226,445
Water 24,070 24,070
Wastewater 23,909 23,909
Solid Waste 24,320 24,320
School Resource 9,920 9,920
Officer
Arts 3,350 3,350
Tourism and 3,816 3,816
Visitor’s Center

Detailed Discussion and Explanation:

Merit/Step Plan — The City returned to Grade & Step pay scale in Fiscal Year 12-13. Upon receiving a
satisfactory evaluation from their supervisor at their annual anniversary date, the employee is awarded
a 2.5% merit increase until the employee reaches the top step of their respective grade.

Vacation Buyback Policy — The City’s Personnel Policies and Procedures Manual States, “If an employee
has taken at least ten (10) days of vacation time off during the previous fiscal year and so elects, he/she
may buy back up to five (5) days of unused vacation time. The buyback option may be used to make a
one-time contribution to the employee’s deferred compensation plan for that year.” Employee requests
for approval must be completed by the first Monday in November, with payment occurring on the
second payroll date in November.
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FISCAL YEAR 2016-17 DECISION PACKAGE 2
Item: General Fund Capital Improvement Projects
Initiating Department/Presenter: Engineering, Ram Ramachandra, City Engineer

Executive Summary: Every year, the City budgets as part of its operational budget an amount of money
within each individual fund for Capital Improvement needs. This year, three capital projects are
recommended for funding. Each is explained in greater detail below.

Financial Implications:

Funding Source
Fund Operational Proposed Use of Proposed Use of Total
Budget Fund Unallocated CIP Fund
Reserve Unallocated
Reserve
General $300,00 $1,650,000 $1,950,000

Detailed Discussion and Explanation:

Rehabilitation of Streets - Bearkat Boulevard (SH 19 to Bobby K. Marks Drive) & Normal Park Drive
(22™ street to Eastham Boulevard) - ($1,650,000) — The City completed a citywide street condition
assessment late last year. Based on the findings for the study, two arterial street segments have been
identified for rehabilitation using FY 16-17 funds:

a) Bearkat Boulevard (State Highway 19 to Bobby K. Marks Drive)
b) Normal Park Drive (22" Street to Eastham Boulevard)

These street segments are major streets (classified as secondary arterial) and carry significant daily
traffic. Bearkat Boulevard is a major access road for getting to Sam Houston State University campus.
Normal Park Drive provides access to 11™ Street, a major thoroughfare, from mainly residential
neighborhoods. Hence, improving these segments will have significant positive impact on mobility, in
addition to improving the street pavement conditions.

Mainly, these street segments have poor pavement surface conditions, needing new asphalt paving
replacement. Also, certain pockets of these street segments appear to have failures in base course,
needing full depth construction. The funding will be utilized to rehabilitate pavement and curb and
gutter replacement as necessary.

Field # 10 Lighting and Sidewalks at Kate Barr Ross Park - ($250,000) — With all sports going to year
round play, additional practice and playing fields are needed during the evenings. Without lights, the
practices are cut short due to daylight during late fall through early winter. This mainly affects youth
football practice. By providing light to Field #10 in Kate Barr Ross (KBR), it allows not only game practices
during evenings year round, it also allows for renting the field for tournaments and special events. In
addition, it protects the City from liability costs from injuries sustained due to not having lights.

New Aerial Mapping (fund 1/4 of total cost) (550,000) — Aerial and topographic mapping is an essential
element in planning, engineering and managing the City’s infrastructure. Mapping is also an important
tool for prospective developers, existing businesses, and citizens, for their respective needs. Updating
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aerial and topographic mapping will not only aid in providing improved and more realistic data but also
saves time and cost by saving field data gathering which is needed otherwise. The City will normally
update the mapping once in 5 to 10 years to gather the developments and changes that have occurred
over these periods. The City of Huntsville last updated the mapping in 2007. The funding to achieve
aerial mapping is being sought partially each budget year. The City Council funded first such installment
of $50,000 in FY 15-16. The current estimated cost to achieve needed mapping is in $150,000 range.
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FISCAL YEAR 2016-17 DECISION PACKAGE 3
Item: Water Fund Capital Improvement Projects
Initiating Department/Presenter: Engineering, Ram Ramachandra, City Engineer

Executive Summary: Every year, the City budgets as part of its operational budget an amount of money
within each individual fund for Capital Improvement needs. This year, City staff is recommending
thirteen Capital Improvement Projects in the Water Fund. Each of these projects is described in detail
below.

Financial Implications:

Funding Source
Fund Operational Proposed Use of Proposed Use of Total
Budget Fund Unallocated CIP Fund
Reserve Unallocated
Reserve
Water $2,175,000 1,400,000 $3,575,000

Detailed Discussion and Explanation:

Automatic Meter Replacement, $100,000 - Six (6) years ago the City began a program to transition from
manual/visual read water meters to AMR meters. This decision package continues that program for the
FY 2016-2017. The system will achieve over 50% conversion to ARMs this fiscal year and will allow for
the elimination of a meter reader position in 2017-2018. This water meter replacement program
reduces meter reading costs, increases accuracy of meter reads, and decreases revenue loss due to old
meters. The entire system will be converted to AMRs by FY 2020-2021.

Surge Protection to 30” Transmission Main-Hydropneumatic tank - (5400,000) - In view of upgrading of
high service pumps with TRA water treatment plant expansion, the City completed an engineering
evaluation of the 30-inch treated water transmission line (between the TRA water treatment plant and
the City) last year for its adequacy to handle higher pressures. The study mainly recommended:

1) Installation of hydropneumatic tank (primary surge control)
2) Replacement /addition of existing air/vacuum valves (secondary surge control)

Funding for design and installation for items 1 and 2 were made available in the last three years, totaling
to $680,000. Construction of item 2 is complete.

Design of item 1 (installation of the hydropneuamatic tank) is complete and is ready for
construction/installation. The hydropneuamatic tank is designed to be installed at adjacent to TRA’s
water treatment plant, within TRA’s property. Funding is being sought in FY 16-17 to fully fund the
construction. Estimated cost of construction is in the $800,000 range, including TRA’s construction
administration costs.
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Well 18 — Well 19 Connector - ($350,000) - The City currently has two wells (19 and 20) that pump water
to the Spring Lake Water Plant. Well 18 is located approximately 2000' from the plant. Staff would like
to connect Well 18 into the Spring Lake Plant (most likely with 8” PVC line). Connecting the additional
well, Well 18, would offer further redundancy for the Spring Lake Water plant and the areas it services in
the event that one of the other wells fails. It would be valved in so that it could pump to either Spring
Lake or Palm Street based on need. This would provide a greater flexibility in operation.

30” Transmission Main Continuous Improvement Plan - ($200,000) — Trinity River Authority (TRA)
pumps treated water from the TRA surface water plant to the City’s Palm Street Water Plant through
the existing 30” water transmission main. The length of this 30” transmission main is approximately 11-
miles long and was constructed forty (40) years ago, during mid- to late-1970s. 70 to 75% of the daily
water demand is dependent on the integrity and condition of this 30” water transmission main.
Maintaining the transmission main with preventive measures and being always prepared to respond in a
timely manner, should any failure in the pipe occurs, is of paramount importance. Segments of pipes
have failed in the past resulting in the shutdown of TRA water supply. Moving forward, as a preventive
plan of action in maintaining this important City asset, budgeting funds annually in the amount of
$200,000 was proposed initially in FY 2015-2016. As a continuation, funding is being sought in FY 2016-
2017 also. No expenditure has been incurred to date from this fund.

Engineering Design of Waterline Reconstruction — upsizing and replacement - ($975,000) - The City has
been replacing existing undersized and deteriorated waterlines in the Avenues and other older parts of

the City each year, to the extent funding is made available for this purpose. Several such aged,
undersized and deteriorated segments have been replaced in the last several years. Replacing and
upsizing will help reduce waterline breaks, associated maintenance costs and improves water circulation
and pressure in the water distribution system to serve domestic and fire protection needs.

As a continuation of upgrading the water infrastructure, engineering design of the following waterline
replacement was budgeted in the FY 2016 budget and the funding for construction is being sought in FY
2016-2017 budget on the same following projects:
th
a) 7 Street (Highway 75 to Old Madisonville Road) — replace 1,000 LF deteriorated existing
12” waterline -$220,000 for construction
b) Mary Avenue (Long Point to Roosevelt) — replace 1,860 LF existing 2” & 6” w/I with 6”

waterline - $220,000 for construction
th
c) 13 Street (Avenue G to Sycamore) — replace 1,200 LF deteriorated existing 8” waterline -

$175,000 for construction

d) Avenue P (7" Street to 10™ Street) — replace 1,200 LF existing 2” & 6” waterline with 6”
waterline - $120,000 for construction

e) Avenue P (19™ Street to 22" Street) — replace 1,700 LF existing 2” waterline with 6”
waterline -5240,000 for construction

The design of the projects is complete and the projects will be bid for construction as soon as the
funding is confirmed.
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11" Street (1-45 to University) - ($350,000) — The existing waterline (6” & 8” cast iron material) in this
segment (approx. 6,500 linear feet) has experienced several breaks in the last five (5) years - in excess of
20 breaks. It is corroded and has formed tuberculation (blisters) inside the pipe, causing restrictions in
the flow. The number of breaks has been increasing year by year. The number of breaks increases
during extreme weather seasons also, such as very dry or very wet years. This segment of 11" Street is
one of the busiest arterial streets in the City, with several commercial and business establishments on
both sides. The adverse impact on both traffic and water supply interruption is high during each water

main break.

The City Council had approved funding for accomplishing engineering design and construction ($122,000
for design and $1.05 million for construction) in prior years. The project design to replace the existing
waterline with 12” waterline is complete. Upsizing the line will help in improving the supply in terms of
flow and pressure in the water distribution system. Based on the latest cost estimate, an additional
$350,000 is needed to supplement the construction budget, which is being sought here. The project is
scheduled for bidding in September 2016.

Sam Houston Avenue (11" Street — 22™ Street) - (51,200,000) — The existing waterline (8” & 10” cast
iron material) in this segment (approx. 5,400 linear feet) has also experienced several breaks in the last
five years. The issues and impacts described above for the segment of 11" Street between IH 45 and
Avenue M apply to this segment of 11" Street also. The Council had approved funding for accomplishing
engineering design during FY 13. The project design is complete. The latest construction cost estimate
is $1.2 million. The project can be bid for construction as soon as the funding is confirmed.
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FISCAL YEAR 2015-2016 DECISION PACKAGE 4
Item: Wastewater Fund Capital Improvement Projects
Initiating Department/Presenter: Engineering, Ram Ramachandra, City Engineer ')

Executive Summary: Every year, the City budgets as part of its operational budget an amount of

money within each individual fund for Capital Improvement needs. This year, City staff is recommending
five Capital Improvement Projects in the Wastewater Fund. Each of these projects is described in detail
below.

Financial Implications:

Funding Source
Fund Operational Proposed Use of Proposed Use of Total
Budget Fund Unallocated CIP Fund
Reserve Unallocated
Reserve
Wastewater $2,060,000 SO SO $2,060,000

Detailed Discussion and Explanation:

Rehab and Expand Hitching Post Lift Station - ($260,000) — Based on the findings of the recently
completed citywide wastewater collection system capacity and condition assessment study, the Hitching

Post Lift Station, located in the 500 block of the IH 45 North frontage road, is classified under a high risk .
category and needs rehabilitation on a priority basis. Also, the recorded data indicated that this lift J
station’s wet wells are surcharging above the pipe under existing flow conditions and rain events. This

means the lift station needs to be expanded for both current flow conditions and future growth.

Replace 12” with 21” sewer line in Basin RC-03 (Robinson Creek Basin) — ($1,800,000) — Based on the
findings of the recently completed citywide wastewater collection system capacity and condition
assessment study, the existing 12” sanitary sewer segment located in Raven’s Nest Golf Course between
IH 45 and Veterans Memorial Parkway is at full capacity. In order to accommodate further growth in the
service area and to provide enough capacity for peak wet weather wastewater flows, the sewer line
needs upsizing from 12” to 21”. In fact, this upsizing is necessary at this time, as there are two new
major developments (apartment complexes, one on the 2800 block of Lake Road and one on the 2200
block of Sam Houston Avenue) are expected to be in operation by end of 2017 within the service area of
this major sanitary sewer segment. Developers of the above mentioned apartment complexes will be
improving the needed City’s sewer system in the vicinity of their respective developments.
Simultaneous improvement (upsizing) of 12” sanitary sewer line to 21” is necessary to accommodate
these two new apartment complexes. Irrespective of these upcoming developments, this segment has
been ranked higher among the sewer segments needing improvement in the recently completed study.
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FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 DECISION PACKAGE 5

Item: Proposed funding sources and levels of various position additions and changes

Initiating Department/Presenter:

Executive Summary: The City Manager's Recommended 2016-2017 Budget proposes the addition of 2
full-time positions and modifications to two positions. One of the proposed full-time positions is covered
by reimbursements from the Utility Funds and the other additional full-time position is grant-eligible for

reimbursement.

Financial Implications:

Human Resources

Finance Department, Steve Ritter, Director of Finance
Human Resources Department, Julie O’Connell, Director of

Funding Source

Fund Operational Proposed Use of General | Total
Budget Fund Unallocated Reserve

General 88,977 40,736 129,713

Water 3,321 3,321

Detailed Discussion and Explanation:

New Position — Inspection Supervisor - $76,443 Salary & Benefits & $2,200 for office equipment

New Position — Neighborhood Resources Clerk - $40,736 Salary & Benefits

General Fund:

Modifications to Positions — $10,334 — upgrade Support Services Supervisor position and upgrade the
Neighborhood Resources Program Administrator position

Water Fund:

Modifications to Positions - $3,321 —upgrade Water Plant Operator position to Sr. Operator
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FISCAL YEAR 2016-2017 DECISION PACKAGE 6
Item: Proposed Uses of Unallocated Reserves from each fund
Initiating Department/Presenter: Finance Department, Steve Ritter, Director of Finance

Executive Summary: Each fund within the City accumulates Unallocated Reserves. Unallocated
Reserves result when revenues exceed expenditures. Because Unallocated Reserves result from one-
time, unanticipated circumstances, it is recommended that Unallocated Reserves be spent on one-time

expenditures with minimal and identified associated operating expenses.

In the City Manager’'s Recommended 2016-2017 Budget, various one-time expenditures are proposed
for the Council’s consideration. Below is a detailed listing of the projects proposed for the use of
Unallocated Reserves by fund.

Financial Implications:

Fund Audited Beginning Estimated Amount of | Proposed Use of
Unallocated Unallocated Reserves in | Fund Unallocated
Reserves as of excess of stated policy level | Reserves
September 30, 2015 at September 30, 2017 FY 16-17

General $9,150,812 $644,800 $2,560,581

Water $7,880,221 $2,680,900 $1,444,070

Wastewater $2,403,674 $498,700 $23,909

Solid Waste $1,982,774 $625,000 $24,320

Tourist & Visitors Center | $1,693,273 No policy stated $53,816

Police SRO Fund $39,723 No policy stated $9,920

Arts Center Fund $146,268 No policy stated $3,350

Capital Equipment Fund | $1,786,371 No policy stated $62,190

Oakwood Cemetery $361,001 No policy stated $16,100

Court Security SRF $24,592 No policy stated $25,000

Court Technology Fund $140,811 No policy stated $4,306

Airport Fund $144,727 No policy stated $19,390

Detailed Discussion and Explanation:

General Fund:

«  Two slides for parks maintenance - $9,000

« Body Worn Cameras and Server for video - $66,500
« Street CIP Projects - $1,650,000
« Replacement Fire Engine — replace engine/vehicle - $535,514

«  School Zone & Decorative lighting controller frequency upgrade - $19,136
« Diagnostics Kit for garage - $13,250
« New Position — Neighborhood Resources Clerk -540,736

e 2.5% Merit/Step Increase - $180,095
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» Vacation Buy-Back - $46,350

. Water Fund:
c « Additional funding of CIP Projects - $1,400,000
«  2.5% Merit/Step Increase - $20,570
«  Off-road Utility vehicle - $20,000
*  Vacation Buy-Back - $3,500

Wastewater Fund:
«  2.5% Merit/Step Increase - $22,709
»  Vacation Buy-Back - $1,200

Solid Waste Fund:
»  2.5% Merit/Step Increase - $18,220
* Vacation Buy-Back - $6,100

Capital Equipment Fund:
* To balance fund - $62,190

Oakwood Cemetery Fund:
e H/M event funding —Restore historical markers/fencing - $16,100

. Court Security Fund:
c e Bullet Resistant Service Window and walls - $25,000

Court Technology Fund:
* To balance fund - $4,306

Airport Fund:
* To balance fund - $19,390

Tourist & Visitors Center Fund:

*  2.5% Merit/Step Increase - $2,816

*  Future Event Funding SHSU events - $50,000
*  Vacation Buy-Back - $1,000

Police SRO Fund:
e 2.5% Merit/Step Increase - $6,670
* Vacation Buy-Back - $3,250

Arts Center Fund:
*  2.5% Merit/Step Increase - $2,350
( : *  Vacation Buy-Back - $1,000
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)

Item/Subject: Consider action to waive interest or any other additional charges on the invoice for
demolition at 313 Watkins so that $4,538.47 can be paid and the property lien removed.

Initiating Department/Presenter: City Council

Presenter: Aron Kulhavy, Community and Economic Development Director

Recommended Motion: Move to authorize the City Manager to release the lien for the property
located at 313 Watkins upon receipt of payment for the principal due on the lien.

Strategic Initiative: Goal #6 - Finance - Provide a sustainable, efficient and fiscally sound government
through conservative fiscal practices and resource management.

Discussion: In January of 2005, the City filed a lien on the property located at 313 Watkins in the
amount of $4,538.47, for the demolition of a substandard structure on the property. According to the
lien document, the assessment payable to the City of Huntsville is the principle in full plus 10% interest
per annum until paid. As of August 31, 2016, the total interest accrued on this lien is $4,324.15,
resulting in a total amount due to the City of $8,862.62.

Councilmember Allen has requested that the City waive the interest due and accept payment in full on
the principle in order to release the lien. Release of this lien will allow the property to be sold and
building permits to be issued to place or construct improvements.

The current owner of the property received the property via heirship from the property owner who
owned the property at the time of demolition. According to the Walker County Appraisal District, the
property taxes are paid to date on the property.

Previous Council Action: The City Council has taken no previous action on this property since causing
the demolition of the substandard structure and the placement of the lien in 2004. In October 2015, the
Council approved an agreement with the property owner at 920 % Avenue C to reduce the amount due
the City for demolition and property tax liens.

Financial Implications:

Xitem is estimated to generate additional revenue: If the request is approved, the City will receive
$4,538.47 in revenue. If the request is not approved, the lien in the full amount will remain in place on
the property; however, it should be noted that the full lien is nearly equal the value of the property and
may not ever be recovered in full.

Approvals: LICity Attorney XDirector of Finance XCity Manager

Associated Information:
e Request by Councilmember Allen (p. 2)
e Filed lien (pp. 3-4)
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|, Ronald Allen , would like to place the following for the September 6, 2016 City Council
meeting agenda:

Presentation, public comment, discussion and possible action to waive interest or any other
additional charges on the invoice for demolition at 313 Watkins, so that $4,538.47 can be paid
and the property lien removed.

Signature: M M

Date: 5//}? //@

RecA. Moo, ¥45

9
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DEMOLITION, MOWING AND CLEAN-UP LIEN
STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF WALKER §
CITY OF HUNTSVILLE &

WHEREAS, pursuant to Texas Health and Safety Code, Chapter 342, Texas Local
Government Code, Chapter 214, and the Code of Ordimances of the City of Huntsville,
Texas (“Cuty"”), the Uity demohished and removed from the premises known as 313
Watkims, Huntaville, Texas, certam substandard buslding(s), and the City  removed tragh,
debris and mowed the property, and

WHEREAS, the Code of Ordinances of the Cuty further authonizes the City Buiding
Official 1o keep a record of such expenses to be assessed as a hen against the property
mvolved, NOW, THEREFORE,

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that

On the 12" day of January, 2005, there was levied an assessment 1 the sum of FOUR
THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED THIRTY-EIGHT DOLLARS AND 47/00 ($4,538 47
aganst property situated m the City of Huntswille, Texas, known as 313 Watkins,
Huntsviile, Texas and descnibed as

Being out of and part of Lot 7 of the J Kimball Watkins partinon and bemg more
specifically described i a Correction Deed dated July 21, 1972, and recorded in
Vol 251, p 773, Decd Records of Walker County, Texas, sard tract of land being
out of and a part of the Pleasant Gray League, Abstract 24, Walker County,
Texas

And agamst the true owner or owners thereof, named as follows

Gwendolyn Hom

This assessment 18 pavable to the City of Huntsville together with interest thereon from
January 12, 2005, at the rate of ten per cent (10%) per annum untl paid

This assessment, together with mterest, i declared to be a privifeged hien on the above-
described property, supenior to all hens or clawns except state, county, oty and school
distnict ad valorem taxes and paving improvement liens

Duone this Q,tfm day of February, 2007

CITY OF HUNTSVILLE, TEXAS

=vans, City Manage

Wimnston Duke,

Finance Director/Tax Collector
1212 Avenue M

Huntsville, Texas 77340

{936)291-5400

| 54 Vea L
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APPROVED

Thomas A Lee

STATE OF TEXAS §
COUNTY OF WALKER  §

This instrument was acknowledged before me, undersigned authonty, by Kevin Fvans on
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