CITY OF LUBBOCK
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
March 8, 2006
7:30 A. M.

The City Council of the City of Lubbock, Texas metin regular session on the 8th
day of March, 2006, in the City Council Chambers,ifst floor, City Hall, 1625 13th
Street, Lubbock, Texas at 7:30 A. M.

7:38 AM.  CITY COUNCIL CONVENED
City Council Chambers, 1625 13th Street, Lubbock, &xas

Present: Mayor Marc McDougal, Mayor Pro Tem Tom Martin, Council
Member Gary O. Boren, Council Member Linda DelLeon, Council
Member Jim Gilbreath, Council Member Phyllis Jones, Council
Member Floyd Price

Absent: No one

1. CITIZEN COMMENTS

1.1. Ken Flagg and others to appear before the Cit€ouncil to discuss road
dedication in Tivoli Estates.

Ken Flagg addressed Council regarding Item 6.@day's agenda. He spoke
on behalf of 29 families in Tivoli Estates, aski@guncil to accept dedication

of the street, which would make it a public strelde also answered questions
from Council.

1.2. Ryan Blakley addressed Council regarding Item 5.1odlay’s agenda. He is
the owner of Walter’'s World of Pets and is concdmith several areas of the
proposed animal ordinance.

2. EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mayor McDougal stated: “City Council will hold an E xecutive Session today for
the purpose of consulting with the City Staff with respect to pending or
contemplated litigation; the purchase, exchange, &se, or value of real property;
personnel matters; competitive matters of the pubt power utility; and

commercial or financial information that the governmental body has received
from a business prospect with which the governmentabody is conducting
economic development negotiations, as provided byuBchapter D of Chapter
551 of the Government Code, the Open Meetings Law.”

7:52 A. M. CITY COUNCIL RECESSED TO EXECUTIVE SESSION
City Council/City Manager’'s Conference Room

All council members were present.
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2.1.

2.2.

2.3.

2.4,

2.5.

9:35A. M.

Present:

Absent:

Hold an executive session in accordance with. VC.A. Government
Code, Section 551.071, to discuss pending or contgated litigation or
settlement agreement, and hold a consultation withattorney (Water
Utilities, Cemetery, Right-of-Way).

Hold an executive session in accordance with. VC.A. Government
Code, Section 551.072, to deliberate the purchasexchange, lease, or
value of real property (Water Utilities, Fire Department, Parks and
Recreation, Right-of-Way).

Hold an executive session in accordance with. VC.A. Government
Code, Section 551.074 (a)(1), to discuss personnwltters (City Attorney,
City Manager, City Secretary) and take appropriateaction.

Hold an executive session in accordance with. WC.A. Government
Code, Section 551.086, on the following competitivenatters (Electric
Utilities):

2.4.1 to deliberate, vote and take final action orelectric rates of
Lubbock Power and Light;

2.4.2 to discuss, vote and take final action on apmpetitive matter
regarding operation, financial and capital statemets and budgets,
revenue and expense projections, strategic and busiss plans and
studies of Lubbock Power and Light;

2.4.3 to discuss and deliberate a competitive matteegarding the
strategies, goals, funding and strategic purpose dhe City of
Lubbock's relationship with and membership in the West Texas
Municipal Power Agency.

Hold an executive session in accordance with.WC.A. Government
Code, Section 551.087 to discuss or deliberate redamg commercial or
financial information that the governmental body ha received from a
business prospect that the governmental body seels have locate, stay,
or expand in or near the territory of the governmenal body and with
which the governmental body is conducting economiadevelopment
negotiations (Business Development).

CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING RECONVENED
City Council Chambers

Mayor Pro Tem Tom Martin; Council Member Gary O. Boren;
Council Member Linda DelLeon; Council Member Jim Gilbreath;
Council Member Phyllis Jones; Council Member FloydPrice; Lee
Ann Dumbauld, City Manager; Anita Burgess, City Attorney; and
Rebecca Garza, City Secretary

Mayor Marc McDougal
Mayor Pro Tem Martin reconvened the meeting at 9:3%A. M.
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3. PROCLAMATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

3.1. Invocation by Pastor Jerry Ramirez, AssociatePastor for Student
Activities, Oakwood Baptist Church.

3.2. Pledge of Allegiance to the Flags.

Pledge of Allegiance was given in unison by thosethe City Council
Chambers to both the United States flag and thaJ éag.

3.3. Presentation of a special recognition to Matdw Scott Edwards for his
Carnegie Hall Debut performance with the National festival Orchestra.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin read a special recognitiotM@ithew Scott Edwards
for his Carnegie Hall Debut performance with thdidlzal Festival Orchestra.
Mr. Edwards gave comments.

3.4. Presentation of a special recognition - Lubb&cReads 2006: "Turning
Pages, Touching Lives."

Mayor Pro Tem Martin read a special recognitionJame Clausen, Library
Director, and Ann Boggs with Friends of the Lubbdlkblic Library. Ms.

Boggs and Ms. Clausen gave comments. Ms. Clausenied out an
autographed copy of the bo@&alvation on Sand Mountain to members of
City Council.

3.5. Presentation of a special recognition to Cathio Family Services
proclaiming March 12-18, 2006 as National Safe PladVeek.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin presented special recognitionCatholic Family

Services, which proclaimed March 12 — 18, 2006 asiddal Safe Place
Week. Tanya Robles was present to accept themegga. She also gave
comments.

4. MINUTES

4.1.  Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes: Regular City Council Meeting,
February 9, 2006

Motion was made by Council Member Gilbreath, seeshdy Council
Member Jones to approve the minutes of the Re@itgrCouncil Meeting of
February 9, 2006 as recommended by staff. Motaoried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Mayor McDougal arrived.
5. CONSENT AGENDA (ltems 5.2-5.10, 5.13, 5.16-5.17)

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Martin, secondg@buncil Member Price to
approve Items 5.2-5.10, 5.13, 5.16-5.17 on conagenda as recommended by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

5.1. This item was moved from consent agenda to négr agenda and
considered following Item 5.17.
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Code of Ordinances Ordinance 2nd Reading - Famce: Ordinance No.
2006-00022 making modifications to the Street Ligltg Cost Recovery
Program.

The City currently provides the installation ofest lighting to developers in
new developments for a $600 cost recovery fee fasrdard/fixture. The
installation work is performed by Lubbock Power dnght for the City at an
approximate cost of $2,500 per standard/fixture.hads been more than 10
years since the cost recovery fee has been reviewetianged. Because of
the lack of adjustment to this fee, the City isyidang and subsidizing the
installation of street lights within new developrteenat a cost of
approximately $1,900 per street light funded fréva General Fund.

The adoption of this ordinance will accomplish thkowing objectives:

1. Eliminate the cost to the General Fund for tisalllation of street lights
in new developments.

2. Provide an appropriate cost recovery fee of @&0 standard/fixture for
the design of materials, installation and spediiices, and the inspection
of construction. This will help ensure the instadla of street lighting is
performed in compliance with appropriate City sfieations.

3. Provide developers with the freedom to seleeirticontractor for the
installation of street lighting in new developmeatsd only require that
the developers meet the necessary engineeringastimdnd pass a final
construction inspection.

4. Allow LP&L to participate as a contractor ancbyade this service to the
development community directly without involvemémm the City.

5. Allow developers a means to select non-tradaiostandards/fixtures
within a new development at their cost while megtengineering and
construction standards.

FISCAL IMPACT

The adoption of this ordinance will eliminate thestto the General Fund of
street lighting in new developments. The new cesbvery fee of $70 per
standard/fixture will recover the actual cost te t@eneral Fund for the
needed engineering and inspection that must oaford the City will accept
the improvements, much like the current practicestoeet and storm water
improvements. Estimated revenue will be based om phanned new
developments and the number of standards/fixtueesiired. The revenue
estimate will be included in the FY 2006-07 OperatBudget. Current staff
levels should be sufficient to provide this service

LP&L will provide the service to the developmentmmunity as a contractor.
They will receive all revenues generated by thede82,500 per traditional
standard/fixture for the actual installation work. Non-traditional
standard/fixture cost will be negotiated by LP&LhelLP&L Board will make



Regular City Council Meeting
March 8, 2006

5.3.

5.4.

the determination on needed budgetary and opegtalranges necessary to
fulfill the requirements of this ordinance.

Staff recommended approval of the second readinigi®brdinance.

Budget Amendment #11 2nd Reading - Finance: r@nance No.
2006-00024 amendment #11 amending the FY 2005-06 paal
Improvement Program and Grant Fund.

Amend Capital Improvement Project 91048 City HAIAC Renovations by

appropriating an additional $525,000 of 2006 Ciedit of Obligation Bonds

for the renovation of the City Hall HVAC system,tliestimated revenues
increased accordingly.

Amend Capital Improvement Project 91207 New Nortiwittle League
Complex by transferring $98,000 of 2003 Generaligatlon Bonds from
Capital Improvement Project 91205 Northwest Littkeague Improvements
for the construction of the Northwest Little League

Accept and appropriate a $48,927 grant from theagddepartment of State
Health Services to provide for HIV/AIDS SurveillancThis grant funds the
active surveillance and reporting activities for rian Immunodeficiency
Virus/Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome (HIV/AIDS) includes
personnel, benefits, travel, and supply costs.

No City matching funds are required.
Staff recommended approval of the second readinigi®brdinance.

Right-of-Way Ordinance 2nd Reading — Right-of/ay: Ordinance No.
2006-00020 abandoning and closing a portion of 19tBtreet west of Dixie
Drive, property located at 1902 Dixie Drive.

This ordinance was read for the first time at thebrbary 24, 2006 City
Council meeting.

In September 1945, City Council passed Ordinancé &&ablishing the
building lines for the south side of 19th Streegnf University Avenue to
Avenue D in anticipation of the widening of thatest. In 1947, Buster
Welch conveyed to the City additional right-of-wingated at the southwest
corner of 19th Street and Dixie Drive (one bloclsteaf Avenue Q) for the
widening of 19th Street along the north side of R4f Dixie Land Addition.
Shortly after, a building was constructed on Lot & the building plans
indicated that the building was to be built on swmth lot line. However,
either due to a survey mistake or to human erher puilding was constructed
approximately six feet north of the south propdite putting the north
portion of it into the recently dedicated southtigf-way of 19th Street.

Mr. Malcom Womack has owned this property since6l®e has decided to
sell this property and a recent survey shows thifding encroachment. In
order to convey title to the new owner, Mr. Womaglasking that the City
abandon and close this 407 square foot portion Sth Street under his
building. Since Mr. Womack was not the original s, there will be a
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5.6.

charge for this 407 square feet. From adjacemepty values and a review
of existing sales comparables, a value of $3.00spaare foot is determined.
Therefore, the value of this street closure ardsetoharged to Mr. Womack is
$3.00 X 407 square feet = $1,221.

FISCAL IMPACT
Revenue of $1,221.
Staff recommended approval of the second readinigi®brdinance.

Quitclaim Deed Resolution - Right-of-Way: Resdution No. 2006-R0105
authorizing the Mayor to execute a quitclaim deed d Malcom Gene
Womack and Dorothy M. Womack for a portion of 19th Street west of
Dixie Drive, property located at 1902 Dixie Drive.

Item 5.4 on today's agenda is the second reading@fdinance No. 2006-
00020 which abandons and closes a 407 square &obomp of 19th Street
just west of Dixie Drive and east of Avenue Q. sTtesolution authorizes the
Mayor to sign a quitclaim deed that conveys thisedtarea to the Mr. and
Mrs. Womack.

FISCAL IMPACT
Revenue of $1,221.
Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Right-of-Way Ordinance 2nd Reading — Right-of/ay: Ordinance No.
2006-00021 abandoning and closing a portion of Allmy Avenue just
north of 68th street, property located at 6601 Albay Avenue.

This ordinance was read for the first time at thebrbary 24, 2006 City
council meeting.

This ordinance abandons and closes a 9,234.72eséparportion of Albany

Avenue just north of 68th Street. This portion Aibany Avenue was

dedicated by the plat of Lot 2, Sentry Park Additio 1977. At that time, all
that was dedicated was the east one-half of theetstrIn 1994, the City
constructed the 66th Street to 69th Street crosssiveet from Slide Road
westward to Bangor Avenue. This street design ntladeportion of Albany

Avenue no longer needed and also created an urusabhant between Lot 2
and the new alignment of 66th Street, 69th Stiead, Albany Avenue. This
unusable 6,959 square foot remnant was sold in 2§0the City to Benny

Nixon for Commercial Property Services for $2,00@ avho is the requestor
of this Albany Avenue street closure. The apprdhigalue for this Albany

Avenue street area being closed is $2,770.42 ($0.8(234.72 square feet =
$5,540.83 less 50% remaining as an easement).

The City of Lubbock’s street closure resolutioroal$ for a credit against the
charge for this street area being closed, but nogxcess thereof, for the
dedication of other property to the City in exchariigr this portion of Albany
Avenue being closed. At 7336 82nd Street, the Gitizubbock installed a
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water line along the east side of Lot 2-A, A&O Atloin west of Upland

Avenue. This was in an area of the subdivision s originally an alley

but was closed when the addition was replattedhieyGounty. Lot 2-A is

owned by Mr. Nixon and he is willing to give thetCan easement for our
water line in exchange for this portion of Albanyekue being closed. The
value of this 10-foot water line easement alongehst 10 feet of Lot 2-A is
valued at $2,937.38.

Following the guidelines of the City’s street closuesolution, this area of
Albany Avenue being closed will be evenly exchandedthe water line
easement at 7336 82nd Street with Mr. Nixon.

Staff recommended approval of the second readinigi®brdinance.

Grant Resolution - Police: Resolution No. 2@80R0106 waiving the right
of the City of Lubbock to apply for a Juvenile Accaintability Incentive
Block Grant and designating Lubbock County as the ecipient of the
funds.

The Governor's Criminal Justice Division is preparito award Juvenile
Accountability Incentive Block Grant funding to ti@&ty of Lubbock in the
amount of $12,719 with a cash match of $1,413 fr2806-07. Lubbock
County is eligible for $14,487 with a cash matcl$df665.

The City of Lubbock has waived its right to thedat& juvenile grant funds
for the past several years in order to increasatheunt of funding from this
grant for the Lubbock County Juvenile Justice Qeritebbock County pays
the City of Lubbock’s portion of the local matclguered by the grant.

Lieutenant Jerry Brewer with the Lubbock Police Brment will receive
periodic reports from the Lubbock County Juvenilsstite Center to help
monitor the use of these funds. Les Brown, LubbGokinty Juvenile Justice
Center Director, will be the individual responsiliée expending the funds on
behalf of Lubbock County.

FISCAL IMPACT

The City of Lubbock is waiving receipt of $12,71Bfunding. This funding is
currently not budgeted in the FY 2005-06 budgetaweler, these funds will
be used for juvenile justice purposes by Lubboclur@p at the Lubbock
County Juvenile Justice Center.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Street Use License Resolution - Right-of-Way:Resolution No.
2006-R0107 authorizing the Mayor to execute a streeise license with
Grimes and Associates Consulting Engineers, L.P. tase a portion of
Akron Avenue street right-of-way for an underground conduit located at
3405 Akron Avenue.

This street use license will allow Grimes and Ass®s Consulting
Engineers, L.P. to bore under Akron Avenue justisai 34th Street for the
purpose of installing a private underground pipeldonduit. The properties at
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2555 34th and 2603 34th Street had undergroundigassiorage tanks that
leaked in the past. Grimes & Associates is thesgltimg company for these
properties and TCEQ asked them to design a sydtamwill clean up the

contamination on both sides of Akron Avenue. Thetay will have seven
recovery wells on the east side of Akron Avenue &awal recovery wells on

the west side of the street. The recovery systegnines a horizontal bore
under Akron Avenue with an eight-inch conduit thait contain two vacuum

lines, two compressed air lines, and two waterslifehese lines will connect
the recovery wells on the west side of Akron Avenaethe remediation

equipment on the east side of the street. The etfarghis license will be the
$50 minimum per year and the license will be fory2@rs, payable every five
years in advance for the amount due now of $250utiity companies are in

agreement with this license.

FISCAL IMPACT
Annual revenue of $50.
Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Interlocal Agreement Resolution - Human Resowes: Resolution No.
2006-R0108 authorizing the Mayor to execute an Intkcal Participation

Agreement by and between the City of Lubbock and th Public
Employees Benefits Alliance in order to cooperativg purchase goods,
services, and other items to be used in the member{City of Lubbock)

provision of employee benefits.

This interlocal participation agreement with Publiémployee Benefits

Alliance (PEBA) will allow the City of Lubbock toocoperatively purchase
goods, services, and other items to be used iitlyks provision of employee

benefits. The City's past practice has been foiswmisurance proposals either
directly from the provider of goods and servicestlmough an insurance
broker.

The Public Employee Benefits Alliance was creatgdabgroup of Texas

government leaders working together for more tharyear to develop

strategies to manage the rising costs of healtHwamefits. Their efforts have
resulted in the creation of a purchasing allianesighed to provide political

subdivisions the leverage required to effectivelggatiate with benefit

vendors and continue to be sensitive to the semageirements of public

employees. Although there is widespread suppartttie joint purchasing

alliance, finalizing the organizational structumeddegal foundation required
thorough review. PEBA was established in Janu@r\2006, and was created
pursuant to Chapter 791 of the Texas GovernmentGodl Subchapter of
Chapter 271 of the Texas Local Government CodeBAPE organized to

achieve economies of scale for the alliance oftieali Subdivision in the

State of Texas.

PEBA membership will be open to all Texas local ggovnents who pay an
annual membership fee and execute a PEBA Pariicipainterlocal



Regular City Council Meeting
March 8, 2006

5.10.

5.11.

5.12.

Agreement. An additional per proposal fee will stablished for proposal
participation.

FISCAL IMPACT

$700 annual membership plus selected proposal ¢ostspecific types of
RFPs.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Contract Resolution - Human Resources: Respion No. 2006-R0109
authorizing the Mayor to execute a contract with MaorPlus, LTD for
pharmacy benefits management and provision of presiption drugs for
all participants of the City of Lubbock Health Bendits Plan.

This contract establishes and provides prescripdimig benefits programs in
connection with established networks of participgtretail pharmacies and
operates a system for the processing fulfillmerd payment of claims for
prescription drugs.

Maxor will disclose all charges and discounts aisded with the prescription
drug benefit program and provide prescriptions ulgropricing on all drugs
purchased through retail or mail order pharmacy.

Maxor will provide all services through a complédisclosure program subject
to the terms and conditions of this agreement.

Maxor pledges to provide the pharmacy benefit mamant services under
this contract in accordance with the Code of Ethitached in Exhibit E.

Quotes solicited from five companies were basegm@scription data from
January 1, 2005 through November 18, 2005. Thepeaoms solicited
include Medco, Express Scripts, Partners RX, ScZigte, and Maxor. An
analysis and breakdown of pricing quotes is pravide

Based on comparative analysis from American Adnraisve Group,
formerly ICON, Maxor Plus has projected to save @Qigy of Lubbock
$441,421 in cost of pharmaceutical drugs and sesvic

FISCAL IMPACT
Estimated cost savings is $441,421.
Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Even though this item was considered and passecbonsent agenda, there
were amendments which were handed out to Coun¢ileatiais prior to the
vote. Scott Snider, Human Resources Director, gavements and answered
guestions from Council.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.1.

This item was moved from regular agenda to osent agenda and
considered following Item 5.11.
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5.13. Contract Resolution - Street Drainage Enginemg: Resolution No.
2006-R0110 authorizing the Mayor to execute Chandgerder No. 4 to the
Milwaukee Avenue from 34th Street to 92nd Street Rang Project.

This paving improvement project is being constrdctby Granite
Construction Company.

This change order involves changes to the work @éopbrformed on the
Milwaukee Avenue from 34th Street to 92nd StreetiftaProject.

Original Contract $17,316,933
Change Order No. 1 (7/14/05) ( 2,220)
Change Order No. 2 (10/27/05) 6,200
Change Order No. 3 (12/15/05) 7,289
This Change Order No. 4 74, 367
New Contract Amount $UN, P28

Change Order No. 1 was a deductive Change Ordetinglsome items from
the construction contract in cooperation with Gier@onstruction Company,
the Contractor.

Change Order No. 2 was adding utility ditch batkfiémediation in
Milwaukee from 92nd Street south to 98th Streetl an 98th Street from
Milwaukee Avenue east to Juneau Avenue.

Change Order No. 3 was the change in the contoadivie different items of
work:

(1) A change to use anti-corrosive material for tleers on 72" diameter
manholes. This change was requested by the CityeWdtilities
Division. The change results in a deduction of éiesting contract bid
item of $7,920 and an increase in cost of the n&hitem for the anti-
corrosive material of $12,420 for a net contract@ase of $4,500 for this
work.

(2) The addition of work zone pavement markings s not included in the
original contract. These temporary pavement magekiwill be needed
from 34th Street to 43rd Street where traffic wik maintained on
Milwaukee Avenue for the school at 43rd Street. eSeéh pavement
markings are estimated to be $1,409.

(3) Irrigation sleeves installed in the median kedw Brownfield Highway
and Spur 327. In cooperation and coordination Widxas Parks and
Wildlife Department, and the City Parks Departménijas determined to
have a median constructed in this portion of Millke® Avenue crossing
McAlister Park that would have an area for livenpliag material. These
sleeves were added to the contractor's work to igeowater lines for
irrigation to these planting areas in the medidimis cost is estimated at
$5,840.

10
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5.15.

(4) Lowering the water line below planned elevationmediately north of
82nd Street. After the original design of the wditee was completed, it
was discovered there were some 3 or 4 utilitiedinact conflict with the
proposed water line to be constructed in Milwauk&enue. Included in
the utility conflicts were a high pressure gas,liaed fiber optic cables. It
was determined to lower the water line in ordemmigs all the existing
utilities. The additional work required to achiethee depth needed will
cost $28,519.

(5) Asphalt stabilized base (black base) betweenbibitom of the concrete
paving, and the top of culverts with less than & f&f cover. There was
design concern of stability and waterproofing oft dvackfill in this
shallow depth area of the cover over the culvefitkere are six culverts,
and all six culverts have shallow cover. This adfpstabilized base over
the culverts is estimated to cost $107,000.

Change Order No. 4 is a change for five differéns of work:

(1) Remove loop detectors from contract resultingai decrease in the
contract amount of $24,000.

(2) Add advance detection cameras for traffic digmaing and detection of
traffic at an increased cost of $12,000.

(3) Reduced cost due to a change in the testingireagents consistent with
what was approved in Change Order No. 2. Reducti§i9,647.

(4) Add concrete paving for two right turn flares friveways into the new
Wal-Mart store located at the southeast corner 25fd8& Milwaukee.
Wal-Mart will reimburse the City the cost to constr these two right turn
lanes. This paving will increase the cost of thetact by $38,161.

(5) Add additional paving to provide dual left tuemes on US 62/82 for east
and west bound traffic to make left turns onto Milwee Avenue. This
additional work will increase the contract by $6&38

FISCAL IMPACT

The 2005-06 Capital Projects Budget has a budgethfe project of $20.5
million. With the contracted construction (incladi this change order) and
engineering, a total of $19,343,971 will be obleghfor this project.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.12.

This item was considered following Item 5.1dnd then held until Council
reconvened at 1:00 P.M., and was considered follomg Item 6.11.

11
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Purchase Resolution - Water Utilities: Resotion No. 2006-R0111 for the
purchase of fire service compound water meters - Bl #06-007-BM.

Large meters are defined as three-inch and abolwesel meters generally
serve non-residential customers. Generally speakivgglarger the meter, the
greater the water consumption, the greater thedbssvenue if the meter is
old and/or malfunctioning. The City has 600 largeters in a system with
75,000 meters. While large meters represent less time percent of the
meters in the system, water consumption throughelaneters is 45% of the
City's total water consumption.

Water Utilities staff has identified 280 large metéhat are older than 10
years and 80 meters that are malfunctioning. $&afe adopted the American
Water Works Association's recommendation to changdarge meters every
ten years.

Based on system averages, it is estimated thae tbks and malfunction
meters result in a loss of approximately 48 milligallons of water each
month, which is equivalent to $900,000 in combimedenue for the water
and sewer funds.

FISCAL IMPACT

A total of $220,535 was appropriated in account4®19241.40000 for this
purpose.

Staff recommended bid award to KW Sharp of Lubbdakas for $123,064
and to Morrison Supply of Lubbock, Texas for $29,6D.

Purchase Resolution - Police Department: Rdaton No. 2006-R0112 for
the purchase of a walking bomb rescue service truckand related
equipment through the Houston-Galveston Area Counti (H-GAC)
purchasing cooperative.

This purchase is for a walking bomb rescue senvicek completely equipped
with related items including transport boxes, haold line kit, protective
bomb suit and helmet, disrupter kit, assorted himads and self-contained
breathing apparatus. This truck and related equipnvéll be used by
Lubbock Police Department bomb technicians to reddo explosive device
situations. Funding is through the Texas State HamteSecurity 2005 grant
award. The truck will be purchased through the ston-Galveston Area
Council (HGAC). H-GAC is a regional planning conssion created under
Acts of the 59th Legislature, Regular Session, 19@t5codified as Texas
Local Government Code, Chapter 391.

The truck will be purchased through the Houstonv€stion Area Council
(HGAC). H-GAC is a regional planning commissioreatied under Acts of
the 59th Legislature, Regular Session, 1965, réfieddas Texas Local
Government Code, Chapter 391.

12
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The Homeland Security Grant Program CFDA 97.07%ipes funds for the
purchase of equipment to enhance the city’s céipalbor response to all
hazards with particular emphasis on terrorism respo

FISCAL IMPACT

A total of $408,363 was appropriated with $408,36&ilable in account
87019.9226, State Homeland Security Program 2005.

Staff recommended contract award to DACO Fire Eaeipt of Lubbock,
Texas for $199,431, through the H-GAC purchasingpeoative.

Code of Ordinances Ordinance 2nd Reading - Hih: Ordinance No.

2006-00025 amending Chapter 4 of the Code of Ordinaes with regard
to regulating the keeping of animals within the Ciy of Lubbock;

providing for criminal penalties; providing a savings clause; and
providing for publication.

The Council approved the first reading of the aneehdnimal ordinance on
February 24, 2006 with recommended changes to dedti33(a)(1). The
ordinance passed the first reading 7-0.

Review and discussion of an amended animal ordenargan approximately
two years ago. The amended ordinance is the resiulsignificant

collaborative efforts between two city appointedviadry boards, citizen
comments, staff input, and public hearings. Thenfah Shelter Advisory
Board, under the leadership of Dr. Larry Farleyd @ime Lubbock Board of
Health, under the leadership of Immediate PastiClai John Selby,
participated in the development of this ordinance.

A comprehensive ordinance is essential for estaibljsa successful animal
care and services program and for helping ensunegenimte, as well as long-
term, results. Effective animal control ordinaneesl state statutes typically
evolve over a period of years. The proposed anardihance allows for the
following:

- protects public safety through mechanisms fowvgmeng animal bites,
attacks, and accidents caused by free-roaming &jima

- protects public health through mechanisms fowvgmeng the spread of
zoonotic diseases, especially rabies;

- discourages the breeding of cats and dogs arauege their spaying and
neutering;

- ensures that every pet is traceable to its ownerder to foster responsible
pet-owner accountability and increase the numbiklsso pets reunited with
their owners;

- regulates all persons selling, boarding, displgyharboring, or otherwise
using animals;

- deals with the protection as well as the cordf@nimals;
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- treats dogs and cats as the primary concerralbatprovide for the control
and protection of other species;

- attempts to anticipate and provide remedies fomal-related problems
likely to occur within the community;

- places penalties on irresponsible animal owners;
- includes strong implementation and enforcementgatures.

A public hearing was conducted on January 10, 2606 approximately 100
citizens in attendance and 23 people signed updaks Many of the citizen
recommendations were incorporated into the finakie@ of the ordinance.
The Animal Shelter Advisory Committee gave its fireview and approval
on February 7, 2006 followed by similar action e tLubbock Board of
Health on February 10, 2006.

The 37-page ordinance is divided into five majotides with 41 Sections.
Many of these sections are in the current ordinaarge are receiving minor
changes whereas other sections are entirely new.

SIGNIFICANT NEW CHANGES BY ARTICLE AND SECTION
Article 1—In General

- At-Large definition — Cats are not confined buighbe identified, spayed,
neutered, and properly vaccinated if running loose.

- Feral Cats — new definitions are now included.

- Dangerous Wild Animals — outlawed except for Brg that are grand
fathered.

- Section 4-7 Tethering of Animals — prohibits ryed tethering unless
properly fenced.

- Section 4-9 Defecation of Dogs on Public and &e\Property — this is a
new section prohibiting the defecation of dogs abljg or private property
and requires the dog owner to have materials isgssson to immediately
remove any excreta the dog may have deposited.

- Section 4-10 Unabated Nuisances — new sectiommandtool to address
recurring animal related problems.

- Section 4-14 Number of Dogs and Cats at Residehkhilti-Pet Permit —
This section places a limit on the number of adolys a single resident can
possess at four and the number of adult cats at fdhere is a provision to
exceed that number by obtaining a multi-pet permithese changes are
being coordinated with the Zoning Board but theegy e a slight period of
conflict between adoption of the Animal Ordinancel adoption of zoning
requirements.

- Section 4-15 Feral Cat Management — This isva section dealing with
managed feral cat colonies within the city limit€onsiderable input was
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received from concerned citizens to establish #gstion and have a
managed feral cat program.

Article lI-Rabies and Zoonosis Control

- Section 4-20 Identification/Registration Tag /andViicrochip Required —
This re-establishes the registration tag program d¢ats and dogs.
Microchipping is new technology that is being addiesd in the ordinance.

- Section 4-24 Animal Assistance Program — Thisaigew section to
promote a sterilization program to eventually rexufie number of
unwanted animals having to be euthanized on anatrdrasis. Only those
fees generated from the registration tags wouldlibected into this new
program.

Article Ill-Animal Establishments
- Section 4-30 Private Animal Sales
Article IV—Other Animals

- Section 4-33 Keeping of Dangerous Wild AnimalsThis section outlaws
the keeping of dangerous wild animals. Exceptionkide:

(1) if a person and his or her facility housing Isulangerous wild animal(s)
complies with all applicable federal, state, anchldaws and regulations,
including, but not limited to, the acquisition aredention of all applicable
permits, prior to final adoption of this ordinanceaid person may
maintain dangerous wild animal(s) in the above-deed facility in
compliance with all federal, state and local laws|uding, but not limited
to Chapter 822 of the Texas Health and Safety Caglamended,;

(2) a governmental agency or entity acting in ditiad capacity;
(3) a government-operated zoological park;

(4) a permitted Wildlife Educational Center, aningdhibitions with valid
state or federal permits; or

(5) a holder of an Animal Dealer or Animal Estabfieent with a Wild
Animal permit. The possessor of the Dangerous \Ailitmal shall have
all applicable state and/or federal permits to psssthe species in
guestion.

Article V—Fees

- Section 4-40 Fees for Registrations — Several flees have been proposed
and several others adjusted. Revenue from theaddgcat fee registration
will be used in an animal population control fuldptomote sterilization of
animals. A rabies quarantine fee will be implemnednto address 10 day
guarantine periods for biting animals.  Adoptionede have been
standardized. A non-resident fee is established.
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5.11.

FISCAL IMPACT

Total annual revenue is expected to increase by),®00. Approximately
$60,000 of this revenue is attributed to registratiees and re-establishing
that program.

The Lubbock Health Board, Animal Shelter Advisorgpn@mittee, Health
Department and Animal Services staff recommendguaoajal of the second
reading of this ordinance.

Council Member Gilbreath recognized Dr. Ted Hartmeuo is the new
Chairman of the Board of Health.

Tommy Camden, Health Director, gave comments arsivared questions
from Council.

Motion was made by Council Member Gilbreath, seeohtdy Mayor Pro
Tem Martin to pass on second and final reading riwrtte No. 2006-O0025
with amendments to the language in Section 4-1&(bl) 4-33(a)(1). Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Resolution - Community Development: Resolution No.
2006-R0113 authorizing and directing the Mayor to »ecute for and on
behalf of the City of Lubbock a Community Developmat Funding
Contract and all related documents between the Citpf Lubbock and the
South Plains Association of Governments to fund 2-1 Information and
Referral Program.

Grantee: South Plains Association of Governments
Program: 2-1-1 Information and Referral Program

Funding Source: 2006 Community Services Block Grdmbugh Texas
Department of Housing and Community Affairs

Use of Funds: The funds will be used to conducbrmition and referral
services for Lubbock County residents and for thedpction and update of
the information and referral guide.

Amount: $63,800

Match: None

Return of Investment: None.

Terms: March 8, 2006 through December 31, 2006

Comments: Funding for this Contract was approvgdtie Community
Development and Services Board during their regulacheduled meeting
held on February 8, 2006 in response to directnawiged by City Council
during their meeting held on January 31, 2006. GBApolicy regarding
“Pregnancy Counseling/Abortion Referrals” is atedttior your review.
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5.12.

FISCAL IMPACT

State funds will be used from the Community Sewvi&ock Grant. The
maximum to be allocated to this project is $63,800.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Nancy Haney, Executive Director of Community Deyslent, gave

comments and answered questions from Council. ep&ained to Council

that the policy statement from SPAG states thay the not make abortion
referrals or refer individuals to the telephonebho€ommunity Development
staff would also go out and routinely check the-2-dystem and specifically
check to make sure SPAG is in compliance with troicy. Community

Development will have documentation in their officethat effect, any time
Council wants to look at it.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin read the exact language ofni¢ion that was made
before the SPAG Board, which said, “It was the @olbf the South Plains
Association of Governments that the Information éRefl Specialist shall
make no referrals to any agency that advocategiabasr any agency that
funds or provides abortion as a method of birthtidri This was adopted by
the SPAG Board in January 2005.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Martin, secondgdbuncil Member
Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0113 as recormetehy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Resolution - Storm Water: Resolution No. 2006-R0114
authorizing the Mayor to execute a contract betweethe City of Lubbock
and Parkhill, Smith and Cooper, Inc. for the feasilility and planning
study associated with the Master Drainage Plan Upda for Maxey Park
and Northwest Lubbock Drainage Planning Area.

The results of the Maxey Park Feasibility Study dpsizing the storm sewer
from Maxey Park to Tech Terrace Park were preseatethe January 13,
2005 City Council meeting. The study results itased that there was no
good alternative that would improve the flood risk Maxey Park without
increasing the flood risk at Tech Terrace Park.rim@uthis presentation, staff
recommended additional study with other options Ktaexey Park. City
Council instructed Staff to proceed with the aduhél alternatives and to take
a look at drainage on the Northwest part of theg @nd how all of the storm
water could possibly be tied in for future use agager resource.

Staff has been negotiating a contract for this wiorksome time due to the

variety of studies that are being combined ints thme contract and because
of other high priority projects. This contract luides three sub-projects

including Maxey Park Feasibility Study, Quaker Auerfrom 34th Street to

50th Street Feasibility Study, and the Master Cagen Plan Update and

Extension for the Northwest part of the city.

The Maxey Park Feasibility Study includes a lookupstream detention at
playa lake #42 and a separate outfall line as pibisigis for reducing flood
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5.14.

risks around Maxey Park. This study will includemitor wells at playa lake
#42 to determine groundwater depths and types @énmah The separate
outfall line to east or north will be looked at ttetermine feasibility of
routing, flood risk protection and probable codteach alternative.

Quaker Avenue from 34th to 50th Streets has floamadtral times over the
years even though it is not shown on the FEMA flooaps. The study will

attempt another look at the possibility of eithercenter channel or side
channels to reduce the depth of water running dQwaker Avenue in heavy
storm events. The feasibility of each alternatwél be reviewed and

probable costs will be determined.

The Northwest Master Drainage Plan update willudel updating the current
Master Drainage Plan for playa systems A, B, andICwill also look at
portions of the ETJ that extend north to the Cld¥ighway and west to FM
179. These areas have not yet been studied Wyithand this will give City
staff and developers needed information for devekqts proposed in the
future for the northwest side of the city.

The contract also includes one public meeting ameket City Council
presentations on the findings of the studies. tb@ amount of the contract
is a not to exceed amount of $799,653. The coniratudes estimated
completion by June 2007.

FISCAL IMPACT

$800,000 was appropriated in the Northwest Lubbdakter Plan and Maxey
Park Study, Project 91050, FY 2005-06 capital mtsjdudget.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Marsha Reed, Civil Engineer, gave comments and emesivquestions from
Council. Council Member Boren asked Ms. Reed tepk€ouncil posted on
how the plan and study develops.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin brought it to Council’s attiemt that on February 24,
2006, the Lubbock Engineers Association recogniledsha Reed as the
Engineer of the Year in Lubbock.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde€buncil Member
Gilbreath to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0114 asmevended by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Resolution - Street Drainage Enginemg: Resolution No.
2006-R0115 authorizing the Mayor to execute a cordact with Allen
Butler Construction, Inc. for construction of paving and drainage
improvements on 98th Street from Slide Road to Jursai Avenue - BID
#05-150-BM.

This project involves the reconstruction of an Brg unstable utility ditch
from Slide Road to Juneau Avenue, construction ggonal storm sewer to
improve local drainage, construction of an extemdio the South Lubbock
Drainage System from Slide and Juneau, and comistnuof thoroughfare

18



Regular City Council Meeting
March 8, 2006

paving improvements on 98th Street from Slide Rtmaéfrankford Avenue.
Asphalt strip paving from Frankford Avenue to Junéavenue is included in
the project to provide all weather access to the msebdivisions being
developed along that portion of 98th Street.

Allen Butler Construction Company, Inc. submittetlet low bid of
$14,746,414. One other bidder, Granite ConstrucBGompany, submitted a
bid of $18,451,391. Both bids exceed the engiaaginion of probable cost,
which was $12.2 million.

FISCAL IMPACT

The funding for this contract in the amount of &¥A,000 is available from
three sources as follows:

1. 98th Street from Slide Road to Frankford Avef0693 $6,643,000
2. South Lubbock Storm Sewer 90141 4,400,000
3. 98th Street Compaction Repair 91081 ,50®,000

The City of Lubbock has had satisfactory experiemdth Alan Butler
Construction related to new subdivision street pgviconstruction and
reconstruction of streets in the Overton Park retigpment area. The City
has also had satisfactory experience with the sibexctors listed in Allen
Butler Construction Company's bid. The City had katisfactory experience
with Granite Construction Company related to cargtion of concrete street
construction on Milwaukee Avenue from 34th Street9Pnd Street. Both
contractors are considered to be capable of comgleghe construction
project.

Staff recommended contract award to Allen Butlem&uction Company,
Inc. of Lubbock, Texas for $14,746,414.

Larry Hertel, City Engineer, gave comments and amsd questions from
Council.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Martin, secondgdbuncil Member
Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0115 as recometehy staff. Motion
carried: 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Council Member Gilbreath recused himself.

6. REGULAR AGENDA

6.1.

Public Hearing - 10:00 AM - Zoning: OrdinanceNo. 2006-O0026 Zone
Case No. 1811-E (8301 Indiana Avenue): Hold a publhearing to
consider request of Bobby McQueen (Xstream Partnejsfor a zoning
change from C-2 to C-3 limited to a drive through ar wash and all
unconditionally permitted C-2 uses on Lots 17-A and.8-A, Iris Gardens
Addition.

Mayor McDougal opened the public hearing at 10:381a No one appeared
on behalf of Xstream Partners. No one appearedpposition. Mayor
McDougal closed the hearing at 10:35 a. m.
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6.2.

The request is to rezone the property, which isstteeof the former Mickey's
Steak House, from C-2 to C-3 with a limitation toaa wash.

Adjacent land uses:

N — commercial

S — church

E — commercial

W — split between commercial and residential

The request is consistent with the Comprehensivel ldse Plan in that it is
within the 660-foot area at the corner of two majwroughfares. With the
proposed layout of the facility (the dryers will bmcated toward the east,
which is existing commercial, vacant property owrmdthe seller of this
parcel), the proposal is consistent with zoningagyol

The proposal should have no effect on the thorarghtystem since the
property has been used as commercial for yearse @ndition is noted
below that relates to curb cuts on Indiana andrsistent with the proposed
site plan proposed for the redevelopment.

The Planning Commission recommended the requeisttianée conditions:

1. The parcel shall be zoned C-3 limited to a caslwand all permitted C-2
uses.

2. During redevelopment of the property, curb daténdiana will be limited
to one.

3. The dryers of the tunnel shall be oriented tolibe east.

FISCAL IMPACT

No impact.

Staff is in agreement with the recommendation efRlanning Commission.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde€buncil Member
Jones to pass on first reading Ordinance No. 200626 as recommended by
staff. Motion carried: 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin was away from the dais.

Public Hearing - 10:00 AM - Zoning: OrdinanceNo. 2006-00027 Zone
Case No. 2126-F (53rd Street and Chicago Avenue)Hold a public
hearing to consider request of Hugo Reed and Assates, Inc. (for
Lubbock Apartment Association) for zoning change fom CA to GO on
2.7 acres of unplatted land out of Section 28, Bled=-2.

Mayor McDougal opened the public hearing at 10:381a No one appeared
on behalf of Lubbock Apartment Association. No appeared in opposition.
Mayor McDougal closed the hearing at 10:35 a. m.

The request is to downzone a portion of a largérthat is now CA
(Commercial Apartment) to Garden Office. The LudboApartment
Association intends to locate their office on tmegerty.
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6.3.

Adjacent property:

N — apartments
S — vacant

E - apartments
W — apartments

The proposal is consistent with both the Comprekienisand Use Plan and
zoning policy. The project will have no effect the thoroughfare system.

FISCAL IMPACT
No impact.
The staff supports the recommendation of the Plan@iommission.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde@buncil Member
Jones to pass on first reading Ordinance No. 200820 as recommended by
staff. Motion carried: 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin was away from the dais.

Public Hearing - 10:00 AM - Zoning: Zone Cas®&lo. 1357-A (East Kent
to East Ursuline, I-27 to MLK): Ordinance No. 200600028 Hold a
public hearing to consider the request of Lubbock Eonomic
Development Alliance for a zoning change from R-1 rad M-1 to
Industrial Park (IDP) on 586.097 acres of unplattedand out of Section 7,
Block A.

Mayor McDougal opened the public hearing at 10:381a No one appeared
on behalf of Lubbock Economic Development Allianddo one appeared in
opposition. Mayor McDougal closed the hearing@B8% a. m.

The applicant is requesting that the majority o #guare mile between
Ursuline, Kent, MLK and Interstate 27 be zoneddarindustrial park. The
applicant is Lubbock Economic Development AlliagcEDA).

Adjacent land uses:

N — residential, targeted as IDP

S —residential

E — mostly vacant, and a mixture of nonconformingmmercial and
residential, targeted as IDP

W —|-27

The square mile has been targeted as IDP since d®7be Comprehensive
Land Use Plan. The small neighborhood north ofrdtpiested zone case,
which is sparsely developed as residential, isetad) over the long range as
an industrial park. The neighborhood was annexied o the adoption of the
current Comprehensive Land Use Plan, and thereoimsinuation by the
designation on the Plan that the residential wigltnraway, but the long-term
designation is the result of adjacent land usespaniicularly the location just
south of the airport.

21



Regular City Council Meeting
March 8, 2006

6.4.

Beyond the fact that much of the industrial develept in Lubbock has been
to the North and Southeast, one reason for thestrndlustatus is the location
of the Airport and the orientation of the northMouwunway. If a plane
happens to land short, or flames out and goes dastafter take-off, the
theory in land use is that an industrial area tgeb¢han a residential area.

Because of the aircraft noise and potential dartgergentire area around the
airport that is in the City is targeted as heavshowercial or industrial due to
the influence of the aircraft and airport relatethdties.

Several adjacent owners have indicated in writteturns a concern for
diminished property value. The staff is not inesgnent that will be the case
due primarily to the existing conditions in theareln addition, LEDA does
not have an immediate prospect, so the build-ouhefsection will be long-
term. Unless the resident lived in their home mpprim 1975, the
Comprehensive Plan has indicated “IDP” as the ppegdand use and should
not be a surprise. At least two adjacent resideet® at the meeting, but no
citizen spoke in opposition. The Planning staffl k&sited with several folks
that received notice letters prior to the meeting.

The request complies with the Comprehensive Land Bkn and future
development will comply with IDP development stamt$a The best location
in Lubbock that typifies IDP (although it is zonkti1) is the former Texas
Instruments campus. LEDA has the same objectivetis area, that a
quality, viable industrial park be available forvdlopment as prospects are
generated.

The Planning and Zoning Commission recommendedoappof the request
with the following conditions:

1. A fifty foot setback for any structure shall bequired for lots that are
adjacent to Kent or Ursuline.

2. No screening fences adjacent to a street slealleuired on the entire
perimeter of the project. (Screening of outsideagie is already a Code
requirement in IDP).

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde@buncil Member
Jones to pass on first reading Ordinance No. 200828 as recommended by
staff. Motion carried: 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin was away from the dais.

Public Hearing - 10:00 AM - Zoning: OrdinanceNo. 2006-0O0029 Zone
Case No. 2519-D (6015 Spur 327): Hold a public héag to consider the
request of Parkhill, Smith & Cooper (for RCS Land Company, Inc.) for a
zoning change C-4 to Interstate Highway Commercia(l[HC) on 3.39
acres of unplatted land out of Section 36, Block AK

Mayor McDougal opened the public hearing at 10:38.a No one appeared
on behalf of RCS Land Company, Inc. No one appmkaneopposition.
Mayor McDougal closed the hearing at 10:35 a. m.
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6.5.

The applicant is requesting Interstate Commercia ilocation surrounded
primarily by IHC and C-4. The existing zoning is4C limited to new car
sales. The zoning on this location is from a remizane case from when the
area was just developing and patterns of adjaced lses had yet to be
established. Since that time, all of the ared&owest between Spur 327 and
66th Street has been zoned IHC, and most of thiettathe east is zoned C-4
with a list of uses that are not permitted. IH&2sl not allow billboards as a
permitted use.

Adjacent land uses are commercial in all directions

The request is compatible with the Comprehensivedlldse Plan, since Spur
327 is a regional highway and eligible for heawdemmercial zoning. The
applicant has been informed of what is alloweddallsplayed outside in the
IHC District. The project will not have an impamt the thoroughfare system.

FISCAL IMPACT
No impact.
Staff supports the recommendation of the Planniogp@ission.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde@buncil Member
Jones to pass on first reading Ordinance No. 200829 as recommended by
staff. Motion carried: 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin was away from the dais.

Public Hearing - 10:00 AM - Zoning: OrdinanceNo. 2006-O0030 Hold a
public hearing for changes to the Code of Ordinance Section 29,
regarding signs and electronic message signs.

Mayor McDougal opened the public hearing at 10:361.a No one appeared
to speak in favor of changes to the Code of Ordieasection 29. Warren
McNeill from Lubbock Christian University, Shirleschleuse and Mike
Webster with Lamar Advertising, Richard Whittenbwvgh City Bank, and
Jimmy Reagan with Trinity Baptist Church appeanedpposition. Mayor
McDougal closed the hearing at 10:45 a. m.

Over the last several years the Planning and Zo@iagnmission has held
three work sessions and three public hearings entdpic of electronic

message signs. The discussions have focused ombiligy to use new

technology (LED lights) to replace the old plas#tter reader boards, without
creating a hazard to traffic. As was stated duang of the public hearings of
the Planning and Zoning Commission, “one of thagasswould be neat.

However a whole mile of them changing at differénmtes would definitely

create a nuisance to traffic safety.”

The primary reason for controlling electronic megsaigns can be found in
the Purpose Statements (29-2) and the objectivetheofCity of Lubbock
Zoning Code and the section of that code that otmsigns (29-26).
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The overall purpose of the City of Lubbock Zoningdg is to promote and
protect the health, safety, comfort, conveniencesgerity and general
welfare of the citizens of Lubbock. Purpose Staten®9-2(9) is a specific
purpose stating: “to promote a safe, effectivditrairculation system.”

The overall purpose of the City of Lubbock Sign €asl to provide uniform
sign standards which promote a positive city imeajkecting order, harmony
and pride and thereby strengthening the econonabilisy of Lubbock’s
business, cultural and residential areas. Agamdeuthe purpose section in
29-26 the following is stated:

(1) To identify individual business, residentialnda public uses without
creating confusion, unsightliness, or visual obigurof adjacent
businesses.

The City of Lubbock Code does not outlaw signs wi#gshing, blinking or
traveling lights. As a way of reducing the cont@usithese signs can create,
and promote a safe traffic system, the City of LagdoCode requires signs
with flashing, blinking or traveling lights to bedated at least 1,000 feet from
a street intersection.

This section was not put in the sign code to spmdiy control electronic

message signs. This section of the code was dsbignedominately to

control flashing arrow signs, rotating beacons, rgerecy flashers and other
types of signs with flashing or traveling lightddowever, this section also
controls the location of electronic message signs.

During their work sessions the Planning and Zorggnmission indicated
they would like to hold a public hearing on an asatice that allowed the
utilization of the newer LED lighting technology alectronic message
displays, and not discriminate against a businesdsbty to have an
electronic message display based on its proxinatyan intersection. The
Commission remains adamant about not allowing silgascreate confusion,
operate in an unsafe fashion, or detract from #ipe<ity image.

With the sign code purpose statement as a guigePtanning Commission
adopted changes that:

(1) Makes billboards with electronic message digplaperate in the same
fashion as other electronic message display signs;

(2) Eliminates rotating signs;

(3) Outlines general provisions for “time and temgpere signs” and their
operation;

(4) Outlines general provisions for “gasoline prgigns” and their operation;
and,

(5) Defines *“electronic message display signs” dhdir placement and
operation.
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The recommendation is that the sign be displaydd ame message for one
day, and that a change may be made between midamght:00am.

A copy of the City of Lubbock Sign Code with theoposed changes that
were unanimously approved by the Planning and Zpn@ommission
integrated into it and two DVD messages and puklations handbooks from
companies that build, use or sell the electrorgosiare provided.

The page numbers referenced in this memo corresjoaie page numbers in
the attached document where the proposed changarmpp

Page 1

Sec. 29-3(14) changes the term “multi-prism” sigritte new term electronic
message display. The definition of an electroniessage display covers
multi-prism signs and other types of changeablessigThis also adds the
same operational controls to billboards with elatit message displays as
with on premise signs with electronic message displ

Sec. 29-3 (105h.1) is the proposed definition for electronic message
display. This definition is based on a sign that dlectronically or
mechanically changed in some form or fashion. Teifnition is not limited
to the red LED signs but includes multi prism signéere the message is
changed by reorienting cards of contrasting colb@D signs, LED signs,
etc., any sign that is electronically or mechamycahanged by remote or
automatic means.

Page 3

Sec. 29-26(b)(12) separates time and temperatgre $rom other types of
changeable signs. This section prohibits time semdperature signs from
having other types of messages on them. This ptewesign from alternating
between time and temperature and a message. itlisrea time and
temperature sign, or an electronic message digpgy A sign can’t be both
a time and temperature sign, and an electronicagesdisplay sign.

Sec. 29-26(b)(13) does the same thing for gasqiiroe signs as (b)(12) does
for time and temperature signs.

Sec. 29-26(c)(2) takes electronic message displaye/temperature signs,
and gasoline price signs out of the world of flaghiblinking, or traveling
lights. However, it still requires other typessigns with flashing, blinking,
or traveling lights to be at least 1,000 feet framy street intersection and
have at least 43 feet of setback from any strgat-of-way.

Page 5

Sec. 29-26(f)(1)(a) coordinates the nonconformirgn sabatement section
with the rest of the sign code.

Page 6

Sec. 29-26(f)(1)(j) gives electronic message dispkigns, time and
temperature signs and gasoline price signs in nantexed areas 6 months to
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come into compliance with the City of Lubbock sigode. If this section
were left out, the signs in a newly annexed arealdvbave 6 %2 years to come
into compliance with the operational requirements.

Page 8

Sec. 29-26 (h)(5)(b)(5) takes rotating freestandiiggs out of the apartment,
garden office and medical districts.

Page 11

Sec. 29-26 (i)(7)(b)(5) and Sec. 29-26(i)(8) taketmting free-standing and
rotating roof signs out of the commercial districts

Page 12

Sec. 29-26(i)(10) Places operational requirementslb electronic message
display signs. This includes freestanding sigral) signs, canopy signs and
any other types of signs that may include an edeatrmessage display.

(a) Controls the way the page/message is displageitie sign. This section
requires the page/message to be static with no mewe or even the
appearance of movement.

(b) Limits each message to one page. This preyveigas that kept your
attention by only giving you a portion of the meagsa This technique
keeps you looking at the sign in anticipate whatdign is going say next.

(c) Requires the sign to change in the equivaléatblink of the eye.

(d) Based on the direction given to the staff bg ®lanning and Zoning
Commission, several options pertaining to the murmdisplay time were
prepared for their consideration.

Option 1, treats all lots, regardless of distanmeatstreet intersection, the
same.

"Each message/page on the sign must be displayeda fminimum of
(to be discussed by Council) (minutes / hours).”

Option 2, still allows electronic message signsardipss of distance to a
street intersection. However, it regulates the @t change for signs at or
near an intersection differently than signs awaynfran intersection. Option
2 also defines the type of intersection, and haawdistance is to be measured.

"(i) Signs with electronic message displays whicte docated within
(to be discussed by Council) (feet / tenth of a mile) of an intersecting street
the same side of the roadway, measured from theestgaortion of the sign to
the center line of the intersecting street, muspldy each message/page on
the sign for a minimum gto be discussed by Council) (minutes / hours).

(i) Signs with electronic message displays whick bbcated greater than
(to be discussed by Council) (feet / tenth of a mile) of an intersecting street
the same side of the roadway, measured from thestgaortion of the sign to
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the center line of the intersecting street, muspldy each message/page on
the sing for a minimum dto be discussed by Council) (minutes / hours).”

In both options staff did not make a recommendapiertaining to the length
of time a message/page had to be displayed.

In option 2 staff did make a recommendation pemgirio the distance from

an intersection for the different rates of changeBased on ease of
measurement for the sign owners, sign contractadstlae code enforcement
officers, the Planning Staff proposed 1/10 of aentd be a good distance that
would be easy to measure.

The Planning and Zoning Commission chose optiomefjuiring all lots,
regardless of distance to an intersection, to dispach message/page at least
24 hours. And requiring that the message changeraturing the hours of
midnight and six in the morning.

The Planning Commission saw this as an effectivg teaallow the use of

electronic display signs as an alternative to pdstters on a reader board
without creating the confusion associated withHilag red lights up and down
the street.

Page 13

Sec. 29-26(0)(10) adds the same operational cenal billboards with
electronic message display signs as on premiser@gc message display
signs

FISCAL IMPACT
No impact.

Staff supports the unanimous recommendation ofPfa@mning and Zoning
Commission for all the changes including the 24¢lehange rate.

Bill Boone, Planner, gave comments and answerestigms from Council.

Mayor McDougal suggested doing away with Sectior28®)(12), which
prohibits time and temperature signs from havirtgeptypes of messages on
them.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Martin, secondgedbuncil Member
Gilbreath to pass on first reading Ordinance No0&Q0030 with the
following amendments:

= eliminate Section 29-26(b)(12),
= allow a change time of ten (10) seconds,

» instruct the staff to make the language fit so thet modeled after the
City Bank sign (i.e. a free-standing sign, uniquessages on each
flash),

» bring the suggested language back for second rgadin
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6.7.

» include a statement that says it is the intenthef Council that this
ordinance is not to replace, override, or reduee uhderlying sign
ordinance of the City, which regulates free-stagdimscia, setbacks,
height, square footage, etc., so that we have degislative intent
built into the ordinance.

Motion carried: 7 Ayes, O Nays.
This item was considered following Item 6.8.

Reallocation Resolution - Community Developmén Resolution No.
2006-R0116 accepting the recommendations for the akocation of
unspent 2005 funds from the Community Development IBck Grant
(CDBG).

That the City Council of the City of Lubbock herebgccepts the
recommendations for the reallocation of unspent52@Gnds from the
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG). The maooendations for
the reallocation are attached hereto and incoredrat this resolution as if
fully set forth herein and shall be included in theutes of the City Council.

On January 11, 2006, the Community Developmenti€&=s\vBoard (CDSB)
met to discuss the reallocation of $471,952 in ens2005 CDBG funds.
After reviewing the spending priorities as presdniby Council, the Board
voted unanimously to approve the funding recommeoids as listed below.
The City Council then held a Public Hearing to gikie citizens of Lubbock
the opportunity to voice their opinions on the megd reallocation of funds.
The Public Hearing was held on February 24, 2006.

Agency Project Amount
COL-CD Department Sidewalks, Habitat for Humanity $ 10,000
YWCA of Lubbock Sun ‘n Fun Phase 1l 96,952
COL-CD Department Street Paving, W. End Neighbodcho®50,000
Inside Out Ministry Facility Renovation 45,000
COL-CD Department Emergency Repair Program 70,000
Total $471,952

FISCAL IMPACT

The funds used are federal funds from the Commubéyelopment Block
Grant that include unspent monies from past prejestd from program
income generated by other Community Developmerjept® The maximum
to be allocated for these projects is $471,952.

Community Development Staff supports the Boardc®nemendations.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorime@ouncil Member
Jones to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0116 as recodeddry staff. Motion
carried: 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Mayor Pro Tem Martin recused himself.
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Participation Agreement Resolution — Water Utities: Resolution No.
2006-R0117 authorizing the Mayor to execute a readlon authorizing
the City of Lubbock's (1) participation in the amount of project
construction costs for the Canadian River MunicipalWater Authority;

and (2) the approval of and execution by the Mayorof the City of
Lubbock of an amendment to the City's Conjunctive Ye Groundwater
Supply Agreement with the Canadian River MunicipalWater Authority.

The Canadian River Municipal Water Authority (CRMW#& ready to move
forward with their 2006 $50 million bond issue fground water right
purchases and well field development projects. s€hmirchases and projects
are beneficial in the short range because theyase the annual volume of
water that can be delivered by CRMWA from the Rtb&ounty well field.
They are also beneficial in the long range becdlsg provide for a long-
range water supply.

CRMWA has asked the City of Lubbock and the oth@miember cities to
approve an agreement that authorizes the City bbbak to participate in the
2006 CRMWA Bond Issue. A resolution has been pempafor your
consideration that authorizes the Mayor to exethgeagreement.

CRMWA is progressing forward with their water rightirchases and well
field development plans and projects as a resulb®f2005 Bond Issue. To
date the following was reported at a February Dg620eeting:

CRMWA has purchased or contracted for $55 millioorth of additional
water rights.

CRMWA now has over 220,000 acres of water right&t are owned or
under contract. This includes the original wedldiin Roberts County.

CRMWA roughly estimates that it has 15 milliareafeet of water that it
owns or has under contract.

CRMWA projects that the groundwater purchasedldcaneet member
city water needs for almost 100 years (various &tes and assumptions).

In 1998 the Canadian Municipal River Authority (CRWA) initiated an $83

million well field project to supplement water slips from Lake Meredith.

The amount of water available from Lake Mereditts ltiecreased due to
drought and due to reservoirs in New Mexico thatvreapture almost all

water flows from mountain watersheds. At preseakd. Meredith is at

13.75% full. Lake Meredith reached its lowest pam 2004 at 11.98%.

Water began to flow from the well field project Becember of 2001. The
well field is located in Roberts County, and islealthe John C. Williams
well field.

On December 15, 2004 the Panhandle GroundwatereBa@i®n District

adopted rules and regulations for the conservabiogroundwater. These
regulations adopted the 50/50 Standard, which m#eatswater use will be
restricted to ensure that 50% of the water will & available in 50 years.
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The new rules would restrict CRMWA's well field mhoction unless
additional water rights were purchased.

In April of 2005, CRMWA issued $50 million in bonder the purchase of
additional water rights and for additional wellliadevelopment. $30 million
was designated for the purchase of water rights&@dmillion for well field
development. The opportunity for the purchase atewrights was excellent,
and CRMWA has been able as of February 1, 200&toc®ntracts for about
$55 million worth of water rights.

With an estimated 15 million acre feet of watemplace, CRMWA can meet
the needs of member cities for about 90 to 100sybafore the groundwater
use restrictions would begin to impact the amouhtwater that can be
produced. This also assumes a CRMWA Il projeethiaut 2050.

It is proposed now that CRMWA issue an additiorad $nillion in bonds in
2006. These funds will be used to replenish $2lliamiin the 2005 Bond
issue so that the well field development can taleeqy and designate an
additional $30 million for water right purchases.

The 2006 CRMWA well field water allocation was 4000AF for all cities
and 14,823 AF for Lubbock. When all necessary owpments are in place,
CRMWA will be able to allocate about 69,000 AF fratre well field for
member cities, and Lubbock’s share is estimate2b@00 AF. In order for
this to happen, the well field development projectst be completed and the
well field pump stations must be expanded to ireepumping capacity.
Well field development limits production to 40,086, pump station capacity
limits production to 50,400 AF, and pipeline capadimits production to
69,000 AF annually.

Completion of all necessary improvements will imse Lubbock’s allocation
from 14,823 AF to 26,000 AF. This amounts to adiohal 11,180 AF
annually from groundwater sources. The projedt also allow Lubbock’s
daily allocation to increase from 13 mgd to 23 migdm groundwater
sources. The additional 11,180 AF annually ancattaitional 10 mgd will be
a significant benefit during times of drought wheake Meredith allocations
are reduced.

At the February 24 City Council meeting, a resaltivas approved which
allowed the City of Lubbock to indicate its inter@s participating in the 2006
Bond issue. That resolution indicated that they @ibuld participate in the
project, that the City would participate througke tGRMWA bond issuance
for the City’s share of the funding and benefitg.(%8%), and that the City of
Lubbock would be interested in participating in additional shares for the
project due to the decision by other cities topanticipate in the project.

The next step is to approve an agreement that endied City of Lubbock to
actually participate in the 2006 CRMWA Bond Issuw aelated projects.
Staff hope to have the agreement, or Amendments#8 ia called, attached
for your consideration. Due to timing issues, fstafy not have it for your
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consideration until the meeting. If the actualwwoent is not available for the
meeting, a draft copy will be included. The onhange will be the percent of
participation by each member city.

The original groundwater agreement was approved 986 and is called
“‘Agreement for the purchase and Acquisition of Qocfive Use
Groundwater Supply.” This original agreement haserb amended as
additional and new projects have been approvece fifét amendment came
in 1999 and is related to the original well fielebject, the second amendment
came in 2005 and is related to the 2005 CRMWA Blssde, and the third
amendment will now be considered and is relateitied®2006 CRMWA Bond
Issue. The proposed amendment #3 will require aniomus vote of the
CRMWA Board for approval.

FISCAL IMPACT

Lubbock’s share in the well field project, basedtio@ most recent indication
of cities to participate or not, is about 38%. sThercent of participation may
change once all cities have made a final decision tioeir level of
participation. Lubbock’s annual debt service, ldagpon a 4.75% interest
rate and a $51 million issue amount is estimatebdet@bout $1.51 million.
This may require a 3.8% increase in revenues mtia Lubbock’s portion of
the project. The debt service for the 2005 CRMWAnN& Issue is
approximately $1.46 million annually for 20 years.

CRMWA anticipates that a surety bond will be obeairfor the 2006 Bond
Issue. If for some reason this is not possibléjtamhal funding of about $4
million would be necessary for a debt service neseand Lubbock would

bear its proportionate share. These debt serwserve funds plus any
interest earnings would be used by CRMWA to makg gabt service

payments as the debt service reserve requirementsiet thereby reducing
some future debt service payments.

The Lubbock Water Advisory Commission and stafforamended approval
of the resolution for the agreement and full pgstiion in the 2006 CRMWA
Bond Issue and related projects.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorme@ouncil Member
Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0117 as recomdetehy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Public Street Resolution - Right-of-Way: Redotion No. 2006-R0118
establishing the intent of the City Council to acgat the dedication of a
private street, Tract “A” of Tivoli Estates Additio n, as a public street.

The developer of Tivoli Estates Addition, Dr. Jemiavis, is requesting that
the private street originally included in this sivislon be dedicated as a
public street.

This subdivision was originally platted in 2003 amds initially planned to be
a gated subdivision. There are no public streetkinwthe interior of this
subdivision. Tract “A” was platted as an accesepent.
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The developer furnished the staff with some pasgsgreports on subgrade
and base density tests, and reports indicatingigadsphalt surface thickness
exceeded minimum thickness in places. There wemesconcrete test
reports indicating passing results on the alleystae 110th Street approach.

There were no test reports submitted on subgraterb&rg Limits, asphalt
surface mix design, gradation, asphalt contenpeocent compaction.

The private street appears to be in good condition.
The following items do not meet City standards:

Medians: There are four medians within this/gge street. By Code,
medians in streets require Council approval. Theseians have turf,

irrigation, decorative lights, ground level lighgina fountain, trees, and an
arch extending over the entry private street.

Curb and Gutter: These private streets havellacurb with a small
vertical rise for the curb (estimated at 2.5” assle However, the City
Council will be considering a change in the stadddo allow a roll curb,
but the roll curb being considered has a sliglatgér vertical rise.

Private Street Width: Currently, the minimumght-of-way (ROW) width
allowed by the Code is 48, with a minimum pavinglin of 32’. The
entry street (one half block in length) immediatetyth of 110th Street is
43 wide (Tract width), with a paved width of 26’The other private
streets have total tract widths of 58’ and 66’ ,hnatpaved width of 16’ on
either side of the medians.

Most of the City Council members were briefed ons tiprivate street
dedication request in December 2005.

FISCAL IMPACT

Assuming a seal coat is applied approximately et€ryears, the annual cost
of maintaining the asphalt paving would be abol@(5 The turf, irrigation,
lighting, fountains, etc. within the medians wilemain under private
ownership and private maintenance responsibility.

The Street/Drainage Engineering Staff recommenbatithese private streets
not be accepted as public streets. However, shtbhal@€ouncil determine it is
in the best interest of the City to accept theseetd as public streets, the staff
recommended the Developer provide the followingckgtbn requirements:

The re-platting of Tract “A” to indicate the pion to be dedicated as a
public street, and the median/islands that will @@munder private
ownership.

Metes and bounds descriptions at no chargeStaedt Use Licenses of all
electric lines, water lines, or other private emactuments that cross this
new dedicated public ROW to serve the privately @vmedians/islands.
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6.10.

Documentation of the description of who will owlme median/islands
within this new/dedicated public street, how thesedians will be
maintained, and the funding mechanism establisteedthe ongoing
maintenance needs.

Steve Hailey, Fire Chief; Larry Hertel, City Engarg and, Randy Henson,
Senior Planner, all gave comments and answeredigne$rom Council.

Motion was made by Council Member Gilbreath, seeshdy Council
Member Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R011&esmmended by staff.
Motion carried: 4 Ayes, 2 Nays. Council MembemsLBon and Price voted
Nay.

Mayor McDougal recused himself.

Budget Ordinance 1st Reading - Finance: Ordamce No. 2006-O0031
amendment #12 amending the FY 2005-06 budget respieg the General
Fund, Donations Fund, and Capital Improvement Progam.

The City Council approved the City's participationthe Junior Ambassador
Program through the Approved FY 2005-06 Budget ept&nber 8, 2005
(Ordinance 2005-00106); however no funding was tifled at that time.

The projected budget for this program is $28,790ubbock Independent
School District will contribute $5,000 to this prag, leaving a funding
requirement of $23,750 for program implementatioh.transfer of $23,750
from the General Fund Balance to the Donations Fufidinance the Junior

Ambassador Program for 2006.

A transfer of $25,600 from Capital Improvement Bobj #90096 - Dip
Reconstruction to a new Capital Improvement Projedhe Streets Capital
Projects Fund is needed for the City's participaiio the construction of a
concrete railroad crossing at Avenue U and the BIR&Hroad, located just
north of Clovis Road. BNSF will be performing woak this location, and
with the City's participation in the cost of onérth of a new concrete
crossing, the Railroad will install the new crogsin

Motion was made by Council Member Gilbreath, seeshdy Council
Member Jones to pass on first reading Ordinance 20016-O0031 as
recommended by staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes,ady$

Budget Ordinance 1st Reading - Finance: Ordance No. 2006-O0032
amendment #13 amending the FY 2005-06 budget respieg the Capital
Improvement Program.

Establish a new Capital Improvement Project andr@gppate $250,000 of
Certificates of Obligation for the construction afsecond cemetery entrance
off of Canyon Lakes Drive.

A proposal to move the existing cemetery entrancelbcation off of Canyon
Lakes Drive was previously considered by the ParidRecreation Board. At
that time, the Parks and Recreation Board askey €dff to visit with

adjacent neighborhood associations and obtain timput regarding the
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proposal to move the cemetery entrance. Quincy &Vhitssistant City
Manager; Randy Truesdell, Director of Civic Sergicand Bob Goodwin,
Cemetery Supervisor attended these neighborhootimgeeCouncil member
Floyd Price also attended the final neighborhoodting.

At the April 26th, 2005 Parks and Recreation Boltéeting, the Dunbar
Manhattan Heights, Cherry Point, and Chatman Hikighborhood
associations, expressed their opposition to thpqwal to move the cemetery
entrance. The neighborhood associations’ oppositiag primarily based on
their concerns about traffic safety on Martin Lutlkeng Boulevard, traffic
safety and a disruption of recreational and comiguactivities on Canyon
Lakes Drive, as well as a concern about negatimearks made about the
housing conditions within the neighborhood.

At the May 24, 2005 Parks and Recreation Board imgethe Board again
heard input on the proposal and voted to suppatati recommendation to
keep the cemetery’s entrance at its current logafitnis recommendation was
forwarded to the City Council, who has taken nossgjuent action on the
initial proposal.

The new proposal keeps the current entrance otdneetery in place and
proposes to build a second cemetery entrance @fofjon Lakes Drive. The
estimated cost of construction includes the neediéonolition, landscaping,
fencing, curb and gutter, retainage wall, new raagvwvidening of existing
roadway, a new cemetery entrance sign, and as allarchitect and
engineering fees. Neighborhood associations in ipnbx to the cemetery
have been made aware of the new proposal to cahstsecond entrance.

FISCAL IMPACT

"Probable Cost of Construction” submitted by Cox¥BiArchitect, P.C. on
February 25, 2005, estimated the cost of constmdi be $216,053. Street
Engineering has subsequently indicated that thé ebsoad construction
materials has increased over the past year andatset an additional $15,000
in roadway costs, based on these increases amvénall inflation in the cost
of materials the new project estimate is $250,000.

Motion was made by Council Member Gilbreath, seeshdy Council
Member Jones to pass on first reading Ordinance 20£6-O0032 as
recommended by staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes,dy$

11:47 A. M. CITY COUNCIL RECESSED TO EXECUTIVE SESSION
1:00 P. M.  CITY COUNCIL RECONVENED
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6.11.

5.15.

Option Agreement Resolution - Water Utilities Resolution No.

2006-R0119 authorizing the Mayor to execute an omm agreement to
Cone & Petree Oil and Gas Exploration, Inc. to purbase an oil and gas
lease from the City, covering 480 acres of land, m® or less, being the
east one-half (E/2) and the northwest quarter (NW/Mof Section 14, Block
I, Certificate 360, Abstract No. 742, Lubbock Couny, Texas, and further

authorizing the Mayor to execute all related documets thereto, including

without limitation, the oil and gas lease attacheds Exhibit A, upon the

exercise by Cone & Petree Oil and Gas Explorationinc., of the option

granted herein.

The sole purpose of this agreement is to grantpioro (six-month term) to
Cone & Petree to enter into an oil and gas leasxpore, drill, operate for,
and produce oil, liquid hydrocarbons, gas, and rotkspective constituent
products. The oil and gas lease, if the optionxser@sed, allows Cone &
Petree to lay pipelines, store oil, build tankst (bot tank farms), roads, and
other structures necessary to produce, save, egrigdat, store, and transport
said products from the specific tracts of land this a part of the Lubbock
Land Application Site, which is estimated to contd80 acres.

The Lessee is limited to the use, without the coneéthe City, of 5 acres or
less, which pursuant to Section 191.0525 of thea¥eMatural Resources
Code and telephonic communications with the Texesokical Commission
(THC) will not require prior notification of actitres to the THC.

This Agreement is in replacement of the Option Agnent (Resolution No.
2005-R0440) entered into on September 21, 2005¢chwikpires on March
21, 2006. This option agreement is necessaryaltieetdelay in obtaining an
opinion from the Attorney General respecting théharty of municipalities

to lease mineral lands owned by them.

FISCAL IMPACT

Revenues under the oil and gas lease (if the opierercised) are based on a
25% royalty on oil and gas plus a $100 per net rairecre bonus.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Martin, secondgedbuncil Member
Gilbreath to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0119 asmevended by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Resolution — Aviation: Resolution H. 2006-R0120 for airport
terminal parking lot renovation - BID #06-008-BM.

This project involves the reconstruction of the lpuparking lot at the airport.
The parking lot will be resurfaced, re-striped, amdconfigured for easier
access and exit. New gates and signage will atsadded for improved
traffic flow.

Time for completion of this project is 150 calenddays and various
liguidated damages are listed in the contract fiber@nt phases of the project.
Sixty local contractors were notified of this Iration to Bid and none
responded.
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FISCAL IMPACT

A total of $4,425,000 was appropriated with $4,98%, available in project
253.90403, Terminal Parking Lot Improvements.

Airport Staff and the Airport Advisory Board recoranded contract award to
Duininck Bros., Inc. of Roanoke, Texas for $3,8@3.0

James Loomis, Director of Aviation; Lee Ann DumlzBuCity Manager; and,
John Hamilton, Engineer with Parkhill, Smith, andoper, gave comments
and answered questions from Council.

Consensus from Council was to have the parkingtidhe airport paved with
concrete, rather than asphalt. Council asked ®ignager Dumbauld to
research options for finding funds to pave the mparkiot with concrete
instead of asphalt, and to bring options to thet@rafinch.

After Council reconvened at 1:00 p.m., City ManaBermbauld stated that
she took the September 30, 2005 financial statesmand did a cash flow
analysis, which revealed that the airport has pasitash balance of $1.8
million, which is a lot like General Fund fund ba¢e. This positive balance
will allow the use of $100,000 in 2007 and $100,00©@008 in order to fund
the total project, which includes putting in thencrete in lieu of the asphalt.
Approximately 15% of revenues will remain in castich is a good target
for the airport to maintain.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde€buncil Member
Jones to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0120 as recodeddry staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

7. WORK SESSION

7.1.

Presentation - Lubbock Economic Development Adnce: Presentation
by David Alderson regarding Lubbock Economic Develpment Alliance
office relocation (60 minutes).

This item was deleted.

1:07 P. M. COUNCIL ADJOURNED

There being no further business to come before €huvMayor McDougal
adjourned the meeting.
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