CITY OF LUBBOCK
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
NOVEMBER 9, 2006
7:30 P. M.

The City Council of the City of Lubbock, Texas metin regular session on the 9th
day of November, 2006, in the City Council Chambetsfirst floor, City Hall, 1625
13th Street, Lubbock, Texas at 7:30 A. M.

7:32 A.M. 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
1.1. The following individuals appeared before th€ity Council to discuss the
proposed annexation of the area of South Lubbock Qmty, commonly
known as "The Strip":
Thomas Jim Dulin, Phil Crenshaw, Ken Carter, andrits Don (Tom) Dulin

appeared before Council to voice their opinionsmbosition to the proposed
annexation of the area of south Lubbock County, momly known as “The

Strip”.
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.”

7:45 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 contgated litigation or
settlement agreement, and hold a consultation withattorney (Lake Alan
Henry, Police, Solid Waste, Water Utilities).
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2.2.

2.3.

2.4.

2.5.

Hold an executive session in accordance with. VC.A. Government
Code, Section 551.072, to deliberate the purchasexchange, lease, or
value of real property (Visitors Center, Water Utilities).

Hold an executive session in accordance with.WC.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 511.074(a)(1), to discuss personnehttars regarding
duties, responsibilities, and/or appointments to ta West Texas Municipal
Power Agency Board of Directors.

Hold an executive session in accordance with. WC.A. Government

Code, Section 551.086, on the following competitivenatters (Electric

Utilities):

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

2.5.2 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;

2.5.3 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.

9:37 A.M. CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING RECONVENED

Present:

Absent:

City Council Chambers

Mayor David A. Miller; Mayor Pro Tem Jim Gilbreath; Council
Member Linda DelLeon; Council Member John Leonard; Gouncil
Member Floyd Price; Lee Ann Dumbauld, City Manager; Anita
Burgess, City Attorney; and Tommy Combs, Deputy Ci§ Secretary

Council Member Gary O. Boren, Council Membe Phyllis Jones, and
Rebecca Garza, City Secretary

Mayor Miller reconvened the meeting at 9:37 a.m.

3. PROCLAMATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

3.1.
3.2.

Invocation by Pastor David Langford, Quaker Aenue Church of Christ.
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.

Council Member Jones arrived.
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3.3.

3.4.

Presentation of a special recognition to Citgf Lubbock and to City of
Slaton firefighters for their combined life-savingefforts to rescue three
paint crew members who were overcome by fumes whilgorking at the
top of a water tower.

Mayor Miller presented special recognition to btk City of Lubbock and
City of Slaton firefighters for rescuing the paonew members from the water
tower, who became overpowered with fumes. He r&gdeDistrict Chief
Lewis Treadwell, Captain Delton Cleveland, Captamery Meunier, Captain
Ben Evans, Lieutenant Craig Gannon, Equipment Qperday Williams,
Firefighter Jason Bobo, Firefighter Wade Gipsorrefighter Chris Kemp,
Firefighter Clint Adams, Firefighter Nick AngereFjrefighter Dustin Bell,
Firefighter Kyle Pounds, and members from the Sldtore Department to
join him while he read the special recognition.

Council Member Boren arrived.

Presentation of a special recognition to indiduals assisting in a special
operations search and recovery of Joanna Rogers dhe West Texas
Regional Disposal Facility.

Mayor Miller presented special recognition to tinelividuals assisting in a
special operations search and recovery of the resradiJoanna Rogers at the
West Texas Regional Disposal Facility. The Maywited Sherriff Gutierrez
and County Commissioners McCay and Jones, Captaim [Qarter,
Lieutenant Antonio Menchaca, Ricky Tadlock, Johrbkoand Brian Chapa
to join him while he read the special recognitiarappreciation to the group.
Sherriff Gutierrez and Lt. Menchaca gave comments.

At this time, Rick Murphy, President of the LubbodRrofessional
Firefighter's Association, made a special presémato Council Member
Floyd Price for his service as a public safety iq@l officer for many years,
for his service on the City Council, and for beisg supportive of public
safety.

4. MINUTES

4.1.

Approval of Prior Meeting Minutes: Regular City Council Meeting,
October 13, 2006, and Special City Council Meeting)ctober 19, 2006

Motion was made by Council Member Price, secondgd/ayor Pro Tem
Gilbreath to approve the minutes of the Regulay @buncil Meeting of
October 13, 2006 and the Special City Council Megtf October 19, 2006
with the following change:

Let the minutes of the Regular City Council MeetofgOctober 13, 2006
reflect, in Item 6.10, the recommendation and legd¥ise from City
Attorney Anita Burgess on handling the vote.

Motion carried: 7 Ayes, O Nays.
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5. CONSENT AGENDA (Items 5.1-5.13, 5.16-5.17, 5.1920)

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secontdgdMayor Pro Tem
Gilbreath to approve Items 5.1-5.13, 5.16-5.17,9%20 on consent agenda as
recommended by staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes,dy$

5.1.

5.2.

5.3.

Ordinance Amendment 2nd Reading - Traffic: Odinance No.
2006-00110 Consider an ordinance amending Sectidt6 of the City
Code adding new Section 16-251 to exempt personghwiisabilities from
payment of fees or penalties imposed for time limjparking.

Section 681.006(b) of the Texas Transportation Godeides that the owner
of a vehicle is exempt from the payment of a fegenalty imposed by a
governmental unit for parking at a meter if (1) trehicles is being operated
by or for the transportation of a person with aadibty and (2) there are (A)
displayed on the vehicle special license platageidsinder Section 504.201 of
the Texas Transportation Code or (B) placed onréaeview mirror of the
vehicle's front windshield a disabled parking ptaca

Section 681.006(e) of the Texas Transportation Cepdavides that a
governmental unit may provide by ordinance or orttext the exemption
provided by Section 681.006(b) also applies to paynof a fee or penalty
imposed by the governmental unit for parking inaakphg garage or lot or in
a space with a limitation on the length of time parking.

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

Right-of-Way Ordinance 2nd Reading - Right-oM/ay: Ordinance No.
2006-00112 Consider an ordinance abandoning andosling a temporary
drainage easement located in Section 35, Block AK,ubbock County,
Texas, easement located at 6501 Spur 327.

This proposed ordinance was read for the first tahéhe October 26, 2006,
City Council meeting as a consent agenda item.

The proposed ordinance abandons and closes a ac2&5ract of temporary
drainage easement in Section 35, Block AK, whichlasated west of
Milwaukee Avenue and south of Spur 327. New dranagsements will be
dedicated as needed when the property is platted.

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

Zone Case No. 1335-A (715 E. 73rd Street) Ondince 2nd Reading -
Planning:  Ordinance No. 2006-00113 Consider requesof AMD
Engineering, LP for Nix Electric Company, Inc. for a zoning change from
R-1to M-1 on Lots 23-25, Del Prado.
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The request will relocate an existing alley andorez three residential lots
facing 73rd Street to M-1. The three lots will lbénpd with the parcel on the
South Loop where Mr. Nix has operated Nix Electiibat parcel is zoned
M-1.

Adjacent land use:

N — industrial

S — residential

E — industrial zoning
W - residential

This area was developed prior to adoption of thé51Blan and therefore is
not in concert with current Comprehensive Land Bk policies. This row
of seven residential lots backs up to commercidliadustrial use to the north
(on Loop 289), and M-1 zoning comes all the way3od Street just to the
east.

To alleviate any of the fears with regard to the wd the land for the
remaining residential neighbors, Mr. Nix has agreedhree conditions that
will benefit the residential environment. The cdratis are supported by the
staff.

Planning Commission recommended the request sulbpethe following
conditions:

1. The applicant will replat the three lots andcalte the alley to the south
on the west end of the redeveloped lots.

2. The applicant shall install a screening fenceh Wb feet of front setback
along 73rd Street and along the west property baxynddjacent to the
new alley.

3. No access to the industrial facility will beaalled from the front of the
three lots requested for rezoning. One access pbait be allowed for an
employee parking lot.

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

Zone Case No. 2995-C (east and west of MilwaaeAvenue, south of 66th
Street and north of 82nd Street) Ordinance 2nd Readdg - Planning:
Ordinance No. 2006-0114 Consider request of Burl WMasters for
George McMahan for a zoning change from R-1 SpecdiUse and A-2 to
C-3, C-2, and R-1 Specific Use on 32.9 acres of uated land out of
Section 29 and Section 30, Block AK, .

The request is a reformatting of zoning along Mikee Avenue between
66th Street and 82nd Street, with the proposed macrest subdivision
developed by the same person on both sides. Adjdaeed uses remain
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substantially vacant in all directions. Portionstioé residential development
and commercial development along 82nd Street havied.

The proposition is divided into six areas:
Area 1.

An area north of existing C-3 along Milwaukee Avenand the corner of
82nd Street is requested as C-2. It is across thenproposed Area 5 which
will be C-3, if approved. To the west of Area 1llasnd dedicated to a large
drainage facility. Conditions will be discusseddvel

Area 2.

Area 2 is a small triangular portion south of A@&asouth of 66th Street on
Milwaukee Avenue, and is requested as C-2. Themdigsaof design and the
shape of the area are proving to make residengiaéldpment of the parcel
difficult. The parcel will be north of an area posed as either a park or a
drainage facility (not shown on the area graphicConditions will be
discussed below.

Area 3.

Just north of Area 2, the requested zoning is CFBis will fit the current
zoning to the north which is also C-3, with cormtits. Conditions will be
discussed below.

Area 4.

The parcel east of Area 5 (which is requested 83 Wil revert to residential
zoning with a Specific Use Permit regarding setbdok a cul de sac
originating on 79th Street. The developer is chogsiot to have a buffer
other than the alley for this new residential area.

Area 5.

The parcel to the west of Area 4, noted above,ragpgsed as strip C-3
commercial. Conditions will be discussed below.

Area 6.

The City purchased a parcel west of Area 6 fromdéeeloper. This parcel
will be used by Water Utilities to develop a punati®n, which is currently
under construction. The requested zoning is C-Bwdiions will be discussed
below.

Discussion:

As noted in the original zone case along this partof Milwaukee Avenue,
the areas requested for commercial zoning do nafoocm to the policies of
the Comprehensive Land Use Plan. The commercidlities along 82nd

Street to the west that were inherited in the 2@888exation also do not
conform to the Comprehensive Land Use Plan. Thamtycs are different in
this immediate area, because of the design of agairfacilities and the
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installation of Milwaukee Avenue as a new thoroagbfbefore development
of the area.

Taking the series of requests from Zone Case 28@3Flanning Commission
recommended the request with the following condgio

For Area 4:

1. Front setback shall be a minimum of fifteen festcept that any front
entry garage shall have a minimum setback of twesdl

Side setback on corner lots shall be a minimtifive feet.

A five-foot minimum setback shall be allowed @r de sac lots with the
exception that any front entry garage must meeteaty foot setback.

For Areas 1-3 and 5-6:

1. For each of the areas zoned commercially, &drafcess plan (curb cuts)
shall be approved by the Planning Commission pi@oa construction
permit being issued.

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

Signature Authority Resolution - Finance: Redution No. 2006-R0529
designating authorized representatives on the Citg accounts with the
public funds investment pool known as the Texas Lat Government
Investment Pool.

The City entered into a Participation Agreement hwiTexas Local
Government Investment Pool (TexPool) on May 28 819%is resolution will
update and designate new authorized representativéisese accounts. The
designation of “Authorized Representative” provifigs power and authority
to transmit funds for investment in TexPool andnaraw funds from time to
time, to issue letters of instruction, and to tale other actions deemed
necessary or appropriate for the investment ofllaoads. All transactions
require dual signature for added security and ca@mpé with the City’s
Investment Policy.

“Authorized Representatives” will now include tha@léwing individuals:
Lee Ann Dumbauld, City Manager

Jeffrey A. Yates, Chief Financial Officer

Andy Burcham, Director of Fiscal Policy and Stra¢eglanning
Brandon Inman, Senior Financial Analyst

FISCAL IMPACT

No fiscal impact.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.
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5.6.

5.7.

Grant Application Resolution - Solid Waste: Rsolution No. 2006-R0530
authorizing a grant application for the purchase ofequipment used to
improve and expand recycling programs as part of th South Plains
Association of Governments and Texas Commission danvironmental
Quality FY 2007 Solid Waste Grant Programs.

HB 3072 mandates that the Texas Commission on &mwiental Quality
(TCEQ) return to local governments a portion of 8tate surcharge ($1.25
per ton) collected on landfill tipping fees. Thenfis are apportioned to the
Council of Governments based on a formula thatumhe$ such things as
population, need, and number of counties in thenCibarea. The Councils
then conduct a competitive grant application prects address the needs
specific to their region. This year, South Plainsséciation of Governments
(SPAG) has $175,975 in funding available for sol@bte projects. The SPAG
Solid Waste Advisory Committee has chosen to ligaith single-jurisdiction
award to a maximum of $58,000.

The $38,940 Solid Waste Department grant applicatar the purchase of
equipment used to improve and expand the recyclinggrams. The
equipment includes:

Three 400-gallon antifreeze containers that wiplaee existing antifreeze
collection and storage containers that are overeHss old. - $12,239.

One aerosol can crusher to collect and recyclesakroans. With this
machine, the material from inside aerosol cansa@uwed and the cans are
recycled or disposed of in a more environmentatignidly method than
landfilling. - $26,701.

FISCAL IMPACT

Solid Waste has $5,000 grant matching funds budgetehe Adopted FY
2006-07 Solid Waste operating budget. This matchbmaused to fund costs
associated with the purchase of this equipmendoother recycling projects.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Commercial Tax Abatement Agreement Resolution- Business
Development: Resolution No. 2006-R0531 authorizinghe Mayor to
execute a commercial tax abatement agreement with U@ker Medical
Center, LLC for the purpose of constructing a new 0-bed
inpatient/outpatient physical medicine, rehabilitaion, and psychiatric
hospital and a 30-bed long-term acute care hospitain a site located in
the Lubbock 2000 North Enterprise Zone.

The City has received an application for commerteéed abatement from

Quaker Medical Center, LLC. They have purchasedé écre tract of land

east of Quaker Avenue and north of Loop 289. Qudkedical Center plans

to build a new 70-bed inpatient/outpatient physitedicine, rehabilitation,

and psychiatric hospital and a 30-bed long-termeacare hospital. The site is
located in the Lubbock 2000 North Enterprise Zone.
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5.8.

5.9.

The proposed project meets the Commercial Tax Abate Policy and
Guidelines' minimum investment of $100,000 in neadperty improvements
for an existing company. Total investment in theject will be approximately
$17 million and will eventually create 120 new jolo$ which 75%. will be
professional/management staff.

At the October 26, 2006, meeting, City Council aywed the Notice of Intent.
Staff is recommending a five-year declining scaledbatement.

FISCAL IMPACT

The estimated total value of the City tax abatemalhtbe $235,615 over the
five-year period.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Monitor Well Permit Resolution - Right-of-Way: Resolution No.
2006-R0532 authorizing the Mayor to execute a momt well permit with
Talon/LPE for a street right-of-way monitor well located at 1401 Avenue

Q.

This permit allows Talon/LPE to drill a ground wateonitor well just east of

Avenue Q in the south street right-of-way of 13tre8t. American State Bank
is the adjacent property owner and has given wrigpproval to allow the

contractor to place the monitor well on the noittesof their property in the

street right-of-way. The former gas station propétated at 1219 Avenue Q
had a leaking underground fuel storage tank andTt¥ieCC has requested
that they go off site with a monitor well in additi to what they have already
drilled on their property. This 20 year permit igypble every 5 years. The
location of this well was reviewed by the utilitieche annual permit fee for
this property is $100.

FISCAL IMPACT
Income to the General Fund of $100 per year.
Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Right-of-Way Ordinance 1st Reading - Right-oi~/ay: Ordinance No.
2006-00115 abandoning and closing a 1.44 acre tragtainage easement
located in Section 16 Block E-2, Lubbock County, Teas, easement
located at 103rd and Savannah Avenue.

This ordinance abandons and closes a drainage easanfection 16, Block

E-2, which is located just east of 103rd and Saahmwenue. This easement
was dedicated by separate instrument with the lLdgerEstates plat. It is

necessary to close this easement in order to piloagth Phase IV of the

development of Lakeridge Estates South. A new dgeneasement will be
dedicated to replace this easement closure.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.
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5.10.

5.11.

Staff recommended approval of the first readinthaf ordinance.

Right-of-Way Ordinance 1st Reading - Right-e#Vay: Ordinance No.
2006-00116 abandoning and closing a portion of a Z06ot underground
utility and garbage service easement located in Semn 28, Block AK,
Lubbock County, Texas, easement located at 6305 8P&treet.

This ordinance abandons and closes a portion 6ffa@ underground utility
and garbage service easement in Section 28, Bld¢k This easement is
located on the south side of 82nd Street just saand east of the
Betenbough’s office. This easement was dedicateth Wie Betenbough
Addition 1l Tract A plat, and is no longer needededto the development
purposes. All utility companies are in agreemerthwthis closure.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.
Staff recommended approval of the first readinthaf ordinance.

Contract Resolution - Library: Resolution No 2006-R0533 authorizing
the Mayor to execute a grant contract with the Texa State Library and
Archives Commission to support the Loan Star Libraies direct aid
program for State FY 2007 for Lubbock Public Library.

The 79th Texas State Legislature appropriated 82llon during each year
of the 2006-07 biennium for the Loan Star Librarm®gram. This grant
provides direct grants-in-aid to public librariémt are members of the Texas
State Library System. Under this program, the LwabBublic Library will
receive $20,476 in State FY 2007. This is the spehr the City has received
Loan Star Libraries grant funds.

The purpose of the direct aid program (13 TAC Si60) is to provide
incentive for local communities to extend publibréry service without
charge to those Texans residing outside each yibrlocal legal service area,
to improve library services statewide, and to inweraccess to public library
resources for all Texans.

Primarily because of geographical factors, the lagkbPublic Library has
never instituted a non-resident fee. Also, it hiasonically provided reciprocal
borrowing status to anyone living in the 29-couatga covered by the West
Texas Library System. With these provisions alreedyplace, the Lubbock
library is eligible to receive full funding unddre direct aid program.

The library will use the Loan Star funds to supptamlocal funds for library

materials by purchasing audiovisual media for adalbd children, which
includes audio books and DVDs. The grant will alemd a part time

reference librarian to work ten hours per weekrtbamce the staffing level on
evenings and weekends at the Mahon Library. Thikashird year for Loan

Star Libraries funding for this part-time position.

The grant will also fund a part time Library Aidefdr the Godeke Branch
Library. Thirty-two percent of the total items cked out in the library
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system during FY 2005-06 were from Godeke (330j&87s), which serves a
population of almost 100,000 within a three mildiva. Godeke has become
overwhelmed with returned library materials duetsolocation and drive-up
book return. Customer service will be enhanced itk additional part time
position as library materials will be dischargealjted, and shelved in a more
timely manner.

The Loan Star Libraries Plan of Action was approusd the Lubbock
Libraries Board on September 18, 2006.

FISCAL IMPACT

At the October 26, 2006, City Council meeting thgy Council accepted and
appropriated the $20,476 grant from Texas Stateaktyband Archives
Commission for the purchase of multimedia materatsl two part-time
employees.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Contract Resolution - Facilities Management: Resolution No.
2006-R0534 authorizing the Mayor to execute a cordact with
ThyssenKrupp Elevator Corporation for elevator and escalator service
and maintenance at City facilities.

This item involves a contract to provide elevatad a&scalator service and
maintenance at City municipal buildings. The terirth@ contract is for one
year with an option to renew for up to four addiab one-year terms. The
following facilities have elevators and/or escalatcovered by this contract:

Municipal Building (6 units)

LP&L Cooke Station (1 unit)
Water Treatment Plant (2 units)
Lubbock Preston Smith International Airport (4 siit
Civic Center (3 units)

Mahon Library (2 units)

Municipal Square (2 units)

Water Reclamation Plant (1 unit)
Lubbock Business Center (2 units)
Health Department (1 unit)
Municipal Court (1 unit).

This contract is with ThyssenKrupp Elevator Corpioraof Midland, Texas
using Texas Cooperative Purchasing Network (TCPbit@ct No. R4679.
TCPN is the Region 4 Education Service Center cadjpe purchasing
program, which offers contracts that have beenbésked through open
competition as prescribed by the laws of the StafBexas. Enabling statutes
for TCPN can be found in the VTCA Government Co@hapter 791
Interlocal Cooperation Act. TCPN is available foseuby all public and
private schools, colleges, universities, citiegjntes, and other government
entities in the State of Texas.
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5.13.

5.14.

5.15.

5.16.

FISCAL IMPACT

Beginning in FY 2006-07, the Facilities Managemddepartment is
responsible for all facilities maintenance. Thedung for this contract is
available in the Adopted FY 2006-07 operating budge various
departments, however the contract will be managed Hacilities
Management.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Contract Resolution - Aviation: Resolution M. 2006-R0535 authorizing
the Mayor to execute a contract with F&W Electrical Contractors for
airfield guidance signage, BID 06-720-DD.

This project involves replacing the existing aildigguidance signage panels
and upgrading the airfield electrical vault, whigbwers the lighted airfield
guidance signs at Lubbock Preston Smith Internatickirport. The sign
panels will replace existing panels that are fadedcked, and delaminated.
The guidance signs are internally lighted and plaaeound the airfield to
visually mark the runways, taxiways, and apronsnguboth day and night
conditions. The upgraded equipment in the airfed&ttrical vault will ensure
that necessary circuits are available to powerligitged airfield guidance
signs and are essential for night aircraft openatiat the airport.

The replacement of the sign panels and the upgoddbe electrical vault
equipment are necessary for continued safe opagaéibthe airport. The most
recent Federal Aviation Administration inspectiaentified these items as
needing replacement.

Thirteen local contractors were notified of theitation to Bid. Time for
completion is 210 calendar days and liquidated dgmés $450 per day.

FISCAL IMPACT

This project is funded with Passenger Facility @eafunds. A total of
$915,000 has been appropriated with $787,675 dlailan Capital
Improvement Project 90402, New Airfield Guidancgriige.

The Airport Board and staff recommended contracarawto the low bidder
F&W Electrical Contractors of Floresville, Texas &525,000.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.20.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.14.

Contract Resolutions - Central Warehouse: R®lution No. 2006-R0536;
Resolution No. 2006-R0537; Resolution No. 2006-R@3for Water
Utilities related items for inventory at the City of Lubbock Central
Warehouse, BID 06-053-MA.

This bid establishes annual pricing for the purehak primary stock items
such as pipes, adapters, gaskets, and other supgleessary for the day-to-
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day operations and emergency maintenance and gotgir requirements of
all Water Utilities sections. These items are stoe¢ the City's Central
Warehouse or delivered to specific job sites.

Price adjustments may be allowed for "pass througists incurred by the
supplier. Requests for price adjustments must beriting and must include
documentation that substantiates additional casis the manufacturer. A
supplier's mark-up will not be allowed to any maaifirer's price adjustment.

Twelve local business were notified of the Invibatio Bid.
FISCAL IMPACT

These items will be purchased by the Central Warsh@and sold on an as
needed basis to the Water Department. The CentaaéNduse will purchase
approximately $700,000 of materials for use over tiext year. Funding to
purchase these items exist in various water cagitdloperating budgets.

Staff recommended bid award to Morrison Supply,Lobbock, Texas for
$448,322.65;

Western Industrial Supply, LLC of Lubbock, Texas $446,669.34; and
Ferguson Enterprises, Inc. of Lubbock, Texas f&,$89.98

Contract Resolution - Water Utilities: Resaltion No. 2006-R0539
authorizing the Mayor to execute a contract with Rberts & Spencer
Service, LLC for instrument and flow meter inspecton and calibration
services, BID 06-053-MA.

This contract provides the services of a calibraspecialist to inspect and
calibrate numerous flow meters, loss of head metansl water quality
instruments/analyzers to ensure proper functionaaedracy. This equipment
is located throughout the water system at the Wateatment Plant, water
pumping stations, valve stations, and other wateitifies. It is essential that
this equipment be inspected and calibrated regultyl ensure that the
information and records derived from them is acmurand reliable. The
contractor will identify all metering equipment andstruments, perform
inspection and full calibration service, and pr@vfahal reporting for all units.
This information is necessary to maintain propedgorded information for
internal use and for TCEQ annual inspections. Tirgnthis information over
time will assist technical and management staffitifie instruments that may
experience failure, and will serve to provide imf@ation regarding life
expectancy of this equipment and make projectiansfiture replacement
easier to predict.

This service will be performed on a semi-annuaidakhe contract period is
two years with an option to renew for one additioh&o-year period.
Therefore, each metering device will be propergpected and calibrated four
times during the contract.

Roberts & Spencer Service, LLC is the low bidded dhey propose to
perform inspection and calibration services for $&& unit. The annual
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5.19.

pricing for this service is $15,340 and the totabktcfor the two-year is
$30,680.

The bid submitted by Averett Electric includes ses for $125 for each
device. The annual cost would be $29,500 and tta ¢ost for the two-year
contract would be $59,000.

A bid submitted by Technical Plant Services anddBcts was not bid as
specified. Therefore, it was not considered fas poject.

FISCAL IMPACT

The proposed contract is based on the number pkati®ns with each one
costing $65. A total of $20,000 is appropriatedhe Adopted FY 2006-07
Water Fund operating budget for these inspections.

Staff recommended contract award to Roberts & Sgre&ervice LLC of
Dallas, Texas for $30,680 or $15,340 annually.

This item was moved from consent agenda to g@lar agenda and
considered following Item 5.15.

Contract Amendment Resolution - Community Defopment: Resolution
No. 2006-R0540 authorizing the Mayor to execute aamendment to a
Community Development Funding Contract with LIFE Run Centers to
fund the Comprehensive Energy Assistance Elderly/Babled Component.

The Community Development and Services Board vteapprove funding
for this project on December 7, 2005, at its redgulacheduled meeting.
Funding was approved by City Council at the Jan@4dry2006, City Council
meeting.

These funds were originally allocated to the Heg@wooling Component of
the Comprehensive Energy Assistance Program (CEAP),500 is now
being transferred to the LIFE Run Centers for tE#derly/Disabled program.
CEAP funds originate from the Texas Department obusing and
Community Affairs. The Elderly/Disabled Program yides relief to low-
income elderly and disabled households that are mdserable to the high
cost of energy for home heating and cooling. TheteShas recently relaxed
their allocation caps for each component of thegram to allow their sub-
recipients to better serve the low-income individuand families of Texas.
The Community Development and Services Board detednthat funding
for the Elderly/Disabled should be a higher pripthan the Heating/Cooling
component, and recommended the transfer. The @aw$ffunds will help
serve approximately 60 additional households.

City Council previously approved $108,500 from CEARd $5,000 from
CSBG funds for a total of $113,500. The additiod21,500 raises the total
for this program to $135,000. The contract ternfrisn January 1, 2006,
through December 31, 2006. No match or returnwéstment is required.
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5.20.

FISCAL IMPACT

The additional $21,500 provided to Life Run Center#l increase the
maximum allowable allocation to this organizatian $135,000. The total
CEAP program appropriation of $834,832 will remaithanged.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Contract Amendment Resolution - Community DeMfopment: Resolution
No. 2006-R0541 authorizing the Mayor to execute aamendment to a
Community Development Funding Contract with Lutheran Social
Services Neighborhood House to fund the Comprehens Energy
Assistance Elderly/Disabled and Energy Crisis Comgments.

The Community Development and Services Board veateapprove funding
for this project on December 7, 2005, at its redulacheduled meeting.
Funding was approved by City Council at the Jan&dry2006, City Council
meeting.

These funds were originally allocated to the Heg@wooling Component of
the Comprehensive Energy Assistance Program (CESH),000 is being
transferred to the Lutheran Social Services Neigidmd House for their
Elderly/Disabled and Energy Crisis Program. CEARd&Ioriginate from the
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affaliise Elderly/Disabled
and Energy Crisis Program provides relief to loweime elderly and disabled
households that are most vulnerable to the high cbsnergy for home
heating and cooling. The State has recently reldRett allocation caps for
each component of the program to allow their suiprents to better serve
the low-income individuals and families of Texas.The Community
Development and Services Board determined that ifigndfor the
Elderly/Disabled and Energy Crisis Program showddabhigher priority than
the Heating/Cooling component, and recommendedrémsfer. The transfer
of funds will help serve approximately 100 addiabhouseholds.

City Council previously approved $385,095 from CEARd $30,000 from

Community Services Block Grant funds for a total $415,095. The

additional $20,000 raises the total for this progita $435,095. Terms of the
contract are from January 1, 2006, through Decer@beP006. No match or
return of investment is required.

FISCAL IMPACT

The additional $20,000 provided to the Lutherani@d®ervices will increase
the maximum allowable allocation to this organiaatio $435,095. The total
CEAP program appropriation of $834,832 will remairthanged.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.
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6. REGULAR AGENDA

Note: Regular Agenda items, and Consent Agenda itess moved to Regular

5.14.

Agenda, are listed in the order they were addressefitems 5.14, 5.15,
5.18, 6.1-6.13).

Contract Resolution - Police: Resolution N®006-R0542 authorizing the
Mayor to execute a contract with GT Distributors fa police taser
equipment.

This purchase order contract involves a sole-soptrehase of police taser
equipment from GT Distributors of Austin, Texas.sé&a International is the
only manufacturer of the Advanced Taser X26E. G$tiibutors is the only
authorized distributor in the State of Texas.

The Advanced Taser meets the specialized needissalépartment by having
unique features that are not found with other &ser

only less lethal-weapon that can stop an aggres$omised, combat
attacker;

directly stimulates motor, nerve and muscle tissa@sing incapacitation
regardless of mental focus, training, size or dnalgiced dementia;

option to remotely fire from underneath a riflebot, tactical mirror on a
pole, camera, etc.;

over 94.9% field effectiveness rating;

same hand motions and muscle memory as standardaseymatic
pistols.

Lubbock police officers are currently equipped witte Advanced X26E
Taser. Recruit Class 2006-A must also be equipgddthhe Taser to provide
them with an equal level of protection.

FISCAL IMPACT

The taser equipment is budgeted in the Adopted FP06D7 Police
Department Operating Budget. This contract is basedhe unit cost of
$871.83 per taser and training cartridge. It iscgpdated the City will spend
$27,026.73 in FY 2006-07 for this equipment.

Staff recommended approval of this resolution.

Claude Jones, Police Chief, gave comments and aadwgiestions from
Council.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, secondgd/iayor Pro Tem
Gilbreath to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0542 as mevended by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, O Nays.
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5.15. Contract Resolution - Parks: Resolution N®2006-R0543 authorizing and
directing the Director of Purchasing and Contract Management to use
the Construction Manager at Risk delivery method ashe construction
project method providing the best value for the Ciy of Lubbock for the
Lubbock Youth Sports Complex and the Northwest Litte League
Complex.

Subchapter H, Section 271 of the Local GovernmeatieCprovides for

alternate project delivery methods for certain @ct§. For projects involving
the construction of a facility, Subchapter H pesr@tmunicipality to use any
of the following methods that provides the bestiedbr the municipality:

* competitive bidding;

* competitive sealed proposals;

» adesign-build contract;

e acontract using a construction manager; or
* ajob order contract.

"Facility" means buildings the design and constacof which are governed
by accepted building codes. The term does not decl¢A) highways, roads,
streets, bridges, utilities, water supply projectster plants, wastewater
plants, water and wastewater distribution or coaneg facilities, wharves,
docks, airport runways and taxiways, drainage ptsjeor related types of
projects associated with civil engineering congtam; or (B) buildings or
structures that are incidental to projects that @mnarily civil engineering
construction projects.

One of the projects being considered for Conswuactlanager at Risk is
described as Phase 1 of the Youth Sports Comptdxdimg 12 girls softball

fields and 4 Little League baseball fields withigation, press boxes,
concession stands, lighting, fencing, and accesgiatking. A second project
being considered for Construction Manager at Riskdescribed as the
construction of fields for Northwest Little LeagueThe complex will be

located at North University and Marshall Avenue,tba south side of Llano
Estacado Lake. The project includes the constaif three regulation little
league fields, concession, restrooms, press bolegges, lighting, turf,

irrigation, parking, sidewalks and bleachers.

Section 271.114 of the Local Government Code reguihat the governing
body of a municipality that is considering a coustion contract using a
method other than competitive bidding must deteemvhich delivery method
provides the best value for the City. Resolution R002-R0543 authorizes
the City Manager to determine which alternate aoicsibn contract method
will provide the best value for any constructiorojpct not anticipated to
exceed $1 million in total cost.

As set out in the resolution, staff is asking @iyuncil to authorize and direct
City staff to use the Construction Manager at Riskvery method for the
Lubbock Youth Sports Complex as the method progdire alternate project
delivery method that provides the best value fa @ity of Lubbock. The
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following information is provided to help City Cocih determine which
delivery method provides the best value for thg.Cit

1. Contracts for Facilities: Construction ManagefFRisk

A municipality may use the construction managerisik- method for the
construction, rehabilitation, alteration, or repafra facility. A construction
manager-at-risk is a sole proprietorship, partiprsborporation, or other
legal entity that assumes the risk for construgtiehabilitation, alteration, or
repair of a facility at the contracted price aseaayal contractor and provides
consultation to the City regarding constructioninigirand after the design of
the facility.

Before or concurrently with selecting a constructmanager-at-risk, the City
must select or designate an engineer or architéad wmust prepare the
construction documents for the project. The Cisftgineer, architect, or
construction manager-agent for a project may nawesealone or in
combination with another, as the construction managrrisk unless the
engineer or architect is hired to serve as the tooct®on manager-at-risk
under a separate or concurrent procurement corgluceccordance with this
subchapter.

The City must provide or contract for, independerdaf the construction
manager-at-risk, the inspection services, thertgstf construction materials
engineering, and the verification testing servinesessary for acceptance of
the facility by the City. The City must select tkoservices for which it
contracts in accordance with Section 2254.004, Goeent Code.

The City must select the construction managersktin either a one-step or
two-step process. The City must prepare a reqoegtroposals, in the case of
a one-step process, or a request for qualificationshe case of a two-step
process, that includes general information on togept site, project scope,
schedule, selection criteria, estimated budget, twedtime and place for
receipt of proposals or qualifications, as applieabnd other information that
may assist the City in its selection of a constaictanager-at-risk. The City
must state the selection criteria in the requespfoposals or qualifications,
as applicable. The selection criteria may inclute dfferor's experience, past
performance, safety record, proposed personnelnagtiodology, and other
appropriate factors that demonstrate the capabiitythe construction
manager-at-risk. If a one-step process is usedCityemay request, as part of
the offeror's proposal, proposed fees and pricesfutiilling the general
conditions. If a two-step process is used, the @Gigy not request fees or
prices in step one. In step two, the City may retubat five or fewer
offerors, selected solely on the basis of qualifoces, provide additional
information, including the construction managerisk:s proposed fee and its
price for fulfilling the general conditions.

At each step, the City must receive, publicly opgmd read aloud the names
of the offerors. At the appropriate step, the @myst also read aloud the fees
and prices, if any, stated in each proposal aptbpeosal is opened. Not later
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than the 45th day after the date of opening theggwals, the City must
evaluate and rank each proposal submitted in ogldb the criteria set forth
in the request for proposals.

The City must select the offeror that submits theppsal that offers the best
value for the City based on the published seleatitteria and on its ranking
evaluation. The City must first attempt to negeatia contract with the
selected offeror. If the City is unable to nega@tiatsatisfactory contract with
the selected offeror, the City must, formally andwriting, end negotiations
with that offeror and proceed to negotiate with miegt offeror in the order of
the selection ranking until a contract is reachedegotiations with all ranked
offerors end.

A construction manager-at-risk must publicly adeertand receive bids or
proposals from trade contractors or subcontradtwrshe performance of all
major elements of the work other than the minorkatbat may be included in
the general conditions. A construction manageisktimay seek to perform
portions of the work itself if the construction naager-at-risk submits its bid
or proposal for those portions of the work in tlaane manner as all other
trade contractors or subcontractors and if the Cigtermines that the
construction manager-at-risk's bid or proposal jples the best value for the
City.

The construction manager-at-risk and the City er rigpresentative must
review all trade contractor or subcontractor bidprposals in a manner that
does not disclose the contents of the bid or pralpdsring the selection

process to a person not employed by the construat@nager-at-risk,

engineer, architect, or City. All bids or proposaisist be made public after
the award of the contract or not later than theesttv day after the date of
final selection of bids or proposals, whicheveater.

If the construction manager-at-risk reviews, evasaand recommended to
the City a bid or proposal from a trade contractosubcontractor but the City
requires another bid or proposal to be acceptedCity must compensate the
construction manager-at-risk by a change in pribee, or guaranteed
maximum cost for any additional cost and risk tihat construction manager-
at-risk may incur because of the City's requiremtnat another bid or
proposal be accepted.

If a selected trade contractor or subcontractoaulesf in the performance of
its work or fails to execute a subcontract aftengyeselected in accordance
with this section, the construction manager-at-nsky, without advertising,
fulfill the contract requirements itself or selecteplacement trade contractor
or subcontractor to fulfill the contract requirentsen

If a fixed contract amount or guaranteed maximuntepthas not been
determined at the time the contract is awarded, gapal sums of the
performance and payment bonds delivered to the @iigt each be in an
amount equal to the project budget, as specifiedtha request for
qualifications. The construction manager must @elithe bonds not later than
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the 10th day after the date the construction managecutes the contract
unless the construction manager furnishes a bidd ban other financial

security acceptable to the City to ensure thatcistruction manager will
furnish the required performance and payment bambdden a guaranteed
maximum price is established.

2. Selecting Contractor for Construction Servicelsroligh Competitive
Bidding

The City may use competitive bidding to select atactor to perform

construction, rehabilitation, alteration, or repaérvices for a facility. The
municipality must award a competitively bid contratthe bid amount to the
bidder offering the best value to the City accogdio the established selection
criteria. Competitive bidding is the process ofeséhg a general contractor
where contractors compete for the same projectubyngting public bids to

the municipality. Each contractor is given the saset of plans and

specifications. The estimating department of eadntractor solicits

subcontractor bids for work they do not performhwibeir own forces. All

bids are assembled and a bid amount is arrivedndt sabmitted to the

municipality.

A specific "lump sum" price is determined througbmpetitive bidding by

two or more general contractors. The work is ugualarded to the lowest
responsible bidder who then manages the construgioject. An outside

architectural firm will need to be employed by ttner under a separate
contract to prepare complete plans and specificgticcalled the "bid

documents". The plans will show the scope of wossiktd, and the

specifications will spell out the level of qualigsired.

This procurement method will generally require moinee during the design
and pricing stage than the other types would reqéimple time needs to be
allowed for architect selection, preparation oflipmgary design drawings,
preparation of development design drawings, theepamation of final
construction drawings and specifications (the "Batuments"”). After plans
have been finalized and approved by the City, bidssolicited from a list of
contractors. The contractors are then given apprataly three weeks to
prepare their construction cost estimates and bids.

If the lowest bid received is within the constroatibbudget, then a "lump sum"”
contract can be awarded, and construction can bBginif the lowest bid is
over budget, the City may have to enter a "valugiresering" stage to make
deductive cost changes to the scope of work armdréie construction phase
until the project’s cost is within budget. This make several more weeks of
difficult decision making until the City is able te-bid and get the project
within budget.

3. Selecting Contractor for Construction Servicelsroligh Competitive
Sealed Proposals
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In selecting a contractor for construction, rehtdiibn, alteration, or repair

services for a facility through competitive seal@wposals, the City must

select or designate an engineer or architect tpgpeeconstruction documents
for the project. The City must provide or contrémt, independently of the

contractor, the inspection services, the testingcohfstruction materials

engineering, and the verification testing servinesessary for acceptance of
the facility by the City.

A request for competitive sealed proposals includt@sstruction documents,
selection criteria, estimated budget, project scopehedule, and other
information that contractors may require to resptmdhe request. The City
must state in the request for proposals the selectiteria that will be used in
selecting the successful offeror.

The City must receive, publicly open, and read dltthe names of the offerors
and, if any are required to be stated, all pridesed in each proposal. Not
later than the 45th day after the date of openmegproposals, the City must
evaluate and rank each proposal submitted in oglato the published

selection criteria.

The City must select the offeror that offers thethalue for the City based on
the published selection criteria and on its rankengluation. The City must
first attempt to negotiate a contract with the cielé offeror. The City and its
engineer or architect may discuss with the selestfedor options for a scope
or time modification and any price change assodiatigh the modification. If
the City is unable to negotiate a contract with sleéected offeror, the City
must, formally and in writing, end negotiations hwithat offeror and proceed
to the next offeror in the order of the selecti@amking until a contract is
reached or all proposals are rejected.

In determining best value for the City, the Citynst restricted to considering
price alone, but may consider any other factoestat the selection criteria.

4. Contracts for Facilities: Construction ManageyeAt

A municipality may use the construction managemagaethod for the
construction, rehabilitation, alteration, or repafra facility. A construction
manager-agent is a sole proprietorship, partnersoiporation, or other legal
entity that provides consultation to the City relyag construction,
rehabilitation, alteration, or repair of the fatyiliA City using the construction
manager-agent method may, under the contract betwree City and the
construction manager-agent, require the constmuctioanager-agent to
provide administrative personnel, equipment necgssa perform duties
under this section, and on-site management and séneices specified in the
contract. A construction manager-agent represdmsQity in a fiduciary
capacity.

Before or concurrently with selecting a constructrnanager-agent, the City
must select or designate an engineer or architéad wmust prepare the
construction documents for the project. The Cigrigiineer or architect may
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not serve, alone or in combination with anothersper as the construction
manager-agent unless the engineer or architectiresl Ho serve as the
construction manager-agent under a separate orugent. This does not
prohibit the City's engineer or architect from pding customary
construction phase services under the engineer'sarchitect's original
professional service agreement in accordance \pplicable licensing laws.

A City must select a construction manager-agerherbasis of demonstrated
competence and qualifications in the same manneprasided for the

selection of engineers or architects under Sec#2f4.004, Government
Code.

A City using the construction manager-agent metmodst procure, in
accordance with applicable law, a general contradtade contractors, or
subcontractors who will serve as the prime contrafctr their specific portion
of the work.

The City or the construction manager-agent mustyin accordance with
Section 2254.004, Government Code, all of the rigstf construction
materials engineering, the inspection services, ted verification testing
services necessary for acceptance of the facyitthe City.

5. Design-Build Contracts for Facilities

A municipality may use the design-build method filve construction,
rehabilitation, alteration, or repair of a facilitfthe City must select or
designate an engineer or architect independerteotiésign-build firm to act
as its representative for the duration of the wamkthe facility. If the City's
engineer or architect is not a full-time employdethe City, the City must
select the engineer or architect on the basis ofostrated competence and
gualifications as provided by Section 2254.004, &omnent Code.

The City must prepare a request for qualificatidhat includes general
information on the project site, project scope, dmid special systems,
selection criteria, and other information that nasgist potential design-build
firms in submitting proposals for the project. TB&y must also prepare a
design criteria package that includes more detailg@mation on the project.
If the preparation of the design criteria packagguires engineering or
architectural services that constitute the practteengineering within the
meaning of The Texas Engineering Practice Act ¢heti3271a, Vernon's
Texas Civil Statutes) or the practice of architeetwithin the meaning of
Chapter 478, Acts of the 45th Legislature, Reg@assion, 1937 (Article
249a, Vernon's Texas Civil Statutes), those sesviteist be provided in
accordance with the applicable law.

The City must evaluate statements of qualificatiand select a design-build
firm in two phases: (1) In phase one, the City muspare a request for
gualifications and evaluate each offeror's expegenechnical competence,
and capability to perform, the past performanceth&f offeror's team and
members of the team, and other appropriate fastdositted by the team or
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firm in response to the request for qualificatioagcept that cost-related or
price-related evaluation factors are not permitieach offeror must certify to
the City that each engineer or architect that imember of its team was
selected based on demonstrated competence anficgiains in the manner
provided by Section 2254.004, Government Code. Chg must qualify a
maximum of five offerors to submit additional infieation and, if the City
chooses, to interview for final selection. (2) lhage two, the City must
evaluate the information submitted by the offermmghe basis of the selection
criteria stated in the request for qualificatiomsl ahe results of an interview.
The City may request additional information regagdi demonstrated
competence and qualifications, considerations ef shfety and long-term
durability of the project, the feasibility of implenting the project as
proposed, the ability of the offeror to meet scheslucosting methodology, or
other factors as appropriate.

The City may not require offerors to submit detilengineering or
architectural designs as part of the proposal. Gilemust rank each proposal
submitted on the basis of the criteria set fortkhm request for qualifications.
The City must select the design-build firm that itk the proposal offering
the best value for the City on the basis of theliphbd selection criteria and
on its ranking evaluations. The City must firseatpt to negotiate a contract
with the selected offeror. If the City is unable egotiate a satisfactory
contract with the selected offeror, the City mdstmally and in writing, end
negotiations with that offeror and proceed to negetwith the next offeror in
the order of the selection ranking until a contrigcteached or negotiations
with all ranked offerors end.

Following selection of a design-build firm, thatnfi's engineers or architects
must complete the design, submitting all desigmmel&s for review and

determination of scope compliance to the City og thity's engineer or

architect before or concurrently with construction.

The City must provide or contract for, independgnofi the design-build firm,
the inspection services, the testing of constractaterials engineering, and
the verification testing services necessary foeptance of the facility by the
City. The City must select those services for whtatontracts in accordance
with Section 2254.004, Government Code.

The design-build firm must supply a signed and estalet of construction
documents for the project to the City at the cosid of construction.

A payment or performance bond is not required &g may not provide
coverage for, the portion of a design-build corttracder this section that
includes design services only. If a fixed contrachount or guaranteed
maximum price has not been determined at the tighesagn-build contract is
awarded, the penal sums of the performance and gratybonds delivered to
the City must each be in an amount equal to thegrbudget, as specified in
the design criteria package. The design-build fienst deliver the bonds not
later than the 10th day after the date the desigia-kfirm executes the
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contract unless the design-build firm furnishesich lond or other financial
security acceptable to the City to ensure that#sgn-build firm will furnish
the required performance and payment bonds whemaeagteed maximum
price is established.

6. Job Order Contracts for Facilities ConstructoriRepair

A City may award job order contracts for the miremnstruction, repair,
rehabilitation, or alteration of a facility if theork is of a recurring nature but
the delivery times are indefinite and indefiniteagtities and orders are
awarded substantially on the basis of predescripeldprepriced tasks.

The City may establish contractual unit pricesdgob order contract by: (1)
specifying one or more published construction ymrice books and the
applicable divisions or line items; or (2) providim list of work items and
requiring the offerors to bid or propose one or encwefficients or multipliers
to be applied to the price book or work items a&sphce proposal.

The City must advertise for, receive, and publiohen sealed proposals for
job order contracts. The City may require offerdos submit additional
information besides rates, including experiencest pperformance, and
proposed personnel and methodology. The City maydyob order contracts
to one or more job order contractors in connectiatth each solicitation of
bids or proposals.

An order for a job or project under the job ordenttact must be signed by
the City's representative and the contractor. Tigeromay be a fixed price,
lump-sum contract based substantially on contraetng pricing applied to
estimated quantities or may be a unit price or@deseldd on the quantities and
line times delivered. The contractor must providgrpent and performance
bonds, if required by law, based on the amountstimated amount of any
order.

The base term of a job order contract is for theogeand with any renewal
options that the City sets forth in the requestpimposals. If the City fails to
advertise that term, the base term may not exceedyears and is not
renewable without further advertisement and sealiimnh of proposals.

If a job order contract or an order issued undex tontract requires
engineering or architectural services that cortstituhe practice of
engineering, those services must be provided imrdanice with applicable
law.

FISCAL IMPACT

Capital improvement project 91197, Youth Sports @lmx Phase | has
$12,730,381 currently appropriated with 12,161,/t8aining.

Capital improvement project 91207, Northwest Littkague has $2,598,000
currently appropriated with $2,514,155 remaining.

In reliance on the professional architectural apmsi of MWM Architects and
Chapman Harvey Architects who have said that thiebbak Youth Sports
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5.18.

Complex project architecturally meets the defimtaf a “facility” as defined
in Local Government Code 271.111, staff recommendeproval of this
resolution.

Scott Snider, Assistant City Manager; Victor Kilmabdirector of General
Services; and Anita Burgess, City Attorney, gavenoeents and answered
guestions from Council.

Motion was made by Council Member DelLeon, secorime@ouncil Member
Jones to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0543 as recodeddry staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Contract Amendment Resolution - Water Utilites: Resolution No.
2006-R0544 authorizing the Mayor to execute a cordct amendment with
HDR Engineering, Inc. for Phase Il engineering serees for the design of
major water line replacement and downtown water lires replacement
projects.

This item involves a contract with HDR Engineeringc. for Phase I
engineering services for the design of the majaentne replacement along
34th Street (Major Water Line Replacement CIP) eplacement of several
water lines in downtown (Downtown Water System Repient CIP).

The purpose of the first project is to replace sstang 16-inch water line that
has reached the end of its useful life. The majatewline starts at 19th Street
and Avenue A, moves south along Avenue A to 34taeBt moves west along
34th Street to Quaker Avenue, moves north alongk@u#venue, and
terminates at the Marsha Sharp Freeway. City dta had discussions
regarding the proposed plans with the 34th Straediri®ss Association to
gather input and provide information related to¢bastruction phase.

The purpose of the second project is to study #istieg downtown water

supply system and design the replacement of egistiater lines of various

sizes in the downtown area with attention givethi®improvement of supply
and pressure for fire protection. This projectinsited to the area bordered by
4th Street on the north, 19th Street on the soMienue Q on the west, and
Interstate 27 on the east. City staff has takerptbposal to the Urban Design
and Historic Preservation Commission which as ammtdhe removal of the

brick surface along 16th Street to be replaced asphalt.

The contract amendment amends the existing magteement with HDR
Engineering, Inc. dated October 27, 2005, to estalthe scope of work and
compensation for Part Il — Design Phase. The pieling engineering report
was completed and submitted in May 2006.

The contract amendment adds $859,531 to the cdbkeddriginal contract of
$183,850, raising the total contract amount to 43,881. The Lubbock
Water Advisory Commission considered this contragtendment at their
November 1, 2006, Board meeting and recommendeaagip
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6.1.

FISCAL IMPACT

A total of $972,319 was appropriated with $664,68/4ilable in project
number 90273, Major Water Line Replacement, anota bf $783,630 was
appropriated with $676,238 available in project bem90274, Downtown
Water System Replacement.

Staff supports the recommendation of the LubbockteWaAdvisory
Commission and recommended approval of this rasolut

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

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde€buncil Member
DeLeon to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0544 as recomete by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, O Nays.

Public Hearing 10:00 a.m. - Business Developnte Conduct a public
hearing on an ordinance to levy the assessment ftine North Overton
Public Improvement District, the boundary of whichincludes a portion of
the area between Fourth Street on the North, Avenu&) to the East,
Broadway Street on the South, and University Avenué the West.

Mayor Miller opened the public hearing at 10:25ma. No one appeared on
behalf of North Overton Public Improvement DistricNo one appeared in
opposition. Mayor Miller closed the hearing atZ®a. m.

This public hearing will allow property owners ihet proposed District the
opportunity to speak in favor of, or opposition tiee assessment to be levied
in the North Overton Public Improvement DistrictPf. The City is required
to hold an annual public hearing to levy the assess. A notice of public
hearing was published in the Lubbock-Avalanche daluon Friday, October
27, 2006, and notices were mailed to the propentyens on Friday, October
27, 2006, as required by statute.

From 2005 to 2006, the number of property ownecseiased from 19 to 40
and the total assessed value for these propentiesased from $107.5 million
to $145 million.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.

Staff recommended holding the public hearing fa Morth Overton Public
Improvement District at 10:00 a.m. on November@&
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North Overton Public Improvement District Assessment Ordinance
- Business Development: Ordinance No. 2006-O011&wiewing the
service plan and the classifications for the methadof assessing special
benefits for the services and improvements of propwy in the North
Overton Public Improvement District; approving, adopting, and filing
with the City Secretary the Assessment Roll; and obking the hearing and
levying assessments based on the Service Plan fiwetcost of certain
services and/or improvements to be provided in thBistrict during 2007.

Each year the City of Lubbock is required to doftiiwing:
- review classifications for the methods of ass&gsi
- approve, adopt and file the assessment roll thighCity Secretary;

- and levy the assessment for the North Overtonli®uimprovement
District.

This item is preceded by a Public Hearing, whidbves property owners in
the District to speak in favor of or in oppositida the assessment rate
pursuant to Chapter 372 of the Texas Local Govemir@ede. The proposed
assessment rate for 2007 is $0.15 per $100 of vatughrough year 2010,
decreasing to $0.10 per $100 of valuation in 20Al. property zoned
commercial and high-density residential under thigy Gf Lubbock Zoning
Ordinance will be assessed for 2007. All singleifgnand duplex-zoned
property will be assessed on a block-by-block basipublic improvements to
be maintained by PID funds are completed in thathl Staff is anticipating
assessments on single-family and duplex-zoned prepein 2007. The
Council is also required to review the Service Rlanually. The Service Plan
is included in the backup.

From 2005 to 2006, the number of property ownecseiased from 19 to 40
and the total assessed value for these propentiesased from $107.5 million
to $145 million.

FISCAL IMPACT

The revenue will go into a separate North Overtarblie Improvement

District (PID) Fund. The funds raised by the levill we used to provide

security service, landscape maintenance and stnekepedestrian lighting and
maintenance on projects in the District, as welt@ger a portion of the costs
of administering the PID. The estimated revenueltdevy for 2006 is

$217,539.

Staff recommended approval of the first readinthadf ordinance.

Motion was made by Council Member Boren, seconde@duncil Member
Price to pass on first reading Ordinance No. 200847 as recommended by
staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.
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Public Hearing 10:00 a.m. - Business Developnte Conduct a public
hearing to consider an ordinance to levy the assesent for the North
Point Public Improvement District, the boundary of which includes the
area between Erskine and Ursuline, and between NdrtQuaker to a line
east of Frankford.

Mayor Miller opened the public hearing at 10:26na. No one appeared on
behalf of North Point Public Improvement DistrictNo one appeared in
opposition. Mayor Miller closed the hearing atZ®a. m.

This hearing will allow property owners in the posed District the
opportunity to speak in favor of, or opposition tiee assessment to be levied
in the North Point Public Improvement District (BIThe City is required to
hold an annual public hearing to levy the assesememotice of Public
Hearing was published in the Lubbock-Avalanche daluon Friday, October
27, 2006, and notices were mailed to the propentyens on Friday, October
27, 2006, as required by statute.

From 2005 to 2006, the number of property ownecseimsed from 113 to 189
and the total assessed value for these propentesased from $10 million to
$27.1 million.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact is anticipated.

Staff recommended holding the public hearing fag torth Point Public
Improvement District at 10:00 a.m. on November@&

North Point Public Improvement District Assessent Ordinance

- Business Development: Ordinance No. 2006-O011&wewing the
service plan and the assessment plan for specialreadits for the services
and improvements of property in the North Point Pubic Improvement
District; approving, adopting, and filing with the City Secretary the
Assessment Roll; and closing the hearing and levygnassessments based
on the Revised Service Plan for the cost of certaiiservices and/or
improvements to be provided in the District during2007.

Each year the City of Lubbock is required to doftiiwing:
- review classifications for the methods of assggsapprove,
- adopt and file the assessment roll with the Giegretary;
- and levy the assessment for the North Point Buivlprovement District.

This item is preceded by a Public Hearing, whidbved property owners in
the District to speak in favor of or in oppositito the assessment rate
pursuant to Chapter 372 of the Texas Local Govemir@ede. Added to the
Service Plan is the electric cost of lighting ate tlentrances to the
neighborhoods. This will not change the assessmatet The proposed
assessment rate for 2006 is $0.14 per $100.00l@ti@n through year 2010,
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decreasing to $0.04 per $100.00 of valuation in12041 property will be
assessed for 2007.

From 2005 to 2006, the number of property ownecsei@sed from 113 to 189
and the total assessed value for these propentiesased from $10 million to
$27.1 million.

FISCAL IMPACT

The revenues will go into a separate North Poirtliedmprovement District
(PID) Fund. The funds raised by the levy in thestbét will be used to
provide maintenance on the commons areas on Nbd& &d adjacent right-
of-way, creating and maintaining a green space téocainder a utility
easement, and enhancing and maintaining amenitiéisei entry stations on
North Slide, as well as cover a portion of the sadtadministering the PID.
The total estimated revenue for 2006 is $37,947.

Staff recommended approval of this ordinance.

Motion was made by Council Member Leonard, secondgdCouncil
Member Price to pass on first reading Ordinance R006-O0118 as
recommended by staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes,&yd

Tax Abatement Notice of Intent Resolution - Bsiness Development:
Resolution No. 2006-R0545 giving notice of intenbtamend the property
description in the tax abatement agreement with Belve, Ltd. and
Module Truck Systems, Inc.

An amendment is required to the property descmptio Module Truck
Systems (MTS) tax abatement agreement becausetianpof the land that
was included in the MTS agreement has been soleitoert Metals, Inc. to
build their new structure. MTS has agreed to theraament.

To amend an existing tax abatement agreement esguhliat the same
procedure be followed as was used in the executidhe original contract.
This requires the municipality to deliver a notigkintent to amend a tax
abatement agreement to the other taxing jurisdistid@ his action fulfills that
requirement.

FISCAL IMPACT

The amendment of the legal description in thisaatement contract will not
change the fiscal impact.

Staff recommended approval of the Notice of Intent.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R054%esmmended by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Tax Abatement Notice of Intent Resolution - Bsiness Development:
Resolution No. 2006-R0546 giving notice of intenbtamend the property
description in the tax abatement agreement with Beldve, Ltd. and
Vertical Turbine Specialists, Inc.
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An amendment is required to the property descipiio Vertical Turbine
Specialists (VTS) tax abatement agreement becapsetian of the land that
was included in the VTS agreement has been soltetoert Metals, Inc. to
build their new structure. VTS has agreed to theradment.

To amend an existing tax abatement agreement e=juhlat the same
procedure be followed as was used in the executidhe original contract.
This requires the municipality to deliver a notigkintent to amend a tax
abatement agreement to the other taxing jurisdistid his action fulfills that
requirement.

FISCAL IMPACT

The amendment of the legal description in thisabatement contract and is
not anticipated to have a fiscal impact.

Staff recommended approval of the Notice of Intent.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Price to pass Resolution No. 2006-R054@esmmended by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, O Nays.

Tax Abatement Notice of Intent Resolution - Bsiness Development:
Resolution No. 2006-R0547 giving notice of intentotenter into a tax
abatement agreement with Teinert Metals, Inc. to agstruct a new facility
on a portion of the land located on the west and sth side of the former
Eagle Picher property located in the Lubbock 2000 &uith Enterprise
Zone.

The City has received an application for industiéxl abatement from Teinert
Metals, Inc. Teinert Metals has purchased a pontiotme land located on the
west and south side of the former Eagle Pichergatggrom BeMove, Ltd. to

construct a new facility. The site is located ire thubbock 2000 South
Enterprise Zone.

The project meets the Industrial Tax Abatement dyoland Guidelines
minimum investment of $500,000 in real property ioyements for an
existing company. Total investment in the projedt ke approximately $1.6
million ($100,000 in new personal property and $hiflion in real property
improvements). No new jobs will be created with pneject.

Teinert Metals, Inc. is an existing company anddé&stal of 16 employees at
the plant located in the former Eagle Picher fgcili

An amendment will be required to the property dgsion in both the

Vertical Turbine Specialists and Module Truck Sgsdéetax abatement
agreements because all of the property owned bydgeM._td., including the

land with no structures, was included in their agrents. Both companies
have agreed to the amendments. The Notice of Iftemtooth of these

amendments is also on the November 9, 2006 Cityn€ibuneeting.

BeMove, Ltd. has re-platted all the property at toemer Eagle Picher
facility.
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In order to contract with a company for tax abateththe municipality must
first deliver a notice of intent to enter into & t@atement agreement to the
other taxing jurisdictions. This action fulfillsahrequirement.

Staff is recommending a five-year declining scaledbatement.
FISCAL IMPACT

The estimated total fiscal impact of the tax abateimvill be $22,176 over the
five year period.

Staff recommended approval of the Notice of Intent.

Cheryl Brock, Business Research Specialist, gavenoents and answered
guestions from Council.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde€buncil Member
Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0547 as recometkhy staff. Motion
carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Annexation Ordinance 1st Reading - Planning: Ordinance No.
2006-00119 annexing an area of land generally deslmed as located from
one-half mile south of 98th Street, east of Avenug, to approximately 500
feet east of the Tahoka Highway, two sides of whicare adjacent to the
existing corporate limits of the City of Lubbock, Texas.

City Council conducted the required public hearifagsthe annexation of this
area of land on October 13 and October 19, 2006. ardinance, map, and
service plan is provided.

All required notices, including written notice aftént to annex said area to
each property owner, each public entity and eadloaa company within
said area as required by Section 43.062, Subch@pierLocal Government
Code, and all public hearings for such annexati@avehbeen had in
accordance with applicable law.

FISCAL IMPACT

The proposed service plan does not recommendedicaddi infrastructure
because the area fits the definition in State IBeweng annexation to provide
services “as in like areas” of the rest of the.ci@perational expenses (soft
services — police, fire, etc.) will be absorbedMayious departments within
current operating budgets.

The staff recommended annexation of the entire amad as Exhibit A
within the proposed service plan.

Randy Henson, Director of Planning; Jeff Yates,eCRinancial Officer; Lee
Ann Dumbauld, City Manager; and Anita Burgess, CAttorney, gave
comments and answered questions from Council.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member DelLeon to pass on first reading Ordinance R@D6-O0119 as
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recommended by staff. Motion carried: 6 Ayes, dy®&l Council Member
Price voted Nay.

Budget Amendment Ordinance 1st Reading - Finae: Ordinance No.
2006-00120 Amendment No. 2 amending the FY 2006-0OGudget
respecting the General Fund, Grant Fund, Hotel/Mote Tax Fund, Lake
Alan Henry Fund, Cemetery Fund, and Capital Improvement Program.

1. Accept and appropriate a $127,637 South Plairssoéiation of
Governments pass-through grant from the Texas Drapat on Aging
and Disability Services and appropriate $65,00Gmticipated program
revenues, for a total grant program budget of $32,to provide hot
meals, transportation, recreational, and sociaities for Lubbock senior
citizens, with estimated revenues increased aawgigdi The required in-
kind match of $12,612 is included in the Adopted EX06-07 Parks and
Recreation operating budget.

2. Appropriate $103,325 of Lake Alan Henry (LAH)relBalance to the
LAH fund for capital and training costs associateth the LAH Dive
Team. Capital costs include the purchase of a doat, side scan sonar,
nitrox tanks, regulators, and escape air bottlde Wraining costs will
include personnel expenses, including training @rtification costs.

3. Establish a new Capital Improvement Project tledti "Seal Coat
Program” and transfer $770,000 from Capital Improgat Project #8522,
Brick Street Reconstruction to the new project. sSeh&unds will be used
for the City’s annual seal coat program.

4. Amend Capital Improvement Project #91074 witthe North Overton
TIF entitled “North Overton TIF Public Facilitiesby appropriating
$4,100,000 of certificate of obligation bonds birgy the total project
appropriation to $8.4 million for the conferencenteg and related public
improvements located adjacent to the new hotelng@drfor construction
in 2007-2008. The source of repayment for thesasavill initially come
from hotel/motel funds generated from this spedifotel, and from TIF
increment tax revenues once the TIF is fully esshied.

5. Amend Capital Improvement Project #91048 emtiti€ity Hall HVAC
Renovations” by appropriating $120,000 of Generald-Balance making
the total project appropriation $1,254,673. Theréase is necessary to
cover unanticipated asbestos abatement, additregialbased controls and
a 10% project contingency for additional asbestosediation costs.

6. Create the Cemetery Fund and to appropriate nelpees, estimate
revenues, and authorize positions as outlined taclatnent “A” to the
cemetery fund. To authorize a $259,187 transfanf@eneral Fund to the
Cemetery Fund and to reduce General Fund revenndsegpenses
accordingly. Authorize other necessary accountimigies in the General
Fund to transfer related assets and liabilitiehéoCemetery Fund.
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7. Create Capital Improvement Project #92003 ewtitl‘Project Site
Archeology” by appropriating $50,000 for archeotdiservices at Fiesta
Plaza and Mackenzie Amphitheater. The project asstde funded from
$30,000 of unallocated 2001 General Obligation bgmdceeds and
$20,000 of unallocated 2003 General Obligation bomdeeds.

8. Appropriate $175,000 of Hotel/Motel Tax Fund &ae to Civic
Lubbock, Inc. for the administration of the 2007back Music Festival.

Budget amendment ordinance was provided prioraédCity Council meeting.
FISCAL IMPACT

Included in item summary.

Staff recommended approval of the first readinthaf ordinance.

Jeff Yates, Chief Financial Officer; Lee Ann DumhligCity Manager; Randy
Truesdell, Manager of Parks and Recreation; MarlarWeod and Scott
Snider, Assistant City Managers; Rhea Cooper, Bepire Chief; and Don
Caldwell, all gave comments and answered questions Council.

Motion was made by Council Member Price, seconde€buncil Member
DeLeon to pass on first reading Ordinance No. 200820 as recommended
by staff. Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays, except ltem No. 8 where
Council Member Jones recused herself, and thewase6 Ayes, 0 Nays.

Call for Public Hearing Resolution - LP&L: Resolution No. 2006-R0548
calling for a public hearing pursuant to Chapter 2,Article XVIII, Section
2-485 of the Code of Ordinances of Lubbock, Texas tconsider proposed
amendments to Chapter 2, Article XVIII, of the Codeof Ordinances of
Lubbock, Texas and authorizing publication of the poposed
amendments.

This item was reconsidered following Item 6.13.

This resolution establishes the date and time wh@ublic hearing will be
conducted to consider changes to the ordinancelisstiag and outlining the
duties of the Electric Utility Board and relatedtiass.

When determining the date of the hearing, City @iuis reminded that a
notice in the must be published at least 30 daysr po the hearing and
published at least once a week for three consexwigeks with the last
publication coming not less than seven days bdfweénearing nor more than
two weeks before the hearing.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R054&esmmended by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, 0 Nays.
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Board Appointments - City Secretary: Consideone appointment to
West Texas Municipal Power Agency Board of Directas.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Boren to appoint Carroll McDonald to the W&sxas Municipal
Power Agency Board of Directors. Motion carriedAyes, 0 Nays.

Resolution to Nominate Candidate to LCAD Boat of Directors - City
Secretary: Resolution No. 2006-R0549 to nominate Gandidate to fill a
vacancy on the Lubbock Central Appraisal District Board of Directors.

The City of Lubbock has been notified by the Lubdbdgentral Appraisal
District of a vacancy on the Board of DirectorsL@AD. This allows the
City of Lubbock as a voting taxing unit to nominéigresolution a candidate
to fill the vacancy, pursuant to Section 6.03, lrropTax Code.

FISCAL IMPACT
No fiscal impact.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0594 rmominate Bobby
McQueen to the Lubbock Central Appraisal DistricbaBd of Directors.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, O Nays.

Windfall Revenue Resolution - City Council:Resolution No. 2006-R0550
establishing the intent of the City to adopt a budgt for FY 2007-08
allocating increased revenues and expenditure sags to the City, in the

event same are to occur, due to increased sales tavenue, health care
costs savings, fuel cost savings and red light caragevenues, to property

tax reduction, employee competitive pay increasesstreet and park

improvements, public safety expenditures and the diction of water and

sewer rates.

Resolution No. 2006-R0550 establishing the inteinthe City to adopt a
budget for FY 2007-08 allocating increased reveramgsexpenditure savings
to the City, in the event same are to occur, duadreased sales tax revenue,
health care costs savings, fuel cost savings amhdiglet camera revenues, to
property tax reduction, employee competitive payreases, street and park
improvements, public safety expenditures and tliuagigon of water and
sewer rates.

The resolution will be provided prior to the Citphcil meeting.
FISCAL IMPACT
Fiscal impact to be determined.

Lee Ann Dumbauld, City Manager, and Jeff Yates,eCHinancial Officer
gave comments and answered questions from Council.

Motion was made by Council Member Leonard, secondgdCouncil
Member Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R055@e@mmmended by staff.
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After discussions, motion was made by Council Memlmmes, seconded by
Council Member Price to amend Resolution No. 200650 by removing the
paragraph saying “BE IT RESOLVED that budget ameewks shall be
presented quarterly and in the interim, budgetavaes shall be presented
monthly, and”. Motion carried: 5 Ayes, 2 Nays.oudcil Members Boren
and Leonard voted Nay.

Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath gave comments and called tfi@ previous
guestion. Vote was taken, which carried: 5 Ayeblays. Council Members
Boren and Leonard voted Nay.

Motion was then made by Council Member Leonardpsded by Council

Member Boren to pass Resolution No. 2006-R0550 waithamendment to
remove the paragraph saying “BE IT RESOLVED thatidgat amendments
shall be presented quarterly and in the interingget variances shall be
presented monthly, and”. Motion carried: 7 Ay@¥ays.

Mayor Miller asked City Manager Dumbauld and haffsto submit, in a
timely fashion, all information available regardinthe budget and
amendments. Chief Financial Officer Yates statemt the Finance office
would be more than happy to do so.

At this time, Item 6.10 was reconsidered.

Motion was made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreath, secdntdy Council
Member Price to reconsider Item 6.10, so that #ite dnd time of the public
hearing can be established. Motion carried: 7sA@eNays.

Motion was then made by Mayor Pro Tem Gilbreatltoeded by Council

Member Price to set the date and time of the puig&ring to December 19,
2006 at 10:00 a.m. and pass Resolution 2006-R0&48ammended by staff.
Motion carried: 7 Ayes, O Nays.

12:08 P. M. CITY COUNCIL RECESSED
1:02 P.M. CITY COUNCIL RECONVENED
7. WORK SESSION

7.1

Presentation on a day in the life of a Fire Ghter by Todd Jordan and
Nick Wilson, Lubbock Fire Fighters.

Fire Fighters Todd Jordan and Nick Wilson gave esentation on a day in
the life of a firefighter, which included the hisyoof the Lubbock Fire
Department, their apparatus and equipment, thepomses to the different
types of fires, station life, facts and statistiasd training. Jordan and Wilson
both answered questions from Council.

2:15 P.M. COUNCIL ADJOURNED

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



