CITY OF LUBBOCK
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
July 10, 2006
7:30 A. M.

The City Council of the City of Lubbock, Texas metin regular session on the 10th
day of July, 2006, in the City Council Chambers, fst floor, City Hall, 1625 13th
Street, Lubbock, Texas at 7:30 A. M.

7:31 AM.  CITY COUNCIL CONVENED
City Council Chambers, 1625 13th Street, Lubbock, &xas

Present: Mayor David A. Miller, Mayor Pro Tem Jim Gilbreath, Council
Member Gary O. Boren, Council Member Linda DelLeon, Council
Member Phyllis Jones, Council Member John Leonard,Council
Member Floyd Price

Absent: No one

1. CITIZEN COMMENTS
There were no citizens to express comments to Glounc
2. EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mayor Miller stated: “City Council will hold an Exe cutive Session today for the
purpose of consulting with the City Staff with resgct to pending or
contemplated litigation; the purchase, exchange, &se, or value of real property;
personnel matters; and competitive matters of the yblic power utility, as

provided by Subchapter D of Chapter 551 of the Gowvement Code, the Open
Meetings Law.”

7:31 A.M. CITY COUNCIL RECESSED TO EXECUTIVE SESSION
City Council Conference Room

All council members were present.

2.1. Hold an executive session in accordance with.MC.A. Government
Code, Section 551.071, to discuss pending or cont@ated litigation or
settlement agreement, and hold a consultation wittattorney (Electric
Utility - SPS, Gas Utility - Atmos, Right-of-Way, Water Utilities).

2.2. Hold an executive session in accordance with.WC.A. Government
Code, Section 551.072, to deliberate the purchasexchange, lease, or
value of real property (Civic Centers, Environmentd Compliance, Water
Utilities).

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



Regular City Council Meeting
July 10, 2006

2.4.

9:33 A.M.

Present:

Absent:

Hold an executive session in accordance with. VC.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 aompetitive 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 matteregarding the
strategies, goals, funding and strategic purpose ahe City of
Lubbock's relationship with and membership in the West Texas
Municipal Power Agency.

CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING RECONVENED
City Council Chambers

Mayor David A. Miller; Mayor Pro Tem Jim Gilbreath; Council
Member Gary O. Boren; Council Member Linda DelLeon; Council
Member Phyllis Jones; Council Member John Leonard; Council
Member Floyd Price; Lee Ann Dumbauld, City Manager; Anita
Burgess, City Attorney; and Rebecca Garza, City Seetary

No one
Mayor Miller reconvened the meeting at 9:33 A. M

3. PROCLAMATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

3.1.

3.2.

3.3.

Invocation by Pastor Dan Birchfield, AssociatePastor, Westminster
Presbyterian Church

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 @ag.

Board Appointment Recognition - City Secretary
Building Board of Appeals:

Frank Falbo
Tommy Ferguson
Lucy Gutierrez (unable to attend)

Urban Renewal/Neighborhood Redevelopment Commission
John Rivera (unable to attend)
Zoning Board of Adjustment:

Darrell Hill (unable to attend)
Kyle Jones (unable to attend)



Regular City Council Meeting
July 10, 2006

3.5.

Citizens Traffic Commission:
Annette Castellano-Chavez

Present special recognition to City of LubbockParks and Recreation
Department recognizing July as National Recreatiomnd Parks Month.

Mayor Miller presented a special recognition to @iy of Lubbock Parks
and Recreation Department, recognizing July asoNati Recreation and
Parks Month. The National Recreation and Park®&ason has designated
the month of July as Recreation and Parks monémtourage communities to
get involved in outdoor physical activities and @dvocate for Parks and
Recreation programs. Public parks enhance thatygadllife for residents by
providing opportunities for young people to liverogyy, and develop into
contributing members of society. Nancy Neill, RaldRelations/Marketing
Manager; Randy Truesdell, Director of Communityvg=ss; and Grey Lewis,
Chairman of the Parks and Recreation Board wersepteto accept the
recognition.

4. MINUTES

4.1.

Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes: Regular City Council Meeting, June
8, 2006

Motion was made by Council Member Leonard, secondgdCouncil
Member Price to approve the minutes of the Redbigr Council Meeting of
June 8, 2006 as recommended by staff. Motionemirry Ayes, O Nays.

6. REGULAR AGENDA

6.3.

Competitive Compensation Resolution - Councilen Gary Boren:
Resolution No. 2006-R0332 authorizing City Councilto provide
competitive compensation to its civil service empi@es.

This resolution is recommended by Councilman GaoeB.
FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.

Council Members Boren, Leonard, and Price read Iggsn No. 2006-R0332
for the record.

Fire Chief Steve Hailey and Police Chief Claudee®ogave comments and
answered questions from Council.

After further discussion, Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreathled for the question.
Vote was taken, which carried: 6 Ayes, 1 Nay. @ouMember Jones voted
Nay.

Motion was then made by Council Member Boren, sdednby Council
Member Leonard to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0332eesmmended by
staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.
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5. CONSENT AGENDA (Items 5.1-5.6, 5.10-5.17, 5.1%.24-5.25, 5.28, 5.30,

5.32-5.34)

Motion was made by Council Member Gilbreath, seeohdy Council Member
Leonard to approve Items 5.1-5.6, 5.10-5.17, 56124-5.25, 5.28, 5.30, 5.32-5.34 on
consent agenda as recommended by staff. Motioiedar7 Ayes, O Nays.

5.1.

5.2.

Right-of-Way Ordinance 2nd Reading - Right-oM/ay: Ordinance No.
2006-00049 Consider an ordinance abandoning and osing a
transformer pad easement in Lot 2-C Aberdeen Placea Townhouse
Subdivision to the City of Lubbock located at 180%lbany Avenue.

This ordinance was read the first time at the Ap@th, 2006, City Council
meeting as a routine consent agenda item. Theardsmabandons and closes
a transformer pad easement located in the northemster of Lot 2-C,
Aberdeen Place Addition that was previously deéiddb Lubbock Power &
Light by plat. This easement is located just natli9th Street on the east
side of Albany Avenue and is being closed for depmient purposes and is
no longer needed by Lubbock Power & Light.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact.
Staff recommended approval of the second readinigi®brdinance.

Right-of-Way Ordinance 2nd Reading - Right-oM/ay: Ordinance No.
2004-00089 Consider an ordinance abandoning andosling a portion of
East 47th Street just west of Locust Avenue in Seoh 6, Block B,
Lubbock County, Texas, street closure located at 42 Locust Avenue.

This ordinance was read the first time at the Au@@s 2004, City Council

meeting as a routine consent agenda item. The fieatl was recently

submitted. This ordinance abandons and closes8® @dfre (34,238.16 square
foot) portion of East 47th Street just west of LeicAvenue adjacent to Lot 3,
Block 8, Burlington Industrial Addition #2 for regdl purposes. The South
Plains Food Bank is the requestor of the streetucto and they desire to
expand their parking area and business. Origindiby were going to be

charged $1,667 for this street closure since thegewot the original street
dedicator. They have since granted the City a tstdeelication across a
portion of their property on North Loop 289 to agsa City tract of land, the
value of which will offset the area being closed.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact.
Staff recommended approval of the second readinigi®brdinance.
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5.3.

Budget Ordinance 2nd Reading - Finance: Ordence No. 2006-O0077
Consider budget ordinance amendment #19 amending ¢hFY 2005-06
budget respecting the General Fund, Grant Fund, Aiport Fund, Water
Fund, Wastewater Fund, Solid Waste Fund, Capital Improvement
Program, Market Lubbock, Inc., Lubbock Economic Dewlopment
Alliance, Lubbock Convention & Visitors Bureau, and Lubbock Sports
Authority.

1. Accept and appropriate $463 of funding from Tlexas State Library and
Archives Commission. The new amended total grardrdwamount is
$78,068 to fund the Interlibrary Loan Center. Thigioal $77,605 grant
award amount was appropriated by the City CountiDotober 13, 2005.

2. Accept and appropriate $33,750 of funding frdva Texas State Library
and Archives Commission for the Gates Foundatiomli®uAccess
Computer Hardware Upgrade Grant Program. This agndiill be used to
replace hardware installed in 2000 and funded tjindhe original Gates
Foundation Grant. Twenty-seven computers will betalbed at Mahon,
Groves, and Patterson libraries for public accesthé Internet and for
computer instruction.

3. Transfer $2,500 from Capital Improvement Prog$3 — New Terminal
Public Seating to Capital Improvement Project 84Tiddustrial Building
Repair. Transfer $19,000 from Airport Operating Betd Administration
and Field Maintenance Cost Centers, to Project 8ddidstrial Building
Repair. These funds will be used to demolish bo#stort District
warehouses.

4. Establish a new Capital Improvement project™®DOT Traffic Signals
and to appropriate $40,261 to the new project. ddst of this project will
be reimbursed through a cooperative agreement WlbOT. A new
traffic signal will be installed at FM 1585 and twisting signals will be
upgraded. The City will be responsible for mainitagnthe equipment.

5. Amend the approved FY 2005-06 Master Lease Brmogoy adding a
walk-in freezer and two 7.5-ton HVAC units for thebbock Animal
Shelter. The Animal Shelter is not allowed to ircate after sunset and is
required to have a sanitary holding area to housea cadavers until
incineration is possible. The current walk-in freeat the Animal Shelter
is inadequate and has become too costly to maintéie total cost of a
new properly sized freezer is $23,500. New HVACtsirare needed
because existing units are at the end of theiruidiéé. Currently, there
are four 3-ton units in the facility. The Facilgi®anagement Department
recommended replacing these units with two 7.5u0its. The new units
will be installed outside the facility and can belocated to another
facility, if necessary. The cost of the units anstallation is $20,000. The
master lease payments for this new equipment wilincluded in the FY
2006-07 Operating Budget.
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6.

10.

Appropriate $105,000 from the Solid Waste fuathhce for two certified
deputies or correctional officers, fuel for two waes, and supplies. These
funds will be used to partner with Lubbock Coumnty the use of County
inmates to assist with City projects and other millaceous jobs as
needed. The annual cost of this program is $90f00the officers,
$10,000 for fuel, and $5,000 for supplies. Eacliceffwill oversee five to
seven inmates. The inmates will work on a full-titmesis and the work
will be scheduled to provide coverage seven daysek.

. Appropriate $23,860 from the General Fund fualdbce for the purchase

and installation of a video playback system for Bhblic Information

Office. The purchase for this equipment was maudune 8, 2006, per
subchapter 252.022(3) of the Texas Local Governr@eake “because of
unforeseen damage to public machinery, equipmengtieer property”.

City News Channel 2 (CNC-2) uses the playback syste broadcast
programs from the CNC-2 studios to Cox Communicettifor view by

cable customers. The existing system was damaded afpower surge
related to a severe weather event occurred irMate

Transfer $300,000 from Capital Improvement Paogr(CIP) project

#9567 — Pump Station Rehabilitation to CIP proj#6il049 — Water

Meter Replacements. City Council approved addifiéunads in FY 2005-

06 to fund a large meter change out program. Langéers consist of
meters three inches and greater and generally seoveresidential

customers with higher consumption. Before the mtop@as approved,
staff determined that there were 80 large meterthensystem that were
not functioning or were not functioning accuratedy.replacement plan
was developed to change out these meters withieettyears. The
projected revenue lost due to outdated and maltumat large meters for
FY 2005-06 is $500,000. Staff planned to change2duineters in 2006.
The program has been so successful that, at thefehdy, staff will have

replaced 52 large meters and will have exhausted appropriated

funding. This amendment will provide the fundingcassary to keep this
program moving forward.

Transfer $64,000 from Capital Improvement Prog(&IP) project #9567
— Pump Station Rehabilitation to CIP project #91034Water Line
Replacement. The two-inch water line located atmweeJ, between 19th
Street and 23rd Street was installed in 1952. @iords and recent
complaints regarding service from this line requeplacement of the line,
which serves both residential and commercial custeni his amendment
will provide the funding necessary to replace the.l

Transfer $50,000 from Capital Improvement PaagfCIP) project #9567
— Pump Station Rehabilitation to CIP project #851%Vater Treatment
Plant Evaluation. This project will identify imprements necessary to
maintain or extend the life of, increase efficiermdy and to ensure the
future regulatory compliance of the water treatmetant and its

associated facilities. City Council has previoualypropriated $250,000
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for this evaluation. This amendment will provides tadditional funding
necessary to ensure that the City receives theopppte level of
information necessary to guide future improvemamni$ modifications.

11. Transfer $40,000 from Capital Improvement PaogfCIP) project #9567

12.

13.

14.

— Pump Station Rehabilitation to CIP project #8513Pump System
Evaluation. This project will identify improvemenhecessary to maintain
or extend the life of, increase efficiency of, atwd ensure the future
regulatory compliance of the water distribution gng system. City
Council has previously appropriated $250,000 fas #valuation, which
includes the collection of information required the state and due by
October 2006. This amendment provides funding rsacgdo ensure that
the City receives the appropriate level of infonmamnecessary to develop
plans for future improvements and expansions, andneet the state
mandated deadline for submitting information cdielc from the
distribution system.

Transfer $50,000 from Capital Improvement PaogfCIP) project #9567
— Pump Station Rehabilitation to CIP project #9035%8outh Lubbock
Well Field. This account was reduced by $5.35iamllwhen the Pump
Station #10 Well Field project was not recommenfigdcompletion due
to increasing costs. The elimination of the progid not allow for the
completion of outstanding engineering contractseréfore, funding is
needed to finish payment on existing contracts. afmendment to the
scope of services will eliminate some tasks no éongecessary and
provide projections on the impact of heavy pumgi2fg,000 AF annually)
on the Bailey County Well Field.

Transfer $464,895 from Capital Improvement Paog (CIP) project
#9567 — Pump Station Rehabilitation and $35,105frGIP project
#91035 — Water Lines Ahead of Street Paving to @ifject #90273 —
Major Water Line Replacement (34th Street). PHasfethis project was
completed three months ahead of schedule. Thisdesl the preliminary
engineering report developed by HDR Engineering,, lwhich includes
the route and the preliminary design. In an eftortkeep this project
moving forward, staff recommended additional fumdirfor the

improvements design.

Transfer $227,895 from Capital Improvement Paog (CIP) project
#91035 — Water Lines Ahead of Street Paving and23®b from
increased metered revenues in the Water Fund top@lject #90274 —
Downtown Water System Improvements. Phase 1 &f phoject was
completed three months ahead of schedule and egltlte preliminary
engineering report developed by HDR Engineering,, lwhich includes
the route and the preliminary design. In an effortkeep this project
moving forward, staff is recommending funding ttoal the design of the
improvements.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Amend Capital Improvement Program (CIP) prgentthe Sewer Fund
by appropriating an additional $250,000 in Wastete/&und balance.
The increase is for CIP project #8509 — Sewer Cttla System Master
Plan. The additional funding will allow the stutty begin and allow the
installation of meters to record flows resultingrfr rainfall events. The
implementation of this program is time-critical;,dalay could result in
metering during the dry season, resulting in poatador the computer
model. The contract along with the scope of work baen negotiated
with Carter and Burgess Engineering and is curyepénding approval
following the final approval of this amendment.

Appropriate additional estimated revenue of 800 from increased
metered revenues and appropriate $665,000 of Watet balance for

increased electric expenses, billing system matibhos, and expanded
public relations expenses. Electric rates have ede# budgeted
projections for FY 2005-06 and increased electates charged to the
Canadian River Municipal Water Authority (CRMWA) lilieir electric

provider have caused Water's electric expensesa@ase. The addition
of $1.25 million to the operating budget will covexpenses related to
electricity based on projected consumption for ttyr@ainder of the year
and will ensure that funding is available to pag tbity’'s share of the
CRMWA project’'s operational costs. The addition $85,000 to the
operating budget for billing system modificationliWund expenditures
associated with the purchase of the bill print foidding equipment related
to the implementation of a new rate structure. Tamsendment will

minimize delays in acquiring the equipment necgssarprint and send
the revised utility bill. The Lubbock Water AdvisgpCommission has
recommended that the City increase its water m@lptilic education and
information program. The addition of $150,000 e bperating budget
will help encourage greater conservation effortd anll provide more

citizens with information on Lubbock’s water neeatgl plans.

Appropriate additional estimated revenues cd0$200 from increased
metered revenues in the Wastewater Fund for inedeakectric expenses.
Electric rates have exceeded budgeted projectionsY 2005-06. The
addition of $200,000 to the operating budget waNer expenses related to
electricity based on projected consumption forrdraainder of the year.

Appropriate $81,800 of General Fund BalancthéoGrant Fund to fund
previously expended ineligible costs. The ineligilbbsts were identified
through the grant review process as part of thelynemplemented

“Grants Management Policy.” This appropriation vbklance the grant
funds that are no longer active and will allow grants to be closed.

Amend Market Lubbock Inc.’s budget by $63,000 éncrease revenues
accordingly. The amended budget from Market Lulbémwc. is provided
and details the increases in expenditures. Thesaser in revenues is
related to an increase in interest earnings frorastments.
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5.4.

20. Amend Lubbock Economic Development Alliance.’Bm¢LEDA) budget
by $796,576 and increase revenues accordingly. ahended budget
from LEDA incorporates revised sales tax revenueas ¢orrespond to the
sales tax revenues as approved in the City's FYaZ@Adopted Budget.
The amendment also includes funding received froankigt Lubbock Inc.
in the amount of $600,000. The amended budget frfBDA is provided
and details the increases in expenditures.

21. Amend Lubbock Convention & Visitors Bureau'sdiget by $434,439 and
increase revenue accordingly. The amended budget Yisit Lubbock
incorporates revised hotel/motel tax revenues twatespond to the
hotel/motel tax revenues as approved in the CiYs2005-06 Adopted
Budget. The amended budget from Visit Lubbock msviated and details
the increases in expenditures.

22. Amend Lubbock Sports Authority’s budget by &9and increase
revenues accordingly. The amended budget from Lelbb8ports
Authority is provided and details the increaseseipenditures. The
increase in revenues is related to an increasatarest earnings from
investments.

FISCAL IMPACT
Included in Item Summary.
Staff recommended approval of the second readinigi®brdinance.

Zone Case No. 2909-A (north of 66th Street andlest of Justice Avenue)
Ordinance 2nd Reading - Planning: Ordinance No. 206-O0072
Consider request of CMS Properties (for S&S Commerial Properties,

Ltd.) for a zoning change from A-1 to IHC on a 12.7acre unsubdivided
tract of land out of Section 36 Block AK, and to cosider ordinance.

The applicant is requesting that a portion of attizetween 66th Street and
Spur 327, west of lola, be zoned from A-1 to IHCtlaes property to the east
and west is zoned.

Adjacent land uses:

N — IHC zoning
S — single family
E — IHC zoning
W — IHC zoning

The request is consistent with the ComprehensivedLdse Plan. With
regard to zoning policy, staff will request the gsaoonditions that exist on the
parent parcel to the west.

The change should have little effect on the thohbaig system. With the
overbuilt status of apartments in Lubbock for tleamfuture, the market for
the A-1 is not existent.
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5.5.

The following conditions were attached to the arajicase in 2001 for the
IHC portion to the west:

1. A 60-foot setback for single story and 75 feettwo or more stories from
66th Street shall be minimum.

2. For parcels developed adjacent to Spur 327 &t Gtreet, a 10%
landscape requirement be adopted versus the sthb¥ar

With the conditions noted above, the Planning Cossion recommended
approval of the request

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

Zone Case No. 2984-D (west of Milwaukee Avenfi®m 37th Street to
43rd Street) Ordinance 2nd Reading - Planning: Ordhance No.
2006-00073 Consider request of CMS Properties (fd8&S Commercial
Properties, Ltd) for a zoning change from C-2 to C3 on a 6.20 acre tract
of unsubdivided land out of Section 38 Block AK, ad to consider
ordinance.

The applicant is requesting that a parcel locatadhsof 37th Street to the
alley south of 38th Street across Milwaukee Avebaezoned from C-2 to
C-3.

Adjacent land uses:

N — vacant commercial

S — vacant commercial

E — residential across Milwaukee
W — residential under development

Since the land is already zoned commercial, thenmoi real Comprehensive
Land Use Plan policy discussion other than an gitetn maintain the
integrity of the residential across Milwaukee AvenwMoving to the C-3 adds
“convenience store with gasoline”, “carwash”, “tibattery and accessory”,
"grocery stores”, and "discount centers" to thempiéed uses on the property.
Properly buffered, these uses may not be a datrafriom the residential that
has been long existing and the new residentialishd¢veloping to the west.

The original approval of the strip zoning contairedneasure of protection
with landscape buffering for the residential acrivllsvaukee Avenue and the
same site plan for buffering along Milwaukee Avemwad# be requested for
this case, if approved. In addition, a better tmnimum screening wall may
benefit the new residential area to the west.

The strip zoning was supported by staff in the leate because of the
presence of the railroad and the M-1 or IDP justtite south of the

subdivision on the east side. As noted, the aetaden 35th Street and 39th
Street east of Milwaukee Avenue deserves somegiimteas having been in

10
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5.6.

place for years. The southeast corner of 34theBard Milwaukee Avenue
meets the ten acre allotment of commercial as dbestr by the
Comprehensive Land Use Plan and is partially o@zpi

The Planning Commission recommended approval ofréggiest with the
following conditions:

1. Tied to the original amount of landscape buffgrialong Milwaukee
Avenue proposed in Zone Case 2984A.

2. The development will be tied to the Zone Cas@429landscape portion
of site plan indicating the proposed landscape doufireas and the
proposed number of driveway access points on thevddkee Avenue
frontage. Prior to the sale of any portion of thact or a construction
permit on any portion of the tract, the Planningr@assion shall review a
detailed landscape plan with curb returns as aalfyinproposed. The
materials proposed for the screening fence on thket Miine shall be
specifically discussed during the site plan review.

The case was originally presented as C-2A. In asemgient zone case, a
request was granted to allow C-2. The continuinguest for heavier uses
across from the residential area is a concern tif. sAfter the discussion

during the Commission meeting and the additionhef ¢onditions, the staff

supports the recommendation of the Planning Comamss

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

Zone Case No. 3062 (east of Milwaukee Avenuerh 106th Street to
114th Street) Ordinance 2nd Reading - Planning: Qtinance No.
2006-00074 Consider request of Hugo Reed and Asgtes, Inc. (for
Carl Mortensen) for a zoning change from T to C-2 o a 21.2 acre tract of
unsubdivided land out of Section 21 Block AK, and d consider
ordinance.

Previous zone cases have provided strip zoningaofgts including areas
south of 107th Street east of Slide Road, part82sfd Street, a strip on
University Avenue and portions of Frankford Avenu® name a few recent
cases. These cases have prompted the developmantucity to not only
want to continue the Comprehensive Plan principle-acre parcels at each
corner of major thoroughfares but also to accorn@isip zoning. Discussion
during those cases revealed that staff is willimg discuss with the
development community and the Planning Commissien advisability for
such a change in policy. That discussion has yéketandertaken. Although
the following items are not presented to adveraéfigct approval of this case,
some of the issues involved in such a transiti@vjrig ten acre corners and
strip centers along the thoroughfares, include:

11
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1. Without a major effort, curb cuts will increasdong thoroughfares,
reducing the viability of their major purpose - ttha to move large
volumes of traffic at higher speeds across towrat furpose is in direct
conflict with the concept of every retailer thabotbughfares exist to
provide them a front door to the buying public. dlidate balance has to
be accomplished to meet the objectives of the pubhid the private
sectors.

2. During previous discussions, staff confirmed tththe current
Comprehensive Land Use Plan was not designedeatiaohally eliminate
strip commercial. The primary emphasis is to ceggte commercial uses
at major thoroughfares with the use of common parkots, as well as the
reduction in points of conflict (curb cuts) betwesrle sections. Strip
commercial, if the market exists and curb retumescarefully controlled,
will serve the same public purpose.

3. A third factor in strip development, when inahddwith the fact that the
“ten acre rule” remains in existence, is that theeptial exists to zone too
much commercial property. The market cannot andl nat consume as
much commercial as has been zoned in the last éansyand the eventual
consequence may be:

* The land price will be driven beyond the abilibyreturn to residential
values without someone losing a significant amafnhoney. Some
believe the market should shake out the resultsfdocing bankruptcy
should not be an official policy for any city gonemnent.

* The change to commercial may jeopardize thatalidr the land to
return to residential or any other viable buffee,usreating a visual
land use “mess" for the public. And, staff areimlihis together.

With regard to the current case, as in the laaff & willing to let the market
be tested by the owners of the land that have tbst no lose. But, with
conditions that will continue to protect the public

Adjacent land use in this area:

N — vacant,
S — vacant
E — residential
W — vacant

The proposal is not within current Comprehensivad_blse Plan policy. The
proposed ordinance contains wording that will amémel Comprehensive
Land Use Plan if this request is approved.

The Planning Commission recommended approval with following
conditions:

1. One curb cut will be permitted on Milwaukee Auerfor each of the four
parcels. Otherwise, all parcels will be servedmfraurb cuts on the
east/west streets as they are platted.

12
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5.7.

5.8.

5.9.

5.10.

2. Prior to sale of parcels between dedicated tsirebe developer shall
devise a public access easement for those pahadlsntay eventually not
have access to a public east/west street or tlecttimoted in #1.

3. A site plan review for the materials proposedtf® screening fence shall
be reviewed by the Planning Commission prior to fih& construction
permit.

4. The developer shall have a back-up plan forrrdte uses should the
commercial not become viable.

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

This item was moved from consent agenda to nelgr agenda and
considered following Item 5.34

This item was moved from consent agenda to nélgr agenda and
considered following Item 5.7.

This item was moved from consent agenda to nélgr agenda and
considered following Item 5.8.

Acceptance of Water and Sanitary Sewer Impr@ments Resolution -
Water Utilities: Resolution No. 2006-R0333 authoming acceptance of
water and sanitary sewer improvements for Lots 1-25 and Tracts A-C,

Willow Bend Addition to the City of Lubbock, Lubbock County, Texas,

bound by 8th and 18th Streets and Inler and Kelsefvenues.

ITEM SUMMARY

This is a routine transfer of ownership of wated aanitary sewer lines
installed in new subdivisions, from the developethe City. The system is
added to the City of Lubbock system inventory.

The size and length of water lines are as follows:

4" pipe: 2,112.3 LF
6" pipe: 3,736.6 LF
8" pipe: 8,848.0 LF
10" pipe: 312.0 LF
12" pipe: 3,207.7 LF

The size and length of sanitary sewer lines afelbsvs:

6" pipe: 7,350.9 LF
8" pipe: 3,069.5 LF
10" pipe: 2,707.6 LF

Number of manholes: 46

This subdivision is located between 8th and 18tlee®s and between Inler
and Kelsey Avenues.

13
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5.11.

5.12.

5.13.

FISCAL IMPACT

The system, when accepted, will be maintained yGhy and will produce
revenue through the sale of services to the public.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Grant Acceptance Resolution - Emergency Managent: Resolution No.
2006-R0334 authorizing the Mayor to accept fundingthrough the
Emergency Management Performance Grant.

The City has participated in the Emergency ManagerRerformance Grant
(EMPG) for many years. This grant is administeresbugh the Governor’'s
Division of Emergency Management and allows theyCid ask for
reimbursements of funds used for necessary andtedsexpenses involved
in the development, maintenance, and improvememhefCity's emergency
management capabilities for disasters and emergertlsat may result from
natural disasters or accidental or man-caused gvefunds are allocated
according to risk and to address the most urgecal loeeds in disaster
mitigation, preparedness, response, and recovery.

FISCAL IMPACT

The maximum reimbursement that the City may recé&iom the program is
$126,000. This is budgeted through the annual tipgrdbudget process.
Matching funds have been appropriated.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Grant Application Resolution - Citibus: Restution No. 2006-R0335
authorizing the Mayor to sign the Master Grant Application Part | with
the Texas Department of Transportation.

In an effort to streamline the grant applicationgass, the Texas Department
of Transportation (TxDOT) has developed a MasteanGApplication that
will be used for all TxDOT grants that are executealch year. This
application will be included with all grant appltens that are submitted to
TxDOT during the upcoming fiscal year.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.
Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Street Use License Resolution - Right-of-Way: Resolution No.
2006-R0336 authorizing the Mayor to execute a streeise license with
Texland Petroleum, L.P., for the use of a dedicatesitreet to construct and
maintain an underground pipeline to transport and dspose of salt water
from oil production, license to be located at 130Rlorth Guava Avenue.

This license was originally issued to Texland Hetrm, Inc. on June 26,
1986, to construct and maintain a pipeline to fransand dispose of salt
water that crosses North Guava Avenue approximdi@dp feet north of the
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5.14.

5.15.

5.16.

intersection of Erskine Street and North Guava AwenThe licensee has
requested to renew this license for an additiortalyBars. The minimum
payment for this 20-year license is $50 per yeat isnpayable every five
years in advance, or $250 for each five-year period

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

Street Use License Resolution - Right-of-Way: Resolution No.
2006-R0337 authorizing the Mayor to execute a streaise license with
Texland Petroleum, L.P., for the use of a dedicatesitreet to construct and
maintain an underground crude oil flow pipeline for secondary recovery
operations for oil production, license to be locatkat 1609 Kent Street.

This license was originally issued to Texland Hetrm, Inc. on June 26,

1986, to construct and maintain a crude oil flomelthat crosses Kent Street
approximately 617 feet west of the intersectiorkKeht Street and Avenue P.
The licensee has requested to renew this licensarfadditional 20 years.

The minimum payment for this 20-year license is $80year and is payable
every five years in advance, or $250 for eachyiear period.

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

Right-of-Way Ordinance 1st Reading - Right-efWay: Ordinance No.
2006-00078 abandoning and closing an undergroundrset light cable
easement in Lot 6, Hillcrest South Addition to theCity of Lubbock,
closure located at 2612 Madison Street.

This ordinance abandons and closes an undergrotneet dight cable
easement located in the east two feet of Lot Gcigst South Addition to the
City of Lubbock that was previously dedicated bgtgb Lubbock Power &
Light. This easement is being closed for buildingrppses and a new
easement has been dedicated in a re-replat. LubBoaler & Light is in
agreement with this easement closure.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.
Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Right-of-Way Ordinance 1st Reading - Right-eWay: Ordinance No.
2006-00079 abandoning and closing a 20-foot alleyast of Avenue T
between 7th Street and Glenna Goodacre Boulevard iBlock 30, Overton
Addition to the City, alley closure located at 1902Glenna Goodacre
Boulevard.
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5.18.

5.19.

This alley portion in the Overton Addition is beiolpsed as part of the North
Overton redevelopment project. The 20-foot by 68@-falley being closed is
located between Avenue T and Avenue S and betwieStieet and Glenna
Goodacre Boulevard, and will be replatted into Trd®, Overton Park

Addition. The requestor of this alley closure vadédicate in the replat a new
alley to replace this alley.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.
Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Appointment of Associate Judges Resolution Municipal Court:
Resolution No. 2006-R0338 for the re-appointment dAssociate Judges of
the Municipal Court.

Associate Judges of Municipal Court are part-tinesigoons, appointed for

two-year periods. All seven current associates wer@ppointed or appointed
in 2004. Six of the judges function as Night Magitts at the City holding

facility. The seventh associate, Jan Matthews, gmign handles juvenile

hearings and occasionally fills in for the Presidiludge at hearings or trials
as needed. The seven re-appointments are as follows

-Jan Blacklock Matthews
-Enrigue Martinez
-Jorge Hernandez
-Michele Hart

-Barbara Dickerson
-Jesse Mendez

-Dwight McDonald

FISCAL IMPACT

The Associate Judges are paid as contract labog $80/hour basis. This
expense is already included in the annual budgetManicipal Court.
Therefore, there is no additional financial impassociated with the proposed
re-appointments.

Presiding Judge recommended adoption of the resnlut

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.9.

Interlocal Agreement Resolution - Traffic: Resolution No. 2006-R0339
authorizing the Mayor to execute an interlocal agrement with the Texas
Department of Transportation for furnishing and installing traffic signal
equipment at various state highways within Lubboclcity limits.

Pursuant to this agreement, the state will reinduaing City for the cost of
traffic signal equipment and labor at three loaadioMLK Blvd and US

84/East Loop 289 (upgrade), North University amibh 289 (upgrade), and
Indiana Avenue and FM 1585 (new). The City willfigsh and install the
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5.20.

5.21.

5.22.

5.23.

5.24.

equipment to ensure compatibility with the City'sgnal system for
communications, operations, and maintenance. Tdnigeanent is similar to
several other agreements with TxDOT for similarposes.

FISCAL IMPACT

The two upgrade locations will have little to nedal impact to the City as
TxDOT has contracted with the City to maintain theirhe signal at Indiana
Avenue and FM 1585 will become the City's respahsibafter completion
of construction and will add about $400/year pos@sts and approximately
$800/year in maintenance costs.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.18.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 6.4.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.21.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.22.

Settlement Agreement Resolution - Water Utties: Resolution No.
2006-R0340 authorizing the Mayor to execute a relsa and settlement
agreement with Stauffer Management Company LLC and Bayer
CropScience USA Inc., successor by merger to Staaff Chemical
Company, regarding an easement located at or alor2601 North Quaker
Avenue.

A settlement agreement is proposed between Stauti@agement Company
LLC and Bayer CropScience USA Inc (Stauffer) anel @ity concerning the
disposition of pesticide contaminants in an apprate 300 foot segment of
the easement located at North Quaker Avenue andsORpad containing the
City's Bailey County potable water pipeline.

From the 1950s through the mid 1980s the formexuf@r Chemical
Company mixed and distributed pesticides in thenitic of North Quaker
Avenue and Clovis Road. The City received noticeetdted groundwater and
soil contamination in 2003 and 2004, and monitaiesting that continued
under Texas Commission on Environmental Quality EQ¢ direction in
2005-06. Approximately ten pesticides, including QDEndrin, and
Toxaphene were found in the City's easement cantaiour 45 inch potable
water pipeline connecting to the Bailey County viiellds.

Following multiple meetings with Stauffer and TCE€yulatory personnel, it
became clear that TCEQ will allow Stauffer to siynpistall a permanent cap
over the pesticide contaminants and leave thenfaiteprather than following
the City's recommendation to remove a large propomf the contaminants
and install an impermeable wall between Stauffaperty and the City's
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easement. The City's original proposal was baserboopern that, in the event
of a leak, pesticides could enter the pipelind& pipeline pressure dropped.
A second concern was that pesticides washed fraametisement would
constitute a new release and trigger cleanup respiities for the City under
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act requirements

Under terms of the agreement, Stauffer will pay @iy an amount required
to remove the contaminants and install the pratechiarrier, and leave all
easement contaminants in place. In the eventlefla the segment of the
pipeline passing through the contaminated area lvéllrelocated to a non-
contaminated area, funded in part by settlemerdduather than repaired.

FISCAL IMPACT

Stauffer Management Company will pay $228,850 @ @ity for costs or
damages incurred by the City now relating to therenmental condition of
the easement.

Contract Change Resolution - Health: Resolisin No. 2006-R0341
authorizing the Mayor to execute Change No. 6 to th FY 2006
Community Preparedness Section - Bioterrorism Prep@dness Contract
with the Texas Department of State Health Services.

The Community Preparedness Section (CPS)-BiotsnoriPreparedness
contract was originally approved by Council withsBkition # 2005-R0445
on September 21, 2005. Contract Change Notice BatoODepartment of
State Health Services Document No. 7560005906 2D®6@creases the
current contract $118,628 from $349,318 to $467,@46y Council approved
this budget on June 8, 2006 with Budget Amendméiit #

The City of Lubbock CPS-Bioterrorism Preparednesstfact for the contract
period of 09/01/05 to 08/31/06 has been amendedl@sed by the granting
agency, Department of State Health Services, irfdlh@wving ways. Certain

funds from the original allocation of $349,318 habeen reallocated as
variances between actual versus anticipated expérse been identified.

Two other specific and significant changes areudetl in this contract
amendment. The first involves additional fundinglie amount of $118,628
to cover Pandemic Influenza Planning activities foibbock and 12 other
surrounding counties. The second is an extensigheotontract period to run
through December 31, 2006. This extension in th&raot period has been
provided to allow for completion of additional acties related to Pandemic
Influenza Preparedness for the 13 county area,lwhdudes Lubbock.

Pandemic Influenza Preparedness activities requireder this amendment
provide for planning, training, and exercising.

Specific activities identified to accomplish theadditional requirements
include:

1. Contract with a consultant to develop a PankunPemplate for use by the
12 additional counties.
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5.27.

5.28.

2. Conduct trainings for individuals and organiaa$i across the 13 county
area.

3. Coordinate with other local partners across Bamhandle and South
Plains to contract with a consultant to condualdetop exercise for a 43
county area.

The additional funding and extension of the projeetiod results in a total
funding allocation of $467,946 and a project pexd@9/01/05 to 12/31/06.

FISCAL IMPACT

Fiscal impact will be minimal for both revenue ageneral fund activities.
City Council approved this budget on June 8, 20@6 Budget Amendment
#17.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.23.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.26.

Contract Amendment Resolution - Water Utilites: Resolution No.
2006-R0342 authorizing the Mayor to execute a cordct amendment with

Daniel B. Stephens & Associates, Inc. amending tlegope of services for
the Groundwater Utilization Study.

The City is now ready to complete the Groundwat&hzdtion Study with
Daniel B. Stephens & Associates, Inc., and in otderomplete the study and
final report, an amendment to the scope of workeisessary since some tasks
will not be performed and others are, or have berecessary.

Well-testing, as part of the project, will not bentpleted. There are, however
several tasks which are necessary to include:

1. Implement additional data into the Lubbock ameadel obtained from
Texas Tech grounds operations if such data doesaude substantial
changes in the existing model.

2. Develop, as recommended by the Lubbock Watelisddy Commission,
two model runs for the Bailey County Well Field:

a. Drought & Postpone a Major Water Supply — PuhgoBailey County
Well Field at 25,000 AF annually as long as it bafd out.

b. Drought with Relief from CRMWA Well Field — Pumihe Bailey
County Well Field at 25,000 AF annually for 5 yearsd then 10,000
AF thereatfter.

3. Provide final Groundwater Ultilization Study refpdhat incorporates
existing comments as well as the results of Itenamd 2 and supply 26
copies of the report to the City as requested.
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The results of the Groundwater Utilization Studg ancompanion study have
provided helpful information including the follongn

1. The Bailey County Well Field appears to havé®a/&ar life. Water levels
will continue to decline and additional well devefeent will be necessary
to keep water flowing to help meet peak demands.

2. While conservation does appear to have somefitef@ extending the
life of the Bailey County Well Field, those bensfére not substantial due
to surrounding pumping by agriculture, power indysand other users.

3. The City of Lubbock, if developed as a well dichas a potential to
sustain production for about 12,000 acre-feet altyuastimates for use
by the City, School Districts and Texas Tech fagation of parks, fields,
cemeteries, and other open space totals about a@6deet annually.

4. While the City can use the groundwater for pédrts potable supply, the
Lubbock Water Advisory Commission does not reconuheerthis activity
at this time due to cost and the fact that the athotiwater proposed to
be produced might only delay a major water suppbjget by about five
years.

While the use of the Lubbock Well Field may notrleeommended at this
time, it may prove beneficial at a later date. Ty especially be true in 50
years, at the projects end of the Bailey County|\Weald. In order to be

sustainable, the wells must be located throughwiCity and not clustered in
one area as previously proposed. The use of wallgrigation at parks and

schools accomplishes this. Potable use should bgre=l the same way to
ensure the supply is sustainable.

FISCAL IMPACT

$14,925, originally designated for well testingndze designated to complete
the proposed changes in the scope of serviceseTifi@o cost increase to the
project.

The Lubbock Water Advisory Commission recommendeat the Bailey
County Well Field be modeled at the higher uselteue order to determine
the impact of continued high pumping for planninggoses. This proposed
change will enable those models to be run.

Staff recommended the change in order to providenfre accurate modeling
of Lubbock’s water supply under different scenariB®stponing a major
water supply like Lake Alan Henry can have a sigaiit impact on the
Bailey County Well Field, and these changes wilptaocument that impact.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.27.
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5.30. Contract Resolution - Library: Resolution No 2006-R0343 authorizing

5.31.

5.32.

5.33.

the Mayor to execute a contract with the Texas Stat Library and

Archives Commission for a Gates Foundation Public écess Computer
Hardware Upgrade for replacement of public accessamputers for the
Lubbock Public Library.

This grant contract from the Texas State Librarg Anchives Commission is
funded by the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation ailtireplace computers
received under previous Gates grant programs. Taet gward is $33,750,
which will replace a total of 27 public access comeps at the Lubbock Public
Library.

In FY 2004-05, 105,074 library patrons utilized fheblic access computers at
the four library facilities, accessing the Intermeid Microsoft Office Suite.
This grant will provide hardware upgrades for tlenputers currently using
the Microsoft NT operating system and provide ligr@atrons with faster
computers that are equipped with current technology

FISCAL IMPACT

No fiscal impact is anticipated. This budget isluned in the second reading
of the budget ordinance also part of this agenda.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.29.

Purchase Resolution - Street Maintenance: Rastion No. 2006-R0344
for hot mix - annual pricing, BID #06-041-MA.

This bid establishes annual pricing for the purehafshot mix used by Street
Paving Department for street repairs. Pricing as éne year with two
one-year options.

FISCAL IMPACT

A total of $564,286 was appropriated with $85,4Q@ilable in account
number 4531-8260, Street Maintenance, for this gaep

Staff recommended bid award to Armour Asphalt, foc$72,000.

Purchase Resolution - Police: Resolution N2006-R0345 authorizing the
Mayor to execute a purchase order contract with ADTSecurity Services
for the purchase of additional equipment at the Muicipal Square
Building.

This item involves the sole source purchase to agmrcontrolled access
security equipment at the Municipal Square Building

FISCAL IMPACT

This purchase is funded by a grant, through Muaic{pourt, to secure the
facility where Municipal Court is located.
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Staff recommended contract award to ADT SecurityviSes, Inc. for
$30,472.78.

Purchase Resolution - Emergency Management: Resolution No.
2006-R0346 authorizing the purchase of an explosiveontainment
vehicle.

The explosive containment vehicle, or bomb traileill be used by the
Lubbock Police Department bomb technicians to gleva secure means to
safely dispose of explosive devices and suspesigas.

This equipment is available for purchase throughThxas Multiple Awards
Schedule (TXMAS) contract #TXMAS-5-84090. The TXI8Aprogram
adapts existing competitively awarded governmenintregts to the
procurement needs of the State of Texas and looaérgments. To be
considered for the TXMAS Program, an existing cacttmust be awarded by
the federal government or any other governmentstyen any state, awarded
using a competitive process, or adaptable to tiws laf the State of Texas
(Texas Government Code Title 10, Subtitle D, Sestia155.062, 2155.502,
2155.504).

FISCAL IMPACT

Funding for this purchase will be through Texaste&Stdomeland Security
2005 grant award with no impact to General Fundats.

Staff recommended the purchase of the explosiveaoanent vehicle through
the Texas Multiple Award Schedule Contract TXMAS4090 to Fisher
Scientific Company, LLC of Tampa, Florida for $1390.

6. REGULAR AGENDA (continued)

5.7.

Water Conservation, Drought and Emergency PlanOrdinance 2nd
Reading - Water Utilities: Ordinance No. 2006-O005 Consider an
ordinance amending Chapter 28 of the Code of Ordinaces, City of
Lubbock, Texas, with regard to the City of Lubbock Water Use
Management Plan — Drought and Emergency Contingencylan and
Water Conservation Plan; to promote wise and respaible use of water;
providing for target goals; supporting structural conservation programs,
and reclaimed water reuse programs; providing for aministrative
changes; providing for support of educational progams; establishing
criteria for the drought response stages; establishg restrictions on
certain water uses related to drought or shortagesproviding a penalty
for each day of non-compliance and/or discontinuareor disconnection of
water service for non-compliance with the provisios of the Water Use
Management Plan - Drought and Emergency ContingencyPlan and
Water Conservation Plan; providing for publication and ordaining other
matters related to the foregoing.

The Lubbock Water Advisory Commission and staffédaworked more than a
year on updating the Water Conservation, Drouglt Bmergency Plan,
known as the Water Use Plan, to help move forwlaedcbnservation program
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and drought preparedness level of the City. The ewalommission
recommended adoption of the Water Use Plan.

The Water Use Plan and the Irrigation Ordinancerfate with each other. As
a result, amendments to the Irrigation Ordinaneeirgeluded in Agenda Item
5.8 and recommended in order to eliminate any ainifletween the two
documents.

The Water Use Plan includes several major parte. tWo most important

sections include: (1) the Conservation Plan, andi@ Drought/Emergency

Plan. The Conservation Plan outlines a conservattandard for the City.

Most of the Conservation Plan is voluntary and etiooal, and encourages
the wise use and conservation of water. For exampbst grass types can be
green and beautiful without daily watering, whicancactually leave grass
unhealthy.

The Drought Plan has major stages that providéheworderly curtailment of
water use in order to ensure water is availableefsential life and business.
For example, Stage One proposes to restrict lapdsaaigation, or yard
watering, to two times during one week. Stage Twsetricts landscape
irrigation to once a week, Stage Three to once atmoand Stage Four
prohibits outside watering. These restrictions gp the use of water
produced and delivered by the City. Well water oougpdwater is regulated
by the High Plains Underground Water Conservati@iriat and the City and
the District work together on any enforcement issue

Canadian River Municipal Water Authority will memt Sanford, Texas on
July 12, 2006, at their offices located by Lake &tkth. They will consider
water allocation for this year and next year. Audion in allocation this
year may be unlikely. Next year, the reductiontive total CRMWA

allocation could be between 20 percent and 30 percéhe City needs to be
prepared for this. The current plan changes frdowahg daily watering to

watering one day per week. The proposed plan pssgeein stages from
daily, to twice a week, to once a week. With themmn of the plan, the
twice a week limitation will be effective immeditelf necessary, the City
can take the next step to move to Stage Two foe anweek watering.

The Lubbock Water Advisory Commission is still wioig on one element of
the plan, and that issue is to define water wasteehforcement purposes.
This item will be presented later with a Water Coission recommendation.
Upon first reading, Council agreed to eliminate Weder waste wording until
the Water Commission makes a recommendation, amd hias been
accomplished.

Citizens and the Parks Department have made a femments and
suggestions. The first is that hand watering admnallowed during the
drought stages. Staff recommended that this bedalddck in.

Parks expressed concern about being able to watarkain only two days,
and that this is not feasible. It was explainedPtrks that the proposed
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ordinance does not restrict watering to specifiagsdand that they may water
in a park daily as long as each zone is only wdteméce a week as required
under drought stage one of the proposed ordinance.

Parks expressed concern that watering new plargrrabshould be allowed

on a more frequent basis until it is establish&dis recommendation can also
be included for drought stages one and two. Undeught stage three and
emergency stage four, the more frequent wateriogldhnot be allowed due

to severe shortages of water.

Parks also requested other exceptions that maptadd through the appeals
process that will be heard by the citizen WaterrBad Appeals:

a. watering after fertilization,

b. drip systems,

c. watering times, and

d. the number of days if the 1.5” watering standarwllowed.

FISCAL IMPACT

With Conservation and Drought Stages, water use deyease. This can
have some impact on water revenues. The amourgasédse will depend on
the level of conservation and the drought stagdempnted.

The Lubbock Advisory Water Commission and stafforamended approval
of the second reading of this ordinance.

Tom Adams, Deputy City Manager/Water Utilities [Riter, and Anita
Burgess, City Attorney gave comments and answeunedtopns from Council.

Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath requested Adams providenCibuwvith a list of
businesses that use water wells.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Leonard to pass on second and final readindinance No.
2006-00075 as recommended by staff. Motion carriedyes, O Nays.

Water Irrigation Ordinance 2nd Reading - Water Utilities: Ordinance
No. 2006-0O0076 Consider an ordinance amending Chagt28 of the Code
of Ordinances of the City of Lubbock, Texas, with egard to the
jurisdiction of the Water Board of Appeals; providing a penalty;
providing a savings clause; and providing for pubkation.

The Lubbock Water Advisory Commission and staffédaxorked more than a
year on updating the Water Conservation, Droughlt Bmergency Plan,
known as the Water Use Plan, to help move forwlaedcbnservation program
and drought preparedness level of the City. The ewdommission

recommended the Water Use Plan.

The Water Use Plan and the Irrigation Ordinancerfate with each other.
As a result, amendments to the Irrigation Ordinaareealso recommended in
order to eliminate any conflict between the twoutoents.
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The Irrigation Ordinance amendments allow an exgstboard, the Water
Board of Appeals, to hear requests for variancethe@orequirements of the
Water Use Management Plan - Drought and Emergenayirigency Plan and
Water Conservation Plan. This board currently $ie@peals to the irrigation
ordinance, and will in the future, hear appealstesl to the Conservation,
Drought and Emergency Contingency Plan as well.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.

The Lubbock Advisory Water Commission and stafforamended approval
of the second reading of this ordinance.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Leonard to pass on second and final readindinance No.
2006-00076 as recommended by staff. Motion carriedyes, O Nays.

Lubbock Emergency Communication District FY 206-07 Budget
Resolution - City Manager's Office:  Resolution No. 2006-R0347
approving Lubbock Emergency Communication District Budget for
Fiscal Year 2006-07.

The Lubbock Emergency Communication District (LECBoard of
Managers has approved for distribution the LECDppeed budget for FY
2006-07 commencing October 1, 2006. The proposeddiuepresents a fair
and prudent financial plan to accomplish the LECBsion "...to provide the
best possible, trouble free network for the citzestaff serve to access
emergency services by dialing 9-1-1; to providehbst tools (equipment and
information) to each service provider agency thiitemhance their ability to
provide public safety services; and to educateptitdic on the effective and
appropriate use of the 9-1-1 network."

Texas Health & Safety Code, Section 772.306, pew/ithat a 9-1-1 District is
governed by a Board of Managers. The Board makésuprescribed as
follows:

- one member for each county in the district apggairby the commissioner’s
court

- two members appointed by the governing body @& thost populous
municipality

- one member appointed by the second most popubomscipality
- one member appointed to represent the other npatitees (at large)
- one nonvoting member appointed by the principkhone service supplier
Current Appointments:
David Gutierrez, Lubbock County
George Ewing and Bob Wood, City of Lubbock
Joe Sparkman, City of Slaton
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William P. Tynan, At Large member
David George, Non-voting member

Michael Grossie is the Executive Director of LECBdaappointed by the
LECD Board of Managers.

Section 772.309, Texas Health & Safety Code, reguitECD to present its
annual budget to the governing body of the mosufmys municipality in the
District having a population of more than 140,000dpproval.

The attached proposed budget reflects an overalease of 15% from the
current year. This increase is due to the propdssthllation of digital
backroom equipment to prepare for the change of9tiel network from
analog to digital and to provide a platform for egieg technologies, such as
voice over the Internet. The goal is to have a B-§ystem capable of
receiving 9-1-1 calls anytime, anywhere, from anyide.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact.

Michael Grossie, Executive Director of LECD, gawsmnents and answered
guestions from Council. City Manager Lee Ann Dumibaalso gave
comments.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorime@ouncil Member
Jones to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0347 as recodeddry staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Stop Sign Policy Resolution - Traffic: Resotion No. 2006-R0348
establishing procedures for the installation and rplacement of stop signs.

This policy is a result of requests by Council #omore uniform procedure to
be utilized with all citizen requests for stop Egnd to provide for an appeal
process. The proposed policy has been reviewedetunmended for City
Council approval by the Citizens Traffic Commissartheir April 18, 2006,
meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.

Staff and the Citizens Traffic Commission recomnezh@pproval of this
policy.

Jere Hart, Traffic Engineer, gave comments and arexlvquestions from
Council.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorime@ouncil Member
Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0348 as recormetehy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.
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6.4.

Interlocal Agreement Resolution - Emergency Bhagement: Resolution
No. 2006-R0349 authorizing the Mayor to execute aninterlocal

agreement with Lubbock County concerning the use otounty inmate
labor for city projects.

The City of Lubbock and Lubbock County are workiogether on a project
where the county will provide inmate labor for ¢leap projects throughout
the city. The labor pool of inmates will be supsed by Sheriff's Department
deputies.

FISCAL IMPACT

Budgeted expenditures will not exceed $105,000 allywufor deputies'

salaries, fuel, and supplies. Two workforces ofates will be supervised by
two Sheriff's deputies allowing city personnel te Mhtilized for other

day-to-day operations rather than clean-up duties.

This program saves the City money and also shoeest gooperation between
the City and County of Lubbock.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Lubbock County Sheriff David Gutierrez gave commsemind answered
guestions from Council.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member DelLeon to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0349easmmended by
staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Board Establishment Ordinance - City Council: Ordinance No.
2006-00080 establishing a Construction Ordinance Adsory Board to
review proposed amendments to the Building Code aniéire Codes.

The purpose of this ordinance is to establish as@oation Ordinance

Advisory Board to review proposed amendments toBhiéding Code and

Fire Codes for the City. This ordinance recommemaseven member board
composed of representatives of the professional esldted business
community as well as a citizen at large position.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.

Tim Green, President of Home Builders Associatiand Jeff Lowrey with
the Lubbock Apartment Association gave comments arswered questions
from Council. Rob Allison, Executive Director oedelopment Services, and
Fire Chief Steve Hailey also gave comments and arexvquestions from
Council.

Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath suggested that Rob Allisbelp facilitate
conversations, among staff and the groups, befagenext reading to make
sure the ordinance is inclusive enough and to getyene’s input to see if
staff is going to the extent needed.
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Motion was made by Council Member Leonard, secondgdCouncil
Member Boren to pass on first reading Ordinance R@06-O0080 as
recommended by staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes,&yd

Agreement Resolution - Civic Center: Resoln No. 2006-R0350
authorizing the Mayor to execute an agreement witlCivic Lubbock, Inc.

to oversee and coordinate funding allocated from Hel Occupancy Tax
to be used for the 2006 Music Festival and/or futw Lubbock Music

Festivals.

As per the current agreement dated September 25, Zllvic Lubbock, Inc.
created an Entertainment Task Force Standing SubrGibee. The
responsibilities of the Task Force involve the depment, organization,
coordination and funding of events that would takivantage of the various
talent and venues associated with the City of Leklso entertainment
industry.

The City's FY 2005-06 operating budget was amermedanuary 31, 2006,
to appropriate and designate $175,000 from Hote#Mdax Fund Balance
for the Lubbock Music Festival. Funding from thigy@f Lubbock allocation

for the Lubbock Music Festival from FY 2004-2005tle amount of $18,188
will also be included in the transfer amount to i€ilzubbock, Inc. for the
2006 Music Festival and future festivals. The fumdl be deposited in an
interest bearing account and Civic Lubbock, Inallsbomply with all laws

and provisions of Chapter 351 of the Texas Tax C@ieic Lubbock, Inc.

will make quarterly reports to the City Secretarythwregards to such
expenditures made by Civic Lubbock and detailingvhtbese funds were
expended.

FISCAL IMPACT

Funds associated with this agreement were allocted the Hotel/Motel
Occupancy Tax and will not impact the General Fund.

Staff recommended that City Council approve theppsed agreement with
Civic Lubbock, Inc. to administer the funds asstariavith the 2006 Lubbock
Music Festival and future festivals.

Nancy Haney, Executive Director of Community Deysient, and City
Manager Lee Ann Dumbauld gave comments and answgrestions from
Council. Dan Burns, member of the Civic Lubboak;.IBoard of Directors,
also gave comments and answered questions fromaf.oun

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R035@esmmended by staff.
Motion carried: 6 Ayes, O Nays.

Council Member Jones recused herself.
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5.22. Cultural Arts Grant Resolution - Civic Center.  Resolution No.
2006-R0351 approving recommendations from the Cultal Arts Grant
Review Committee and the Civic Lubbock, Inc. Boardof Directors for
the first of two grant periods for the FY 2006-07 Qltural Arts Grant
Program using Hotel/Motel Occupancy Tax funds colleted at the end of
FY 2004-05.

On April 13, 2006, the Lubbock City Council apprdvan agreement with
Civic Lubbock, Inc. to administer the City of Lultdds Cultural Arts Grant

program and to pay Civic Lubbock, Inc. $164,523bt used for the grant
program. The term of the agreement commenced oreffeetive date and
continues without interruption until March 31, 200Fhe agreement also
stipulates that the funds are to be used in mafiragt awards to cultural arts
organizations for the encouragement, promotion, rawgment, and

application of the arts and the promotion of taurisn the Lubbock

community. The funds represent 5.71429% of thelimotdel tax collected

during the fiscal year ended September 30, 2005.

In reviewing requests and developing funding recemdations for each
application, the Cultural Arts Grants Review Conteat followed the
guidelines that were approved as part of the Ap8il 2006, agreement. A
Grant Workshop was held on May 4, 2006, for allamigations wanting to
apply for a Cultural Arts Grant. Included among therkshop presenters were
representatives from the Lubbock Convention anditdfis Bureau, the
Lubbock Hotel Motel Association, and the City Attey’'s office. Fourteen
applications were received on the June 1, 2006dldea After a thorough
review and evaluation of the applications by thdt@al Arts Grant Review
Committee, 14 applications were recommended fdofupartial funding.

The Cultural Arts Grant Review Committee, compriggédappointments by
City Council and representatives of the Civic LutkoInc. Board of
Directors, submitted their recommendations to thié €ivic Lubbock, Inc.

Board and were approved as recommended at thedr Zth Board meeting.
These recommendations are now being presented typ @iuncil for

approval.

The Cultural Arts Grant Review Committee and thei€iLubbock, Inc.
Board of Directors are requesting City Council apait of $85,800 in grant
awards for the first granting period of the FY 2dD6 Cultural Arts Grant
Program. Enclosed in your agenda backup is adisifrthe recommendations
and comments from the Cultural Arts Grants Reviemn@ittee.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.

The Cultural Arts Grant Review Committee and th&ic€iLubbock, Inc.
Board of Directors recommended approval of thisliggn.

Nancy Haney, Executive Director of Community Deyslent; Dan Burns,
member of the Civic Lubbock, Inc. Board of Direstoand Chevo Moralez,
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Vice Chairman/Vice President of the Civic Lubbotik;. Board of Directors,
gave comments and answered questions.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde@buncil Member
Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0351 as recometkhy staff. Motion
carried: 6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Council Member Jones was away from the dais.

Paving Policy Resolution - Finance/Public Wé&s: Resolution No.
2006-R0352 approving the revised City of Lubbock pang policy.

This resolution replaces the previous paving palesolution dated March 23,
2006.

This revision to the paving policy removes the regaent of the abutting
landowners to pay a share of the thoroughfare gaeost. The construction
of the thoroughfare curb and gutter, at the timewdddividing property, will

remain a requirement of the developer when plattiegproperty.

The current paving policy has required a developlatting property abutting

a designated thoroughfare, prepay the then cugstimhated cost to pave a
16.5 foot width of the thoroughfare street if zomegdidential (R-1 or R-2

zoned property). The developer has been requir@dejoay the cost to pave a
27.5 foot width of the thoroughfare pavement if ireperty was other than
residential use. The width of a T-2 designateddbghfare street is 88 feet
from face-of-curb to face-of-curb, or 85 feet o/pment width.

Current policy has required developers to prepay thesignated width of 33
feet, if there was residential property on bothesiof the thoroughfare, with
the City responsible for the center 52 feet of widt non-residential property
was on both sides, the developers were respor&iblg5 feet of pavement
width, with the City responsible for the centerfa@ét.

In the typical mile of a thoroughfare street, therbughfare corners would
have 10-acre commercial tracts, usually 660 feet6b9 feet, with the
remaining abutting property between the commerc@ainers zoned for
residential use, about 3,840 feet of residentiabperty abutting the
thoroughfare.

The problems with prepaying thoroughfare pavingsoxlude:

1. Disagreement over responsibility of paving thighfares. Thoroughfares
are an overall responsibility of the City to movaffic as part of the
overall transportation system, and that responibshould not fall on
adjacent landowners. For specific developers (altichately specific
homeowners) to pay for a thoroughfare enjoyed big @n inequity.

2. Prepaid paving deposits made to the City ddkaep up with inflation.

Prepaid paving deposits made to the City may istéhe prepaid account
for years until the project is constructed, and ghepaid funds are used.
For example, there are prepaid funds remainingcroants that were
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originally deposited in the 1960’s. Developers haaenplained about
requiring these funds, as a platting requiremeittiout seeing anything
done with the money for years. Requiring develsperpay for a service
that is not provided is not appropriate.

A second method of requiring property owner finah@articipation in the
cost of thoroughfare pavement improvements is tjmoassessment paving
programs. Assessments have been attempted on ¢indaoe paving projects
on properties that have not been platted, or opgitg owners who did not
prepay their thoroughfare costs for whatever rems@@uch as properties
platted before annexation into the City). Pursuartate Law, an assessment
cannot exceed the paving improvements enhancenadmt vo that abutting
property. This has been a problem on thoroughfaweng for at least the last
15 years, where the enhancement did not nearlyoapbrthe calculated
amount the abutting owner should pay toward thengaeost. Appraisers
have consistently found that residential propertiage had no enhancement
value due to adjacent thoroughfare paving, whics hesulted in zero
assessments on unplatted residential properties.

To offset the loss of revenue somewhat by elimngatosts of thoroughfare
paving to the adjacent properties, the proposedngav policy requires
developers to pay the full width street costs ioteio the subdivision. Current
policy provides for the City to pay extra width t©®f paving on designated
collector streets. The proposed policy will eliati@ the extra width City cost
participation.

Staff met with the Developers Council of the Wesixds Homebuilders
Association on July 5 to discuss these issues.

Staff plans to discuss having the developer coostthe sidewalk on

thoroughfares, as part of their platting requiretnand at the same time they
construct the thoroughfare curb and gutter. Thid emsure continuous

sidewalks along the City’s thoroughfares, and, amiaimum, sidewalks

abutting developed properties.

A requirement for the developer to construct cuamps at all intersections

within their subdivision, instead of requiring themps to be constructed by
the builder at the time of the building permit valso be discussed. It is staff's
opinion that requiring the developer’'s paving caator to construct curb

ramps at the time of street construction shouldltés better consistency and
compliance with ADA requirements.

The thoroughfare sidewalk and curb ramp issues vaille to be addressed
through Code changes, if directed by Council. Thésde changes will be
presented at a later Council meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT

There will be a net loss of revenue, which is thf#erknce between
thoroughfare prepaid paving the City receives fratavelopers plus
assessments through assessment paving progranthea@ity reduction in
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cost of extra width paving on collector streetse Tatal loss will depend on
when the prepaid paving was deposited with the, Gityl how that amount
compares with current construction prices.

In an effort to attempt an estimate of the reveobange, the following
scenarios were estimated, assuming different stafelevelopment on one
side of a mile-length of thoroughfare street:

(a) Assuming all abutting property was subdividesvnhaving prepaid their
paving cost at current prices, and the thoroughfiae being built now at
the same unit costs, the net revenue loss wouldafg@oximately
$419,000. This scenario would be the worst casegreatest estimated
revenue loss. This is also the least likely saenddistorically, properties
abutting thoroughfares develop over long period&noe, and therefore
their prepaid paving unit costs would have beerd @i different and
increasing rates over time.

(b) Assuming half the abutting properties were suiddd years ago using old
unit paving prices for prepaid, and attempting @seasment on the
properties still not subdivided, the net revenuesslowould be
approximately $100,000.

(c) Assuming half the properties were subdividedgisurrent unit prices for
their prepaid paving, and attempting to assesstiner properties still not
subdivided, the net revenue loss would be appraein&227,000.

The net revenue loss would most likely be in a edogtween scenario (b) and
scenario (c).

Again, the above estimates indicate the net lossewénue (prepaid plus
paving assessments) less the City's extra widthicjpation on collector
streets interior to the section line thoroughfaneets. The estimates are
amounts based on one side of one mile of a tyfhcabughfare street and one
fourth of the total extra width of all collectorsthin the typical section line
thoroughfares.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorime@ouncil Member
Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0352 as recormetehy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Resolution - Community Development: Resolution No.
2006-R0353 authorizing the Mayor to execute an amdment to a
Community Development funding contract with Lutheran Social Services
Neighborhood House to fund the Comprehensive EnergyAssistance
Elderly/Disabled and Energy Crisis Components.

Grantee: Lutheran Social Services.
Program: CEAP Elderly/Disabled & Energy Crisis.
Funding Source: 2006 Comprehensive Energy AssistBnagram (CEAP).
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Use of Funds: CEAP Funds are to be used to prowiti¢y assistance to
qgualified elderly/disabled and low-income familiesith children and
individuals.

Amount: These are additional funds of $224,410. r@du previously
approved $160,685 from CEAP funds and $30,000 f@&®sBG funds, for a
total of $415,095.

Match: None.
Return of Investment: None.
Terms: January 1, 2006 through December 31, 2006.

Comments: Funding for this contract was approved thy Community
Development and Services Board (CDSB) during thegularly scheduled
meeting held on December 7, 2005. City Councilrapgd the contract on
January 31, 2006. The additional funding was apgdoby CDSB during
their regularly scheduled meeting held on Juned062 The first reading for
the additional appropriation of these funds toakcplduring the City Council
meeting held on June 8, 2006, under Budget Amenti#ieh

FISCAL IMPACT

The funds used are from the Comprehensive Energistasice Program and
the Community Services Block Grant. The maximunbéoallocated to this
project is $415,095.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorme@ouncil Member
Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0353 as recometehy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Resolution - Community Development: Resolution No.
2006-R0354 authorizing the Mayor to execute an amdment to a
Community Development funding contract with Life Run Independent
Living to fund the Comprehensive Energy Assistancelderly/Disabled
Component.

Grantee: LIFE Run Independent Living
Program: CEAP Elderly/Disabled Component
Funding Source: 2006 Comprehensive Energy AssistBnagram (CEAP)

Use of Funds: CEAP funds are to be used to prouitlgy assistance to
qualified Elderly/Disabled individuals.

Amount: These are additional funds of $68,500. @duysreviously approved
$40,000 from CEAP funds and $5,000 from CSBG furfds,a total of
$113,500.

Match: None
Return of Investment: None
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Terms: January 1, 2006 through December 31, 2006

Comments: Funding for this contract was approved thy Community
Development and Services Board (CDSB) during thegularly scheduled
meeting held on December 7, 2005. City Councilrapgd the contract on
January 31, 2006. The additional funding was apguidwy CDSB during their
regularly scheduled meeting held on June 7, 20DBe first reading for the
additional appropriation of these funds took plakging the City Council
meeting held on June 8, 2006, under Budget Amenti#ieh

FISCAL IMPACT

The funds used are from the Comprehensive Energistasice Program and
the Community Services Block Grant. The maximunbéoallocated to this
project is $113,500.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorme@ouncil Member
Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0354 as recometehy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Resolution - Police: Resolution N®006-R0355 authorizing the
Mayor to execute a purchase order for uniforms - anual pricing, BID
#06-046-RW

This bid establishes pricing for custom made-to-gueauniforms for a period
of one year with the option to renew for two adihfl one-year periods.
These custom tailored uniforms are cut and fitacheindividual officer. The
uniforms are worn as dress uniforms for speciahtssand on occasions when
formal uniform attire is required, or worn as notmaty uniforms.

Police Custom Made-To-Measure Uniforms Annual Rgcis to establish
firm pricing for custom tailored uniforms for a pmat of up to three years.
Tailored uniforms are custom made to measure aggpitd each individual
measurement; worn as dress uniform for special tei@atasions when
formal uniform attire is required; and/or as normaty uniform.

Red The Uniform Tailor of Lakewood, New Jersey @ only bidder who

met the specifications to provide a custom tailarextie-to-measure uniform.
This company has previously provided custom tailoreade to measure
uniforms to the Lubbock Police Department and hagad reputation for

providing a high quality product and good custos®wice.

Tyler Uniform, Inc. of Tyler, Texas submitted a bfdr “off-the-rack”
Frontline Uniforms altered to a custom-fit. Spmefions do not allow
modification, or alteration of stock-sized (for exale: 16x32 shirt or 32x34
trouser) uniform items. The Police Department ently has an annual
contract for Blauer “off-the-rack” duty uniforms.
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FISCAL IMPACT

$359,012 was appropriated with $293,193 availabl@dcount 5735.8123,
Uniforms, for this purpose.

Staff recommended bid award to Red The Uniformorainc. of Lakewood,
New Jersey for $78,356.

Police Chief Claude Jones and Fire Chief Steveeajave comments and
answered questions from Council.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorme@ouncil Member
Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0355 as recometkhy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Resolution - Fleet Services: Restion No. 2006-R0356
authorizing the Mayor to execute a purchase orderdr the repair of solid
waste equipment.

The Caterpillar D8 bulldozer used for trash comipacat the City's landfill
requires a complete overhaul of its undercarriagkis equipment is used to
move soil to repair erosion, to cover the workimgaaat the end of each day,
for excavation projects, and for road repair.

The City landfill has experienced a 40% increasevaste stream volume
since a private landfill shut down last month. Atdgional 333 tons of waste
per day has added work for the landfill equipmémtJune 20006, the local
Caterpillar dealer who services our Caterpillaripouent indicated that the
D8 bulldozer will need an undercarriage replacemetitin two months at the
rate staff are using it. The D8 bulldozer was feaised four to five hours per
day and is now being used eight to ten hours pgr daCaterpillar D7
bulldozer from the old City landfill will be usedidng the estimated 10 days
it will take to repair the D8.

Overhaul includes replacement of rollers, idler srmins, rocker groups,
sprockets, pads, and link assemblies. Warren ClATubbock, Texas is the
authorized original equipment dealer for Caterpillac. in Oklahoma and
West Texas. Warren CAT is the sole supplier ofe@allar equipment and
parts and service of that equipment.

FISCAL IMPACT

$149,000 is available in account 5515.8202, LahHfjuipment Maintenance
- Motor Vehicle, for this purpose. Repairs aréneated to cost $49,135.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Terry Ellerbrook, Director of Solid Waste, gave cuoents and answered
guestions from Council. City Manager Lee Ann Dumidagave comments.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorme@ouncil Member
Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0356 as recometehy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.
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6.1.

6.2.

Board Appointments - City Secretary: Considerthree appointments to
Civic Lubbock, Inc. Board of Directors.

Motion was made by Council Member Jones, secongelldoyor Pro Tem
Gilbreath to reappoint Murray Hensley, Jim Whited &Villiam Lowell to the
Civic Lubbock, Inc. Board of Directors. Motion cad: 7 Ayes, O Nays.

Contract Resolution - Water Utilities: Resolubn No. 2006-R0357
authorizing the Mayor to execute a contract with Lakwood, Andrews &
Newman, Inc. for professional engineering servicefor pump system
evaluation, RFQ #05-144-BM.

More than 20 years have passed since the wateibdistn pumping system
has been thoroughly evaluated. The purpose ofptitiect is to evaluate the
pumping system regarding energy consumption, mechlanntegrity,
structural integrity and regulatory requirementse pump system includes 10
pump stations, 8 ground storage reservoirs, aneévaied tanks in Lubbock,
as well as the Shallowater/Reese pump stationireiseand the Sudan pump
station/reservoir located outside of Lubbock. Thantract will include a
complete energy audit and the evaluation will analgll pump station major
electrical and mechanical units such as pumps, mso&bectrical switchgear,
and valves, and will analyze all pump station majouctures such as pump
buildings and storage reservoirs, as well as ebeMvtinks. The evaluation will
include recommendations and propose options regg@ehergy conservation,
mechanical and structural rehabilitation and improents, and compliance
with current, pending and future regulatory reqguieats for the next 20 years.

The following firms responded to the RFQ and wargked as follows:

Lockwood, Andrews & Newman of Austin, TX - 439 ptsn
HDR Engineering of Austin, TX - 413 points

Carter & Burgess of Dallas, TX - 359 points

Brown & Gay Engineers of Fort Worth, TX - 352 paint

The evaluation criteria in the RFQ included 1) pobjteam organization and
gualifications, 35%; 2) past project experienceo2project approach, 30%;
and overall responsiveness to the RFQ, 10%.

After reviewing the statements of qualifications darhearing oral
presentations, the evaluation committee unanimorestpmmended contract
award to Lockwood, Andrews & Newman. The committke¢ermined that
the proposal by Lockwood, Andrews & Newman, Incstb@eets the needs
and requirements of the project. This firm demiaistl excellent knowledge
and preliminary analysis of the pump system, detiak project approach
designed to provide thorough analysis of the puygtesn, and demonstrated
extensive experience on similar projects.

FISCAL IMPACT

$250,000 is appropriated in capital project #85&mp System Evaluation.
An additional $40,000 for this project is includéd budget ordinance
amendment #19.
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Staff recommended contract award to Lockwood, Awdr& Newman, Inc.
of Austin, Texas for $288,526.

Tom Adams, Deputy City Manager/Water Utilities it@, gave comments
and answered questions from Council.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde€buncil Member
Leonard to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0357 as readed by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

6.3. This item was considered following Item 4.1
6.4. This item was considered following Item 5.20.
11:20 AM. CITY COUNCIL RECESSED
1:33 P.M. CITY COUNCIL RECONVENED
7. WORK SESSION

7.1. Quarterly Financial Report - Finance: Preserdtion of Quarterly
Financial Report.

Jeffrey Yates, Chief Financial Officer, gave a preation on the Quarterly
Financial Report through May 31, 2006. He thermemmed questions from
Council. Marsha Reed, Civil Engineer, and City ldger Lee Ann Dumbauld
assisted in answering questions from Council.

7.2. Citizens Advisory Committee - City Council: Dscuss formation and
duties of a possible citizens advisory committee f@ bond election and
related topics.

Council discussed formation and duties of a possititizens advisory
committee for a bond election and related topiddayor Miller opened
discussion on the potential of a bond election. stéed that according to
State Law, these elections are prohibited from wouy any more frequently
than twice a year, that being in May and Novemberorder to move forward
on some important items (such as infrastructunelacement of water lines
and expansion of sewer lines, street repairs aiiditg new streets), thought
should be placed on the process. The Mayor werntb @ay that he and the
Council would like to have significant citizen inpon these issues, because
citizen approval is required for bonds.

Council Member Boren pointed out that there areteof working needs in

different areas of Lubbock that are necessary &p lggowing our economy
and growing our tax base. He said the best walotthat is for every dollar
we can invest into our infrastructure, we would a@mage private

development/private dollars to come in. Borenestdhat to meet the long list
of needs of the community, May 2007 would probdi#ythe best time for an
election, and this would give citizens enough timéok at things.

Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath informed the Mayor that,the past, the way it
worked was the City Council appointed a Citizenyi&dry Committee. This
committee advises the City Council and the CityLabbock on what the
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citizenry thinks is important and appropriate,emts of projects and amounts
to be spent. Each Council member appoints twoviddals from their
district, and the Mayor appoints the Chairman of @Gitizens Advisory
Committee, plus a couple of individuals. Mr. Gdhth feels that this would
be a great way to go about it this time.

Consensus from City Council was for each Counciminer to appoint two
individuals from their district and the Mayor appbone. Council requested a
resolution for the July 25, 2006 meeting to crede committee. Mayor
Miller asked City Manager Dumbauld to prepare atscard” of the projects
for the next meeting.

Council Member DelLeon said she wants to look atadrt card” of the 1999
Bond Projects to see the status. She said shenemed with the projects
not moving quickly.

2:05 P.M. COUNCIL ADJOURNED

There being no further business to come before GhuMayor Miller
adjourned the meeting.
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