
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DATE             June 7, 2012 
 
TO  Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council  
 
FROM Lee Ann Dumbauld, City Manager 
 
SUBJECT Notice of Regular City Council Meeting 
 
 
The Regular City Council meeting will convene at 7:30 a.m. on Thursday, June 7, 2012, in the 
Council Chambers at City Hall, 1625 13th Street, Lubbock, Texas. 
 
The City Council will go into a closed Executive Session under Chapter 551 of the Texas 
Government Code to receive advice from legal counsel, to discuss matters of land acquisition, to 
discuss personnel matters, to discuss or take action on a “competitive matter” of the municipal 
electric utility as provided for under Section 551.086, or for other reasons permitted by law as 
specifically listed on this agenda. If necessary, the City Council may go into a closed session as 
permitted by law regarding any item on this agenda. The Regular City Council meeting will 
reconvene after the Executive Session.  
 
To facilitate flow of the Council meeting and to provide accurate and timely response to Council 
concerns, please contact me or department heads in advance of the meeting if you have specific 
questions of facts on any of the items on the agenda. This will allow appropriate staff to research and 
respond and, if necessary, be present at the meeting. 
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City of Lubbock, Texas
Regular City Council Meeting

Thursday, June 7, 2012
Glen C. Robertson, Mayor
Floyd Price, Mayor Pro Tem, District 2
Victor Hernandez, Councilman, District 1
Todd R. Klein, Councilman, District 3
Paul R. Beane, Councilman, District 4
Karen Gibson, Councilwoman, District 5
Latrelle Joy, Councilwoman, District 6      

Lee Ann Dumbauld, City Manager
Sam Medina, City Attorney

Rebecca Garza, City Secretary

http://www.mylubbock.us

City Council Chambers, 1625 13th Street, Lubbock, Texas

City of Lubbock City Council Meetings are available to all persons regardless of disability. If you require special assistance, please contact the
City Secretary's Office at 775-2025 or write to Post Office Box 2000, Lubbock, Texas 79457 at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting.

 
Note: On occasion the City Council may consider agenda items out of order.

7:30 a.m. -- City Council Convenes in Council Chambers

1. Citizen Comments - Any citizen wishing to appear before any regular meeting of the City Council
shall advise the City Manager’s office of that fact no later than seven calendar days before the
meeting at which the citizen wishes to appear. Any citizen wishing to so appear shall inform the
City Manager’s office, in writing, of the subject of the appearance. The subject matter shall be
sufficiently detailed as to inform the City Council and the public of its nature. Such notice shall
contain the name and address of the requestor. The appearance of any citizen giving such notice
to the City Manager’s office shall take precedence in addressing the City Council during the
Citizen Comments period. Any citizen failing to advise the City Manager’s office of his/her wish to
appear before the City Council as hereinabove set forth shall, time permitting, be permitted to
address the City Council after those having given notice. In accordance with the Texas Open
Meetings Act, the City Council may not take action on public matters during Citizen
Comments.

1. 1. Bill Curnow will appear before the City Council to discuss a proposed dog park at Stumpy Hamilton
Park.

2. Executive Session

2. 1. Hold an executive session in accordance with Vernon's Texas Codes Annotated (V.T.C.A.)
Government Code, Section 551.071, to discuss pending or contemplated litigation or settlement
agreement, and hold a consultation with attorney.

2. 1. 1. Statement of Intent filed by Atmos Energy Corporation on February 7, 2012, to increase gas utility
rates within the incorporated areas serviced by Atmos Energy Corporation, West Texas.

2. 1. 2. Consider a Resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute a Settlement Agreement and Release between
the City of Lubbock and Martha Ellerbrook in connection with Case number 11-10058, In The United
States Court of Appeals For The Fifth Circuit, Appeal from the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Texas USDC No. 5:09-CV-144.

2. 2. Hold an executive session in accordance with V.T.C.A. Government Code, Section 551.072, to
deliberate the purchase, exchange, lease, or value of real property.
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2. 2. 1. Discussion concerning a public health building.

2. 2. 2. Discussion concerning the Godeke Library Lease.

2. 3. Hold an executive session in accordance with V.T.C.A. Government Code, Section 551.074 (a)(1), to
discuss personnel matters and take appropriate action.

2. 4. Hold an executive session in accordance with V.T.C.A. Government Code, Section 551.086, on the
following competitive matters (Electric Utilities):

3. Proclamations and Presentations

3. 0. Invocation by Dr. Steve McMeans, Indiana Avenue Baptist Church

3. 2. Pledges of Allegiance

4. Minutes

4. 0. May 19, 2012 Special City Council Meeting

5. Consent Agenda - Items considered to be routine and enacted by one motion without separate
discussion. If the City Council desires to discuss an item, the item is removed from the Consent
Agenda and considered separately.

5. 1. Budget Ordinance Amendment 2nd Reading - Finance: Ordinance 2012-O0050 Consider Budget
Ordinance Amendment 16 amending the Adopted FY 2011-12 Budget respecting the Grant Fund to
accept and appropriate additional funding from the Texas Department of State Health Services (DSHS)
for the Public Health Emergency Preparedness (PHEP) – Public Preparedness Community Pharmacy
Services (PPCPS)/Hazards Grant, Grant No. 81086; accept and appropriate additional funding from the
Texas DSHS for the Regional and Local Services Section (RLSS) - Local Public Health System
(LPHS) Grant, Grant No. 81090; accept and appropriate additional funding from the Dallas Police
Department for the Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) Task Force, Grant No. 86058; and reduce
funding from the Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (TDHCA) for the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) - Weatherization Assistance Program (WAP).

5. 1. 1. Contract Amendment Resolution - Emergency Management : Consider an amendment to the
resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute Contract 2011-038944 PPCPS/HAZARDS with the
Texas DSHS.

5. 1. 2. Contract Amendment Resolution - Health : Consider a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to execute Amendment 001B to Contract 2012-039501 RLSS/LPHS with the Texas
DSHS.

5. 1. 3. Contract Resolution - Police : Consider a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute
Supplement 1 to an Interlocal Agreement with the City of Dallas for the ICAC Task Force
investigations.

5. 1. 4. Contract Amendment Resolution - Community Development : Consider a resolution
authorizing the Mayor to execute Amendment 7 to Contract 16090000668 with TDHCA for the
ARRA-WAP.
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5. 2. Budget Ordinance Amendment 1st Reading - Finance:  Consider Budget Ordinance Amendment 17
amending the Adopted FY 2011-12 Budget respecting the Grant Fund to accept and appropriate
additional funding from the Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (TDHCA) for the
Community Services Block Grant (CSBG), Grant No. 82047; respecting the Abandoned Motor Vehicle
Fund, Fund No. 138; respecting the Criminal Investigation Special Revenue Funds, Fund No. 139 and
Fund No. 142; and respecting the Department of Justice Asset Sharing Fund, Fund No. 86004.

5. 3. Ordinance 2nd Reading – Right-of-Way: Ordinance 2012-O0049 Consider an ordinance abandoning
and closing a drainage easement, located in Block E-2, Section 16, Lubbock County, Texas, 100th
Street and Richmond Avenue.

5. 4. Contract Resolution - Public Works Wastewater Treatment: Consider a resolution authorizing the
Mayor to execute Contract No. 10827 with Bill Sides to provide 30 TAC Chapter 210 reclaimed water
supply for agriculture reuse.

5. 5. Contract Resolution - Public Works Wastewater Treatment: Consider a resolution authorizing the
Mayor to execute Contract No. 10828 with Fred Jones and Bayer CropScience, L.P. to provide 30 TAC
Chapter 210 reclaimed water supply for agriculture reuse.

5. 6. Contract Resolution - Solid Waste: Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute
Contract 10393 with Allen Butler Construction, Inc., for concrete paving for Citizens Convenience
Stations, BID 12-10393-CI.

5. 7. Contract Resolution - Facilities: Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute job order
Contract 12-10741-JOC with Minnix Commercial Partners, LTD., for renovations to the landfill office
and building.

5. 8. Contract Resolution - Facilities: Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute job order
Contract 12-10746-JOC with Minnix Commercial Partners, LTD., to rebuild and install new gates at
Water Reclamation.

5. 9. Ordinance 2nd Reading - Building Inspection: Ordinance 2012-O0055 Consider an ordinance
adopting the 2009 International Building Code governing the construction, rehabiliation, and repair of
non-residential buildings.

5. 10. Ordinance 2nd Reading – Planning: Ordinance 2012-O0051 Zone Case 2374-F: Consider request of
Hugo Reed and Associates, Inc., (for BBM Capital) for a zoning change from A-1 (Family Apartment
District) to IHC (Interstate Commercial District), limited to recreational vehicle sales and service, an
extension of Camper Coach Sales and Services, on 2.04 acres of unplatted land out of Block E, Section 4
(south of South Loop 289 and east of Avenue S).

5. 11. Ordinance 2nd Reading – Planning: Ordinance 2012-O0052 Zone Case 2895-H: Consider request
of AMD Engineering, LLC, (for Lubbock Land Company) for a zoning change from R-1
(Single-Family District) Specific Use for single family with a reduced setback to R-1 Specific Use for
garden homes with an 18-inch rear setback for non-rear facing garages on 2.67 acres of unplatted land
out of Blocks A-K, Section 28 (89th Street west of Kewanee Avenue).

5. 12. Ordinance 2nd Reading – Planning: Ordinance 2012-O0053 Zone Case 3047-C: Consider request of
AMD Engineering, LLC, (for Oakmont Estates Investments of Lubbock) for a zoning change from R-1
(Single-Family District) Specific Use  for Vintage Township to R-1 Specific Use for garden homes
with a reduced setback for corner lots and an 18-inch rear setback for non-rear-facing garages on 2.94
acres of unplatted land (proposed lots 1-11 Oakmont Addition); 139.16 acres of unplatted land, with a
reduced 20-foot front setback and a 5-foot side setback on corner lots; and a reduced rear setback of 18
inches for non-rear-facing garages out of Block E-2, Section 23 (south of 114th Street and east of
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Quaker Avenue).

5. 13. Ordinance 2nd Reading – Planning: Ordinance 2012-O0054 Zone Case 2995-O: Consider request of
AMD Engineering, LLC, (for George McMahan Development, LLC) for a zoning change from R-1
(Single-Family District) and R-2 (Two-Family District) Specific Use for reduced front setback to R-2
Specific Use for duplex lots with a reduced 20-foot front setback and a 5-foot setback on corner lots on
3.95 acres of unplatted land out of Block AK, Section 30 (north of 68th Street and west of Oakridge
Avenue).

5. 14. Contract Resolution - Citibus:  Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute Contract
10644 for Vinyl Wrap installation and removal, Bid 12-10644-DG. 

5. 15. Resolution - Community Development: Consider a resolution calling for a public hearing proposing
an amendment to the Urban Renewal Plan Area 23 to revise the existing Urban Renewal Land Use Plan
from R-1 (Single-Family District) to IHC (Interstate Highway Commercial District) Specific Use in the
300 Block of Vernon Avenue and Avenue V, legally described as Lots 5 through 20, Block 11, Green
Hankins Addition, to the City of Lubbock, Lubbock County, Texas.

6. Regular Agenda

6. 1. Resolution - City Council:  Consider a Resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute a Settlement
Agreement and Release between the City of Lubbock and Martha Ellerbrook in connection with Case
number 11-10058, In The United States Court of Appeals For The Fifth Circuit, Appeal from the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas USDC No. 5:09-CV-144.

6. 2. Resolution - City Council: Consider a Resolution designating the southernmost portion of Stumpy
Hamilton Park, or other appropriate City sites, as a dog park area, contingent upon securing private
funding and/or donations.

6. 3. Resolution - City Council:  Consider a resolution for a Timothy Cole memorial and designate the
location to be near central Lubbock and Texas Tech University.

6. 4. Contract Resolution - Civic Center:  Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute a
contract with City Bank for renewal of the Naming Rights Agreement, for the City Bank Auditorium
and City Bank Coliseum.

6. 5. Resolution - Planning: Consider a petition for annexation from Michael and Lynne Strickland to annex
a parcel 205 feet deep (E/W) and 1,737 feet (north/south) adjacent to the city limits west of Frankford
Avenue (150 feet from the centerline of Frankford Avenue).

6. 6. Board Appointments - City Secretary: Consider one appointment to the Transportation Policy
Committee of the Lubbock Metropolitan Planning Organization.
 

7. Work Session/Business Agenda -  Items for presentations and discussions on such issues that may
require more in-depth consideration of the City Council than Regular Agenda items. Action may
be taken on a Work Session/Business Agenda item posting of the item indicates to the public the
action to be taken.

7. 1. Discuss the Gateway Streets Projects, 2009 Capital Bond Election Street Projects, Street Maintenance
Program, and the Lubbock Metropolitan Planning Organization Metropolitan Transportation Plan: 
2040 proposed projects and take appropriate action.
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7. 2. Discuss the City Council meeting times and take appropriate action, including the scheduling of an
initial planning meeting.

7. 3. Discuss the feasibility of recording the City boards and commissions meetings and take appropriate
action.

7. 4. Discuss FY 2012-13 Operating Budget and Capital Program schedule, and discuss all funds and
operations of the City.
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CITY OF LUBBOCK
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING

May 19, 2012
10:00 A. M.

The City Council of the City of Lubbock, Texas met in special session on the 19th of May, 2012, in City
Council Chambers, City Hall, 1625 13th Street, Lubbock, Texas at 10:00 a. m.

10:00   A.M. CITY COUNCIL CONVENED
City Council Chambers, 1625 13th Street, Lubbock, Texas

Present: Mayor Tom Martin; Mayor Pro Tem Floyd Price; Council Member Paul R. Beane; Council Member
Karen Gibson; Council Member Victor Hernandez; Council Member Todd R. Klein; Council Member
Jim Gilbreath; City Manager Lee Ann Dumbauld; City Secretary Rebecca Garza; City Attorney Sam
Medina 

1. Proclamations and Presentations

1. 1. Invocation by Floyd Stumbo, President Emeritus of the Children's Home of Lubbock Foundation

Floyd Stumbo, President Emeritus of the Children's Home of Lubbock Foundation, led the invocation.

1. 2. Pledges of Allegiance

Pledges of Allegiance were given in unison by those in the City Council Chambers to the United
States flag and the Texas flag.

2. Regular Agenda

2. 1. Election Resolution - City Secretary : Resolution No. 2012-R0189 canvassing the vote and
declaring the results of the May 12, 2012 City of Lubbock General Election and calling a Runoff
Election.

Rebecca Garza, City Secretary, read the results received from the May 12, 2012 General Election. 
Candidates for Mayor and votes received: Tom Martin, 6,603 votes; Glen Robertson, 12,457 votes. 
Total votes cast for Mayor: 19,060.  Candidate for Municipal Judge, Robert Doty, was an unopposed
candidate, declared elected.  Candidate for Council District 2, Floyd Price, was an unopposed
candidate, declared elected.  Candidates for Council District 4 and votes received: Dwight Fullingim,
714 votes; Jim Gerlt, 2,230 votes; and Paul R Beane, 2,416 votes.  Total votes cast for Council
District 4: 5,360 votes.  Candidates for Council District 6 and votes received: Latrelle Joy, 1,381
votes; and Randy Sanders, 1,194 votes.  Total votes cast for Council District 6: 2,575 votes.  The
total votes cast in the election were 19,230 votes.  

Person receiving majority votes for Mayor, Glen Robertson; for Council District 6, Latrelle Joy;
unopposed candidates: Municipal Judge, Robert Doty; Council District 2, Floyd Price.  No candidate
received the majority vote for the City Council District 4 position; therefore, a runoff election
between Paul R. Beane and Jim Gerlt is required.
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Motion by Council Member Todd R. Klein, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Floyd Price to approve
Resolution 2012-R0189. 

Vote: 7 - 0 Motion carried

2. 2. Swearing-In Ceremony - City Council : Administer Oath of Office to newly elected City Council
Members. (Reception immediately following)

Mayor - Glen Robertson was sworn in by his wife, Karen Robertson.  Mayor Robertson then gave
comments on his goals as Mayor and exressed his gratitude to all who supported him through his
campaign.

Municipal Court Judge - Robert Doty was sworn in by Judge Jorge Hernandez, Associate Judge of
Municipal Court.  Judge Doty gave thanks to his family, friends, staff, and citizens of Lubbock. 

Council Member, District 6 - Latrelle Joy was sworn in by Judge Robert Doty.  Councilwoman Joy
gave thanks to her family and the voters of the city of Lubbock.

Council Member, District 2 - Floyd Price was sworn in by Sam Medina, City Attorney (and retired
Judge).  Mayor Pro Tem Price introduced his family in attendance, and gave thanks to everyone who
has supported him through the years.  

Mayor Pro Tem Floyd Price presented outgoing District 6 City Council Member, Jim Gilbreath, with
his name plate.  Council Member Gilbreath gave comments and expressed his gratitude.

10:48 A.M. CITY COUNCIL ADJOURNED

There being no further business to come before Council, Mayor Robertson adjourned the meeting.

 ____________________________________
GLEN C. ROBERTSON, MAYOR

ATTEST:  

___________________________________
Rebecca Garza, City Secretary
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 1.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Budget Ordinance Amendment 2nd Reading - Finance: Ordinance 2012-O0050 Consider Budget Ordinance
Amendment 16 amending the Adopted FY 2011-12 Budget respecting the Grant Fund to accept and appropriate
additional funding from the Texas Department of State Health Services (DSHS) for the Public Health Emergency
Preparedness (PHEP) – Public Preparedness Community Pharmacy Services (PPCPS)/Hazards Grant, Grant No.
81086; accept and appropriate additional funding from the Texas DSHS for the Regional and Local Services
Section (RLSS) - Local Public Health System (LPHS) Grant, Grant No. 81090; accept and appropriate additional
funding from the Dallas Police Department for the Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) Task Force, Grant No.
86058; and reduce funding from the Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (TDHCA) for the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) - Weatherization Assistance Program (WAP).

Item Summary
On May 30, 2012, the City Council approved the first reading of the ordinance. 

Accept and appropriate an additional $14,844 from the Texas DSHS for the PHEP – PPCPS/Hazards Grant,
for a total grant appropriation of $329,806. The grant amendment adds carry-forward funds to the current
contract, revises the due dates for applicable reports, and extends the due date for equipment purchases. The
grant funds activities in support of the Center for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) Cooperative
Agreement Work Plan for PHEP designed to upgrade and integrate state and local public health
jurisdications' preparedness for and response to terrorism, outbreaks of infectious disease, and other public
health threats and emergencies. The grant funds three full-time positions.

A companion item on today's City Council agenda is Item 5.1.1:

I.

Item 5.1.1
Contract Amendment Resolution - Emergency Management: Consider an amendment to the
resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute Contract 2011-038944 PPCPS/HAZARDS with the Texas
DSHS.

Accept and appropriate an additional $20,559 from the Texas DSHS for the RLSS-LPHS Grant, for a total
grant appropriation of $108,204. The grant provides financial assistance to improve or strengthen local public
health infrastructure by developing objectives to address public health issues and utilize resources to conduct
activities and services that provide or support the delivery of essential public health services. Programs
assess, monitor, and evaluate the essential public health services, and develop strategies to improve the
delivery of essential public health services to identified service areas. The grant provides funding
for two full-time positions to conduct case investigations and offer education and treatment for reportable
conditions.

A companion item on today's City Council agenda is Item 5.1.2:

II.

Item 5.1.2
Contract Amendment Resolution - Health: Consider a resolution authorizing the City Manager to
execute Amendment 001B to Contract 2012-039501 with the Texas DSHS.
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Accept and appropriate an additional $16,000 for the ICAC Task Force from the Dallas Police Department,
funded by the United States Department of Justice (DOJ), for a total grant appropriation of $21,000. ICAC
Task Force is a grant program funded under an award by DOJ through the Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention under the Federal Missing and Exploited Children's Program to target child
solicitation and child pornography over the Internet in Texas.

A companion item on today's City Council agenda is Item 5.1.3:

III.

Item 5.1.3
Contract Resolution - Police: Consider a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute
Supplement 1 to an Interlocal Agreement with the City of Dallas for the ICAC Task Force
investigations.

Reduce appropriation for a pass-through grant from TDHCA for the County's portion of the ARRA-WAP by
$55,996, from $2,029,904 to $1,973,908. The grant provides the County with funding to weatherize homes
and make them more energy efficient. The City has voluntarily relinquished a portion of the funds. The
period of performance is September 1, 2009, through January 31, 2012. 

A companion item on today's City Council agenda is Item 5.1.4:

IV.

Item 5.1.4
Contract Amendment Resolution - Community Development: Consider a resolution authorizing the
Mayor to execute Amendment 7 to Contract 16090000668 with TDHCA for the ARRA-WAP.

Fiscal Impact
Included in Item Summary.

Staff/Board Recommending
Cheryl Brock, Budget Director

Attachments
Ordinance - Budget Amend. 16.pdf
Resolution & Contract - PPCPS.HAZARDS
Budget Detail Sheet - PHEP-PPCPS/Hazards Grant
Resolution & Contract - RLSS.LPHS
Resolution - Health - 039501
Budget Detail Sheet - RLSS/LPHS Grant
Grant Detail - ICAC - DOJ - DALLAS
Resolution & Contract - ICAC
Grant Detail - CD ARRA WAP County 3
Resolution & WAP ARRA Amend 7 Closeout - CD
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Administrative Information:
City Assigned Grant Number: 81086
Grant Name:
Grant Effective Date:
Grant Provider/Agency:
Original Appropriation Date: 9/27/2011
Original Appropriation-Budget Ordinance: 2011-O0084
Original Grant Acceptance-Resolution: 2011-R0422

Personnel Information:
No. of full-time positions funded w/ grant: 3

Title of Position Annual Salary Annual
Benefits

Grant
General Fund

PHP Coordinator 45,579$         22,377          67,956           -                    
Account Analyst 50,413           23,711          59,540           14,584          
Administrative Assistant 32,166           18,675          50,841           -                    

Total 128,158$       64,763          178,337         14,584          

Budget Information:

Grant Appropriation Detail

Previous
Award

Amount

May
Amendment 

Amount
Total Award 

Amount
Salaries 117,702$       9,848            127,550         
Benefits 60,635           4,996            65,631           
Training and Travel 10,800           -                    10,800           
Supplies

Office Supplies 4,718             -                    4,718             
Training Supplies 3,386             -                    3,386             
Medical Supplies 19,410           -                    19,410           
Educational Supplies 7,000             -                    7,000             
Preparedness Kits and supplies 6,791             -                    6,791             
Lab Supplies 8,124             -                    8,124             

Contractual - Pharmacist 2,400             -                    2,400             
Equipment
  AED 1,778             -                    1,778             
  Mobile case for mass vaccination supplies 2,709             -                    2,709             
Other

Advertisement to promote awareness 15,000           -                    15,000           
Sponsored trainings 22,500           -                    22,500           
Misc (printing, fax capabilities, postage, etc.) 12,160           -                    12,160           
Misc. service agreements and repairs 18,099           -                    18,099           
Software 1,750             -                    1,750             

Total Appropriation 314,962$       14,844          329,806         

Texas Department of State Health Services
8/1/2011-8/31/2012

City of Lubbock, TX
Grant Amendment

Existing Grant - Budget Detail
May 30, 2012

PPCPS - Hazards
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Administrative Information:
City Assigned Grant Number: 81090
Grant Name:
Grant Effective Date:
Grant Provider/Agency:
Original Appropriation Date: 9/27/2011
Original Appropriation-Budget Ordinance: 2011-O0084
Original Grant Acceptance-Resolution: 2011-R0421

Personnel Information:
No. of full-time positions funded w/ grant: 3

Title of Position Annual Salary Annual
Benefits

Grant
General Fund

Registered Nurse 65,508$         29,278          94,786           -                    
Registered Nurse 50,556           24,069          13,418           61,207          

Total 116,064$       53,347          108,204         61,207          

Budget Information:

Grant Appropriation Detail

Previous
Award

Amount
Amendment 

Amount
Total Award 

Amount
Salaries 65,508$         13,400          78,908           
Benefits 22,137           7,159            29,296           

Total Appropriation 87,645$         20,559          108,204         

Texas Department of State Health Services
9/1/2011-8/31/2012

City of Lubbock, TX
Grant Amendment

Existing Grant - Budget Detail
May 30, 2012

RLSS-Local Public Health System
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Administrative Information:
City Assigned Grant Number: 86058
Grant Name:
Grant Effective Date: 4/1/2010
Grant Provider/Agency:
Original Appropriation Date: 12/15/2012
Original Appropriation-Budget Ordinance: 2010-O0088
Original Grant Acceptance-Resolution: 2010-R0599
Amended Grant Award Amount: 21,000$          

Budget Information:

Grant Appropriation Detail

12/15/2012
Award

Amount
Amendment 

Amount
Total Award 

Amount
Training, Equipment, and Operations 5,000$     16,000       21,000            

Total Appropriation 5,000$     16,000       21,000            

City of Dallas Police Department/Department of Justice

City of Lubbock, TX
Grant Amendment

Existing Grant - Budget Detail
May 30, 2012

Internet Crimes Against Children
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Administrative Information:
City Assigned Grant Number: 82038
Grant Name:
Grant Effective Date:
Grant Provider/Agency:
Original Appropriation Date: 12/2/2009
Original Appropriation-Budget Ordinance: 2010-O0062
Original Grant Acceptance-Resolution: 2009-R0409

Personnel Information:
No. of full-time positions funded w /grant: 6

Title of Position Annual Salary Annual Benefits Grant Other Grant
Receptionist 22,734$ 10,124 - 32,858
Account Analyst 60,152 20,982 - 81,134
Program Specialist 34,362 13,793 - 48,155
WAP Specialist 30,451 12,180 - 42,631
Contract Coordinator 56,551 20,476 - 77,027
CD Director 84,163 27,317 - 111,480

Total 288,413$ 104,872 - 393,285

Budget Information:

Grant Amendment Detail Award Amount

5/30/12 
Amendment 

Amount
Total Award 

Amount
Salaries

Full-time salaries 47,060$ - 47,060
Benefits 21,772 - 21,772
Other -

Materials/Program Support/Labor 1,725,396 (50,898) 1,674,498
Health and Safety 211,644 (1,496) 210,148
Liability/Pollution Occurrence Insurance - -
Audit 2,000 - 2,000
Training and Travel 22,032 (3,602) 18,430

Total Amendment 2,029,904$ (55,996) 1,973,908

ARRA - American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
CD - Community Development
WAP - Weatherization Assistance Program

9/1/2009-08/31/2011
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs

City of Lubbock, TX
Grant Amendment

Existing Grant - Budget Detail
May 30, 2012

 ARRA - WAP - County
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 2.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Budget Ordinance Amendment 1st Reading - Finance:  Consider Budget Ordinance Amendment 17 amending
the Adopted FY 2011-12 Budget respecting the Grant Fund to accept and appropriate additional funding from the
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (TDHCA) for the Community Services Block Grant
(CSBG), Grant No. 82047; respecting the Abandoned Motor Vehicle Fund, Fund No. 138; respecting the Criminal
Investigation Special Revenue Funds, Fund No. 139 and Fund No. 142; and respecting the Department of Justice
Asset Sharing Fund, Fund No. 86004.

Item Summary
Accept and appropriate an additional $95,258 from the TDHCA for the CSBG, for a total grant appropriation
of $285,776. The grant provides assistance to reduce poverty, revitalize low-income communities, and
empower low-income families and individuals to become self-sufficient. The funding source for the contract
is a pass-through grant from the TDHCA. The actual amount allocated to the City for FY 2012-13 is
$381,035. TDHCA will notify the City as more funds become available. The period of performance is
January 1, 2012 through December 31, 2012. 
 

I.

Amend the Abandoned Motor Vehicle Fund by increasing the appropriation by $100,000, from $574,720 to
$674,720, for wrecker service charges for towing abandoned vehicles. The revenues in this fund must be
used in accordance with provisions in the Texas Transportation Code, Chapter 683, for law enforcement
purposes. The additional funding comes from fund balance.
 

II.

Amend the Criminal Investigation Special Revenue Funds by increasing the appropriation by $836,603, from
$332,256 to $1,168,959, for specialized investigative equipment and supplies, computer software and
equipment, lab equipment, SWAT equipment, and training and travel expenses. Revenues in this fund are
received through court award, when the Police Department confiscates funds during illegal or criminal
activity. The revenues in this fund must be used in accordance with provisions in the Texas Code of
Criminal Procedure Chapter 59 and related Federal statutes. The additional funding comes from fund
balance.   
 

III.

Amend the Department of Justice Asset Sharing Fund by increasing the appropriation by $15,827, from
$174,785 to $190,612, for the purchase of specialized equipment, technology, and other needs of the Police
Department through the use of seized assets resulting from Federal investigations. The revenues in this fund
must be used in accordance with provisions in the Texas Code of Criminal Procedure Chapter 59 and related
Federal statutes. The additional funding comes from fund balance. 

IV.

Fiscal Impact
Included in Item Summary.

Staff/Board Recommending
Cheryl Brock, Budget Director
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Attachments
Budget Amendment 17
Budget Detail Sheet - CSBG Grant
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Administrative Information:
City Assigned Grant Number: 82047
Grant Name:
Grant Effective Date:
Grant Provider/Agency:
Original Appropriation Date: 3/6/2012
Original Appropriation-Budget Ordinance: 2012-O0016
Original Grant Acceptance-Resolution: 2012-R0098

Personnel Information:
No. of full-time positions funded w/ grant: 5

Title of Position Annual Salary Annual
Benefits

Grant Other Grant
General Fund

Program Specialist 41,431$         21,393          4,700             58,124          -                    
Account Analyst 60,902           26,668          4,200             83,370          -                    
Administrative Assistant 22,734           16,247          2,950             36,031          -                    
CD Director & Citibus Liaison 84,863           33,380          5,750             112,493        -                    
CD Contract Coordinator 57,251           25,760          4,150             78,861          -                    

Total 267,181$       123,448        21,750           368,879        -                    

Budget Information:

Grant Amendment Detail

4/26/2012 
Award

Amount
Amendment 

Amount
Total Award 

Amount
Salaries 29,000$         14,500          43,500           
Benefits 14,500           7,250            21,750           
Travel 1,051             525               1,576             
Supplies 1,917             959               2,876             
Other 1,664             -                    1,664             
Audit 1,014             1,250            2,264             
Advertising 122                150               272                
Indirect Cost 6,000             3,000            9,000             
Contractual -                    

Catholic Charities, Diocese of Lubbock 99,250           49,624          148,874         
South Plains Association of Governments 23,500           11,750          35,250           
Catholic Charities CEAP Ops 3,978             2,000            5,978             
Lutheran Social Services CEAP Ops 3,480             1,750            5,230             
LIFE Run Centers CEAP Ops 1,492             750               2,242             
CEAP Household Crisis Inspections 3,550             1,750            5,300             

Total Amendment 190,518$       95,258          285,776         

1/1/2012-12/31/2012
Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs

City of Lubbock, TX
Grant Amendment

Existing Grant - Budget Detail
June 7, 2012

Community Services Block Grant
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 3.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Ordinance 2nd Reading – Right-of-Way: Ordinance 2012-O0049 Consider an ordinance abandoning and closing
a drainage easement, located in Block E-2, Section 16, Lubbock County, Texas, 100th Street and Richmond
Avenue.

Item Summary
On May 30, 2012, the City Council approved the first reading of the ordinance. 

The ordinance abandons and closes a drainage easement in Block E-2, Section 16, which is located east of 100th
Street and west of Quaker Avenue. The easement is no longer needed due to new development of the area.

Public Works Engineering is in agreement with the closure.

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
Marsha Reed, P.E., Chief Operating Officer

Attachments
Ordinance - Drainage Easement - 2nd Reading
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 4.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Contract Resolution - Public Works Wastewater Treatment: Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to
execute Contract No. 10827 with Bill Sides to provide 30 TAC Chapter 210 reclaimed water supply for agriculture
reuse.

Item Summary
The City of Lubbock Southeast Water Reclamation plant is permitted to treat and dispose of 31.5 million gallons of
effluent per day. Currently nine million gallons is the maximum amount of high quality effluent that can be either
stream discharged or provided by contract to Xcel Energy. The remaining 22.5 million gallons must be land applied
according to City’s Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) Wastewater Discharge permit. 

Since spring of 1987 the City of Lubbock, through a TCEQ Reclaimed Water Authorization, has been authorized to
provide 30 TAC Chapter 210 reclaimed water to adjacent land owners. Reclaimed Water is treated wastewater
effluent which is sent to the Lubbock Land Application Site Reservoir.  Bill Sides entered into a ten-year contract
with the City of Lubbock on December 20, 2001, to use the reclaimed water to irrigate cotton. This contract is a
new contract for reclaimed wastewater effluent and has a term of 5½ years. 

The water that the City is currently providing for agriculture reuse is classed as Type II a pond system, which is the
lowest quality water allowable for reuse. The City does not receive any monetary award for having the 30 TAC
Chapter 210 customers; however, having the 30 TAC Chapter 210 users is advantageous for the City. These users
allow the City more flexibility on the Lubbock Land Application site for crop rotation, and make more acreage
available to the City to apply effluent water. This is exceptionally important during years with above average
rainfall. It will allow reclaimed water application without the risk of over-applying to the Lubbock Land Application
Site and violating the City’s TCEQ Wastewater Discharge Permit.

The wastewater effluent that is available for the 30 TAC Chapter 210 users may, and has on occasion, had
disruption of service either due to the reclaimed water not meeting 30 TAC Chapter 210 qualities, or the availability
of the water.

Fiscal Impact
There is no monetary award associated with this contract.  Without the flexibility of having the contract, the City
could be subject to a violation of the City’s TCEQ permit, with a potential penalty of as much as $25,000 per day.

Staff/Board Recommending
Marsha Reed, P.E., Chief Operating Officer

Lubbock Water Advisory Commission

Attachments
Reso and Contract for Bill Sides
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 5.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Contract Resolution - Public Works Wastewater Treatment: Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to
execute Contract No. 10828 with Fred Jones and Bayer CropScience, L.P. to provide 30 TAC Chapter 210
reclaimed water supply for agriculture reuse.

Item Summary
The City of Lubbock Southeast Water Reclamation plant is permitted to treat and dispose of 31.5 million gallons of
effluent per day. Currently nine million gallons is the maximum amount of high quality effluent that can be
either stream discharged or provided by contract to Xcel Energy.  The remaining 22.5 million gallons must be land
applied according to City’s Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) Wastewater Discharge permit.  

Since spring of 1987 the City of Lubbock, through a TCEQ Reclaimed Water Authorization, has been authorized to
provide 30 TAC Chapter 210 reclaimed water to adjacent land owners. Reclaimed Water is treated wastewater
effluent which is sent to the Lubbock Land Application Site Reservoir. Fred Jones and Bayer CropScience, L.P.
entered into a ten-year contract with the City of Lubbock on December 20, 2001, to use the reclaimed water to
irrigate cotton. This contract is a new contract for reclaimed wastewater effluent and has a term of 5½ years. 

The water that the City is currently providing for agriculture reuse is classed as Type II a pond system, which is the
lowest quality water allowable for reuse. The City does not receive any monetary award for having the  30 TAC
Chapter 210 customers; however, having the 30 TAC Chapter 210 users is advantageous for the City. These users
allow the City more flexibility on the Lubbock Land Application site for crop rotation, and makes more acreage
available to the City to apply effluent water. This is exceptionally important during years with above average
rainfall.  It will allow reclaimed water application without the risk of over applying to the Lubbock Land
Application Site and violating the City’s TCEQ Wastewater Discharge Permit.

The wastewater effluent that is available for the 30 TAC Chapter 210 users may, and has on occasion, had
disruption of service either due to the reclaimed water not meeting 30 TAC Chapter 210 qualities, or the availability
of the water.

Fiscal Impact
There is no monetary value associated with this contract. Without the flexibility of having the contract, the City
could be subject to a violation of the City’s TCEQ permit, with a potential penalty of as much as $25,000 per day.

Staff/Board Recommending
Marsha Reed, P.E., Chief Operating Officer

Lubbock Water Advisory Commission

Attachments
Reso and Contract Jones

62



63



64



65



66



67



68



69



70



71



72



  

Regular City Council Meeting   5. 6.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Contract Resolution - Solid Waste: Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute Contract 10393 with
Allen Butler Construction, Inc., for concrete paving for Citizen's Convenience Stations, BID 12-10393-CI.

Item Summary
The contract is for the concrete paving of two new drop-off stations which will serve the citizens in the Northwest
and Southwest sections of the City, located at North Quaker Avenue and Adrian Street, and Milwaukee Avenue
and 76th Street.  Citizen's Convenience Stations will offer residents the opportunity to properly dispose of
residential waste including used bulky household furniture, used appliances, yard brush, and recycling items
accepted in the City's Recycling Program. Stations are open Monday through Saturday, 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.,
except for City holidays.

Bids were received from the following companies:

J.R.'s Landscaping and Sprinkler Systems, Inc., of Lubbock, TX $494,190

Allen Butler Construction, Inc., of Ransom Canyon, TX   496,780

West Texas Paving, Inc., of Lubbock, TX   535,995

The bid award for this agenda item is awarded by unit price. The total amount of the award is estimated and actual
expenditures may be more or less depending on actual needs. The price per unit will not change.

Pursuant to Texas Local Government Code 252.043, Award of Contract, the City awards contracts to bidders that
provide goods or services to the City at best value. The City determines the best value by taking into consideration
the ability, capacity, skill, and financial resources to perform the work or provide the service required; the ability of
the bidder to perform the work or provide the services promptly or within the time specified, without delay or
interference; the character, integrity, reputation, judgment, experience, and efficiency of the bidder; the quality of
performance of previous contracts or services; and the safety record of the Contractor and proposed
Sub-Contractors.

On March, 10, 2009, J.R.’s Landscaping and Sprinkler Systems, Inc., of Lubbock, Texas was awarded contract
8891 for Concrete Flat Work at Park Pavilions, in the amount of $120,000. The Parks Department was notified by
Insite Amenities, L.P. of  Fort Worth, Texas, a supplier of goods for the project, that they had not been paid by
J.R.’s Landscaping and Sprinkler Systems, Inc. On December 2010, Insite Amenities, LP filed a breach of payment
with the Lubbock County Court.  The City issued final payment to J.R.’s Landscaping and Sprinkler Systems in
February 3, 2011.  According to the Contract No. 8891, the City of Lubbock reserves the right, prior to final
acceptance of the project to require the Contractor to execute an affidavit that all bills for labor, materials and
incidentals incurred in the construction of the Concrete Flatwork contemplated by the contract documents have been
paid in full and that there are no claims pending, of which the Contractor has been notified.

On December 10, 2010, J.R.’s Landscaping and Sprinkler Systems, Inc., of Lubbock, Texas was awarded contract
9852 for the Fence Repair at Lake Alan Henry, in the amount of $18,000. The contract was executed on December
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20, 2010. Construction time was (10) ten days. The department met the contractor on site on January 5, 2011 to
start the project.  On March 25, 2011, the department called Mr. Ramirez to find out when he would be able to start
the project. Purchasing issued a Notice to Proceed on May 24, 2011, with a start date of June 6, 2011.  Mr. Ramirez
responded that he needed until June 15, 2011.  This project was never completed.  

On December 13, 2010, J.R.’s Landscaping and Sprinkler Systems, Inc., of Lubbock, Texas was awarded contract
9836 for Irrigation Line Replacement at Hoel and Lopez Parks, in the amount of $17,510.  Construction time was
60 days.  The time for completion expired on February 18, 2010. The vendor performance file is available in the
Purchasing Department. 

Staff recommends contract award to the lowest responsible bidder, Allen Butler Construction, Inc., of Ransom
Canyon, Texas, for $496,780. Time completion is 68 working days, and liquidated damages are $100 per working
day.

Fiscal Impact
$180,000 was appropriated in the FY 2009-10 Budget, Ord. No. 2009-O0073, August 27, 2009. $150,000 was
appropriated in the FY 2010-11 Budget, Ord. No. 2010-O0070, September 16, 2010. 

Funding for additional cost is from the Solid Waste cost center.

Staff/Board Recommending
Scott Snider, Assistant City Manager

Attachments
Resolution & Contract - Citizens Convenience Stations

74



75



76



77



78



79



  

Regular City Council Meeting   5. 7.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Contract Resolution - Facilities: Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute job order Contract
12-10741-JOC with Minnix Commercial Partners, LTD., for renovations to the landfill office and building.

Item Summary
The job order contract involves remodel of the North Avenue P Landfill Office.  The scope of work is included in
the back-up.

The $28,580 contract with Minnix Commercial Partners, LTD., of Lubbock, Texas, is made through BuyBoard
Contract No. Area I - 1 MCP - Option 1, using an electronic system known as EZIQC, to access indefinite quantity
construction contracts (job order contracts) that are competitively bid to accomplish maintenance, repair, and minor
new construction. The contracts are based on a catalog of pre-priced construction tasks for all divisions of
construction. Texas Government Code 791 allows political subdivisions of Texas to contract with another political
subdivision of Texas or another state to purchase goods and services. Pursuant to Texas Local Government Code
Chapter 271.102, participating in purchasing cooperatives with other local governments and cooperative purchasing
organizations satisfies state law requiring municipalities to solicit competitive bids.

Fiscal Impact
Funding is appropriated in Solid Waste operating budget with $28,580 available for this purpose.

Staff/Board Recommending
Mark Yearwood, Chief Information Officer, Assistant City Manager

Scott Snider, Assistant City Manager

Attachments
Resolution & Contract - Minnix - Landfill Office Remodel.pdf
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 8.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Contract Resolution - Facilities: Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute job order Contract
12-10746-JOC with Minnix Commercial Partners, LTD., to rebuild and install new gates at Water Reclamation.

Item Summary
The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) requires that the Southeast Water Reclamation Plant
(SEWRP) be secured with a perimeter fence.  On January 19, 2012, an impaired driver drove onto the grounds of
the SEWRP. After realizing he was not able to leave the grounds the same way he entered, the driver attempted to
leave via several gates causing damage to each of them with his vehicle.  He ultimately ran into the east gate
removing the gate and gate controller with his vehicle. Staff notified the Police Department and the impaired driver
was found. The Police Department is working the case. 

The job order contract involves repair and replacement of damaged gates and related components
by reinstalling one west gate, replacing four west gate rails, replacing 33 feet of aluminum gate at the east entrance
along with the controller and hardware, replacing 14 feet of chain link gate at the southeast entrance with a
City supplied 32 feet aluminum sliding gate and all associated hardware as required to complete this project.

The $44,442 contract with Minnix Commercial Partners, LTD., of Lubbock, Texas is made through BuyBoard
Contract No. Area I - MCP - Option 1, using an electronic system known as EZIQC, to access indefinite quantity
construction contracts (job order contracts) that are competitively bid to accomplish maintenance, repair, and minor
new construction. The contracts are based on a catalog of pre-priced construction tasks for all divisions of
construction. Texas Government Code Chapter 791 allows political subdivisions of Texas to contract with another
political subdivision of Texas or another state to purchase goods and services. Pursuant to Texas Local Government
Code Chapter 271.102, participating in purchasing cooperatives with other local governments and cooperative
purchasing organizations satisfies state law requiring municipalities to solicit competitive bids.

Fiscal Impact
$2.725 million is appropriated in Capital Improvement Project No. 91042, Water Reclamation Plant Replacements,
with $44,442 available for this purpose.

Staff/Board Recommending
Mark Yearwood, Chief Information Officer, Assistant City Manager 

Marsha Reed, P.E., Chief Operations Officer

Attachments
Resolution & Contract - Minnix Contract 12-10746-JOC
Budget Detail - 91042
CIP Detail - 91042
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Capital Project Number:
Capital Project Name:

Budget
Encumbered/Expended

Sewer System Improvements 2,293,140$
Water System Improvements 14,255
Other Construction 41,140
COL Staff Time - Design & Construction 84,184
Professional Services 79,357
Outside Employee Services 18,995

Agenda Item May 30, 2012
Minnix Commercial Partners 44,442

Encumbered/Expended To Date 2,575,513

Estimated Costs for Remaining Appropriation
   Construction 149,487

Remaining Appropriation 149,487
Total Appropriation 2,725,000$

91042
Water Reclamtion Plant Replacements

City of Lubbock, TX
Capital Project 

Project Cost Detail
May 30, 2012
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 9.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Ordinance 2nd Reading - Building Inspection: Ordinance 2012-O0055 Consider an ordinance adopting the 2009
International Building Code governing the construction, rehabiliation, and repair of non-residential buildings.

Item Summary
On May 30, 2012, the City Council approved the first reading of the ordinance.

The International Building Code is the City's adopted commercial building code, and governs the design,
construction, rehabilitation and repair of various building structural and non-structural elements, including those
affecting fire and life safety. The ordinance includes an administrative update that raises contractor bond minimums
to $20,000 from the current $10,000 level, as recommended by the Model Codes and Construction Ordinance
Advisory Board.

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
Quincy White, Assistant City Manager

Model Codes and Construction Ordinance Advisory Board

Attachments
Ordinance - Building Code
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 10.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Ordinance 2nd Reading – Planning: Ordinance 2012-O0051 Zone Case 2374-F: Consider request of Hugo Reed
and Associates, Inc., (for BBM Capital) for a zoning change from A-1 (Family Apartment District) to IHC
(Interstate Commercial District), limited to recreational vehicle sales and service, an extension of camper coach
sales and services, on 2.04 acres of unplatted land out of Block E, Section 4 (south of South Loop 289 and east of
Avenue S).

Item Summary
On May 30, 2012, the City Council approved the first reading of the ordinance. 

Zoning Request:
The request is to zone 2.04 acres of unplatted land located east of Avenue S from A-1 limited to quadraplex
construction to IHC limited to recreational vehicle sales and service.

Proposed Land Use:
The applicant currently owns the land to the east of the proposed property. The proposal allows Camper Coaches to
expand the business for outside display and to provide visual access to the showroom facility.

Adjacent Land Uses:
North - Loop 289
South - Residential, Zoned A-1 limited to quadraplex construction
East - Commercial, Zoned C-3 (General Retail District)
West - Residential, Zoned R-1 (Single-Family District)

Planning and Zoning (P&Z) Public Hearing Notes:
The applicant and Terry Holeman appeared before the P&Z Commission to support the request. Before the meeting,
the applicant met with two owners who previously opposed the request, but withdrew their opposition during the
meeting. 

Impact on the Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP):
The parcel where Camper Coaches is located and the RV dealer to the east have been zoned C-4 (Commercial
District) allowing camper sales and repair for years. In addition, the parcel has been subject to at least two C-4 zone
cases to extend commercial zoning to Avenue S. One was withdrawn and one was denied. The purpose of previous
denials and the adoption of the existing A-1 zoning has been to buffer the residential directly to the west across
Avenue S. 

The residents to the west now are presented with two choices: look at a row of quadraplex units with added traffic
to the street and rental units, or have a chain link fence (traditional wood picket fencing does not deter theft in the
business area) at a display lot for RV units with a very low attraction of customers at any one time, and no access
of the business lot from Avenue S. 

The request is a minor change for the CLUP, and that change should be noted in any motion for approval should
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the City Council find the proposal acceptable. 

Staff has attempted for years, during zone cases, to buffer the residential area to the west, which is not a style of
development that normally occurs with the policies of today. However, the parcel proposed for rezoning is not
going to be single family, and most home owners are not intrigued with the presence of multifamily just across the
street. A neighborhood issue associated with the intercom on the business parcel is proposed as a condition (and has
already been rectified by the business owner). 

P&Z Commission Recommendation:
The P&Z Commission recommends approval of the case with a minor CLUP change and the following five
conditions: 

The one permitted use on the parcel shall be the sale and service of recreational vehicles.1.
A perimeter fence of chain link shall be allowed on the property line exclusive of the two vision triangle
street intersections.

2.

No curb cuts are allowed from Avenue S.3.
A new means of communication versus intercom shall be introduced by the owner of the business.4.
Perimeter lighting shall be directed toward the sales lot.5.

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
Quincy White, Assistant City Manager

P&Z Commission

Attachments
Ordinance - ZC 2374-F
ZC - 2374-F
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 11.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Ordinance 2nd Reading – Planning: Ordinance 2012-O0052 Zone Case 2895-H: Consider request of AMD
Engineering, LLC, (for Lubbock Land Company) for a zoning change from R-1 (Single-Family District) Specific
Use for single family with a reduced setback to R-1 Specific Use for garden homes with an 18-inch rear setback for
non-rear facing garages on 2.67 acres of unplatted land out of Blocks A-K, Section 28 (89th Street west of
Kewanee Avenue).

Item Summary
On May 30, 2012, the City Council approved the first reading of the ordinance.

Zoning Request:
The request is to change the zoning from R-1 Specific Use for single family with a reduced setback to R-1 Specific
Use for garden homes with an 18-inch rear setback for non-rear facing garages.

Proposed Land Use: 
The applicant proposes garden home construction.

Adjacent Land Uses:
North - Residential, R-1 Specific Use 
South - Residential, R-1 Specific Use 
East - Residential, R-1 Specific Use
West - Residential, R-1 Specific Use (GO (Garden Office District) further west near to Milwaukee Avenue)

The property is currently zoned R-1 Specific Use with a 20-foot reduced setback and a reduced rear setback for
three car garages or accessory structures to "zero." The proposal maintains the 20-foot front setback (versus the
allowed fifteen feet), the side setback on corner lots may be five feet, and will allow the rear setback to eighteen
inches from the property line for a garage that is 90 degrees to the alley property line.

Recently, requesting an 18-inch rear setback allowing for more garage space on the property has become common
practice.

Planning and Zoning (P&Z) Commission Public Hearing Notes:
Other than the proponent, no citizens appeared before the P&Z Commission in opposition or support.

Impact on the Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP):
Because the property remains R-1, there is no change to the CLUP. 

P&Z Commission Recommendation:
The P&Z Commission recommends approval of the case with the following two conditions: 

The corner lot may have a five-foot setback.1.
A non-rear-facing, 3 car or additional garage, aligned at 90 degrees to the alley, with access from the
driveway may have an 18-inch setback.

2.
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Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
Quincy White, Assistant City Manager

P&Z Commission

Attachments
Ordinance - ZC 2895-H
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 12.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Ordinance 2nd Reading – Planning: Ordinance 2012-O0053 Zone Case 3047-C: Consider request of AMD
Engineering, LLC, (for Oakmont Estates Investments of Lubbock) for a zoning change from R-1 (Single-Family
District) Specific Use  for Vintage Township to R-1 Specific Use for garden homes with a reduced setback for
corner lots and an 18-inch rear setback for non-rear-facing garages on 2.94 acres of unplatted land (proposed lots
1-11 Oakmont Addition); 139.16 acres of unplatted land, with a reduced 20-foot front setback and a 5-foot side
setback on corner lots; and a reduced rear setback of 18 inches for non-rear-acing garages out of Block E-2, Section
23 (south of 114th Street and east of Quaker Avenue).

Item Summary
On May 30, 2012, the City Council approved the first reading of the ordinance.

Zoning Request:
The request is to zone 142 acres from R-1 Specific Use for a portion of Vintage Township to R-1 Specific Use for
reduced setbacks and garden homes with a third car garage (an additional non-rear-facing garage to be built within
18 inches of the rear property line).

Proposed Land Use:
The proponent is proposing one block (11 lots) to be built as garden homes in the Oakmont Estates subdivision with
the balance of the 142 acres to be single family with reduced setbacks including allowances for a 3-car garage (an
additional non-rear-facing garage to be built up to 18 inches to the rear property line).

The case removes the design regulations from the Vintage Township Specific Use case for a subdivision with the
proposed conditions.

Adjacent Land Uses:
North - Residential, Zoned R-1 and A-2 (High-Density Apartments District)
South - Vacant Residential and Commercial, Zoned GO (Garden Office District) and T (Transitional District)
East - Residential, Zoned R-1 Specific Use for Vintage Township
West - Vacant Commercial, Zoned CB-2 Specific Use for Vintage Township 

Impact on the Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP):
The request is in compliance with CLUP.

Planning and Zonning (P&Z) Commission Recommendation:
The P&Z Commission recommends approval of the case with the following conditions:

2.94 acre tract (Proposed Lots 1-11)
Garden homes shall be allowed with a non-rear-facing, third car or additional garage, aligned at 90 degrees to
the alley with access from the driveway, which may have an 18-inch setback.
 
139.16 acre tract:
Single family homes are allowed with a 20-foot front setbacks and 5-foot side setback on corner lots. A
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non-rear facing, third car or additional garage, aligned at 90 degrees to the alley with access from the
driveway, with a maximum 18-inch setback.

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
Quincy White, Assistant City Manager

P&Z Commission

Attachments
Ordinance - ZC 3047-C
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 13.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Ordinance 2nd Reading – Planning: Ordinance 2012-O0054 Zone Case 2995-O: Consider request of AMD
Engineering, LLC, (for George McMahan Development, LLC) for a zoning change from R-1 (Single-Family
District) and R-2 (Two-Family District) Specific Use for reduced front setback to R-2 Specific Use for duplex lots
with a reduced 20-foot front setback and a 5-foot setback on corner lots on 3.95 acres of unplatted land out of
Block AK, Section 30 (north of 68th Street and west of Oakridge Avenue).

Item Summary
On May 30, 2012, the City Council approved the first reading of the ordinance.

Zoning Request:
The request is to zone property north of 68th Street and west of Oakridge Avenue from R-1 and R-2 Specific Use to
R-2 Specific Use for duplex lots with a reduced front and side yard setback.

Proposed Land Use: 
The applicant proposes duplex lots with a reduced front yard setback of 20 feet and a 5-foot setback on corner lots.
Without the Specific Use, a 25-foot setback is required. R-2 zoning provides a buffer between the elementary
school and R-1.

Adjacent Land Uses:
North - Industrial, Zoned IHI (Industrial Highway Industrical District), vacant
South - Residential, Zoned R-1 Specific Use, vacant
East - Residential, Zoned R-2 Specific Use, Elementary School
West - Residential, Zoned R-1 Specific Use, vacant

Planning and Zoning (P&Z) Commission Public Hearing Notes:
Other than the proponent, no citizens appeared before the P&Z Commission in opposition or support.

Impact on the Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP):
The proposal is consistent with the Comprehensive Land Use Plan.  The R-2 zone will provide a buffer between the
elementary school and the R-1 Single Family zone.

P&Z Commission Recommendation:
The P&Z Commission recommends approval of the case.

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
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Quincy White, Assistant City Manager 

P&Z Commission

Attachments
Ordiance - ZC 2995-O
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 14.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Contract Resolution - Citibus:  Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute Contract 10644 for Vinyl
Wrap installation and removal, Bid 12-10644-DG. 

Item Summary
The contract establishes annual pricing for the installation and removal of vinyl wraps for Citibus.  The costs are
covered by advertising revenue with no cost to the City. Bids were received from the following companies:

Clapsaddle Enterprises, LLC. Austin, TX $127,400
Convoy Marketing, LLC. Decatur, GA 204,470
Narvaez Paint and Body Lubbock, TX NQAS

* Not Quoted as Specified.

A bid tabulation is provided.

The contract is awarded by unit price for each item, all or none. The total amount of award is based on estimated
quantities and actual expenditures may be more and less depending on actual needs. The price per unit will not
change and expenditures will not exceed appropriated funds.

Staff recommends contract award to the lowest responsive bidder, Clappsaddle of Austin, Texas. The contract term
is for one year with an option to renew for two additional one year terms.

Fiscal Impact
Funding is appropriated in Adopted FY 2011-12 Citibus Operating Budget.

Staff/Board Recommending
Quincy White, Assistant City Manager

Attachments
Reso and Contract
Tab Sheet
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Regular City Council Meeting   5. 15.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Resolution - Community Development: Consider a resolution calling for a public hearing proposing an
amendment to the Urban Renewal Plan Area 23 to revise the existing Urban Renewal Land Use Plan from R-1
(Single-Family District) to IHC (Interstate Highway Commercial District) Specific Use in the 300 Block of Vernon
Avenue and Avenue V, legally described as Lots 5 through 20, Block 11, Green Hankins Addition, to the City of
Lubbock, Lubbock County, Texas.

Item Summary
The Urban Renewal Board of Commissioners voted on the approval of a proposed sale of an Urban Renewal vacant
lot at 305 Vernon Avenue to Wilkerson Investment Company contingent on the approval of the Urban Renewal
Land Use Plan No. 23 of November 17, 1977, being revised from Residential (R-1) to Commercial Use and, also,
on the approval by the Planning and Zoning Commission of the City’s Zoning from Multi-family (R-3) to Interstate
Highway Commercial (IHC) Specific Use for a hotel development in the 300 Block of Vernon Avenue and Avenue
V property legally described above.

City Council approved a previous date during the May 30, 2012 meeting.  Due to advertising requirements, a new
date must be set for the public hearing which will be held July 12, 2012, at 9:30 a.m.

Fiscal Impact
The public hearing will have no fiscal impact. However, the commercial development will have a positive impact
on economic development, increased property tax revenue, and enhancement of the area.

Staff/Board Recommending
Quincy White, Assistant City Manager

Urban Renewal Board of Commissioners

Attachments
Resolution - Urban Renewal Plan
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Regular City Council Meeting   6. 1.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Resolution - City Council:  Consider a Resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute a Settlement Agreement and
Release between the City of Lubbock and Martha Ellerbrook in connection with Case number 11-10058, In The
United States Court of Appeals For The Fifth Circuit, Appeal from the United States District Court for the Northern
District of Texas USDC No. 5:09-CV-144.

Item Summary
The Resolution authorizes the Mayor to execute a Settlement Agreement and Release with Martha Ellerbrook that
will terminate all legal actions between the City of Lubbock and Martha Ellerbrook.

Fiscal Impact
The City will pay its self insured retention and any costs associated with any normal employment tax.  All other
costs and expenses shall be paid by the City's carrier.

Staff/Board Recommending
Mr. Bob Craig, outside legal counsel

Attachments
Resolution - Ellerbrook
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Regular City Council Meeting   6. 2.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Resolution - City Council: Consider a Resolution designating the southernmost portion of Stumpy Hamilton Park,
or other appropriate City sites, as a dog park area, contingent upon securing private funding and/or donations.

Item Summary
Consider a resolution designating the southernmost portion of Stumpy Hamilton Park as a dog park area, contingent
upon securing private funding and/or donations.

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
Todd Klein, Councilman, District 3

Attachments
Resolution - Community Services - Dog Park Area
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Regular City Council Meeting   6. 3.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Resolution - City Council:  Consider a resolution for a Timothy Cole memorial and designate the location to be
near central Lubbock and Texas Tech University.

Item Summary
Consider a resolution for a Timothy Cole memorial and designate the location to be near central Lubbock and
Texas Tech University.

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
Todd Klein, Councilman, District 3

Attachments
Resolution - Cole Memorial
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Regular City Council Meeting   6. 4.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Contract Resolution - Civic Center:  Consider a resolution authorizing the Mayor to execute a contract with City
Bank for renewal of the Naming Rights Agreement, for the City Bank Auditorium and City Bank Coliseum.

Item Summary
The agreement will extend the naming rights for the two facilities for an additional five years under the terms and
conditions set forth in the agreement. The total lump sum payment amount for the renewal period is $432,000
and is due upon execution of this agreement.

Fiscal Impact
Funds realized by this agreement will be added to the Auditorium Renovations project.

Staff/Board Recommending
Scott Snider, Assistant City Manager

Attachments
Resolution - Municipal Auditorium
Naming Rights Agreement

185



186



187



188



189



190



191



192



  

Regular City Council Meeting   6. 5.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Resolution - Planning: Consider a petition for annexation from Michael and Lynne Strickland to annex a parcel
205 feet deep (E/W) and 1,737 feet (north/south) adjacent to the city limits west of Frankford Avenue (150
feet from the centerline of Frankford Avenue).

Item Summary
The petition was submitted to the Planning Department in proper form on May 14, 2012. The City Council has
thirty (30) days to consider the petition under State law. Should the request be considered in the affirmative and the
Council so directs, the staff will schedule a public hearing for the next available City Council meeting. 

Michael and Lynne Strickland own a parcel that is partially in the City at Frankford Avenue and Erskine Street.
While they own most of the SW quarter section adjacent to the two thoroughfares, and the south 660 feet and the
east 150 feet are in the City limits, they are requesting a strip along Frankford Avenue be annexed that is 205 feet
deep (which will make a total of 355 feet from the centerline of Frankford in the City) and 1,737 feet north/south
long. The applicant will propose Garden Office zoning for the area and has a potential buyer.

This portion of Frankford Avenue was annexed when the policy was 150 feet from the centerline of the adjacent
street. Current policy, as noted for the land along Erskine Avenue, is now 660 feet. Thus, about 90 feet of their land
along Frankford Avenue is inside the City limits and approximately 600 feet north of Erskine (which includes the
policy commercial corner) is inside the City limits. The Planning staff discussed with the representative of the
applicant the reasoning for annexing this 205 foot strip versus the full amount of ownership. The answer was that
the Stricklands are still making plans for the balance of the land and have not decided if they wish to develop a
residential subdivision inside or outside the City limits. At this point, the staff is satisfied with picking up additional
frontage along Frankford to enable zoning and City ordinances, since an involuntary annexation can be
accomodated for the balance of the property at a future date, or the Stricklands may request a second petition
annexation should land growth indicate the ability to actually develop a subdivision in this location. To date, both
annexation and construction have been slow in this sector of the City.

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
Quincy White, Assistand City Manager

Attachments
Resolution & Petition Annexation - Strickland
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Regular City Council Meeting   6. 6.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Board Appointments - City Secretary: Consider one appointment to the Transportation Policy Committee of the
Lubbock Metropolitan Planning Organization.
 

Item Summary
-

Fiscal Impact
-

Staff/Board Recommending
-

Attachments
Board Appointment - City Secretary - Transportation
MPO Bylaws
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Lubbock Metropolitan Planning Organization – Transportation Policy Committee:

PURPOSE:
The LMPO, more formally called the Lubbock Metropolitan Planning Organization, is a federally 
mandated organization developed to coordinate the highway, transit, and land use planning 
process in order to receive federal funds for highway and transit improvements. The LMPO is the 
organization that brings together the following agencies to make continuing, cooperative, and 
comprehensive transportation decisions.  

• Citibus  
• City of Lubbock  
• City of Wolfforth  
• Lubbock County  
• Texas Department of Transportation  

The Lubbock Metropolitan Planning Organization is comprised of a Transportation Policy 
Committee (TPC), Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC), Transportation Planning 
Director, MPO Staff and a Fiscal Agent.  

Transportation Policy Committee
The Transportation Policy Committee is the decision making body of the LMPO. The 
Transportation Policy Committee may consider creation of other committees and sub-committees 
for a special purpose or to ensure adequate pro-active public participation in the transportation 
planning process.  

Transportation Advisory Committee
The Transportation Advisory Committee is responsible for providing technical support for the 
Transportation Policy Committee. 

APPOINTMENT INFORMATION:
Member Name &  
Demographic Facts                  Requirement         Attend         Eligible          Action  
Martin, Tom (M,A,5)           City of Lubbock Rep. N/A           N/A Resigned/Replace 
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Regular City Council Meeting   7. 2.           
Meeting Date: 06/07/2012  

Information
Agenda Item
Discuss the City Council meeting times and take appropriate action, including the scheduling of an initial planning
meeting.

Item Summary

Fiscal Impact

Staff/Board Recommending

Attachments
Charter reference and CC Rules per Resolutions
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City of Lubbock, Texas 
Contract & Procurement Related Agenda Items 

 

The City Council has statutory obligations when awarding contracts and contract amendments. The following 
is provided to assist elected officials when considering contract and procurement related agenda items: 

• There exists the general concept that the taxpaying public should receive the best price possible for 
purchases in the interest of the public good, and that the government should maximize, to the fullest 
extent practicable, the purchasing value of public funds. McQuillin Municipal Corporations, 3rd Ed. 

• During the period between offer submission date and the contract award, offerors, including their agents 
and representatives, may not discuss or promote their offer with any member of the Lubbock City 
Council or City staff except upon the request of the Purchasing Department in the course of city-
sponsored inquiries, briefings, interviews, or presentations. The provision is not meant to preclude 
offerors from discussing other matters with City Council members or City staff. The policy is intended to 
place all offerors upon the same plane of equality, assure that contract decisions are made in public, and 
to protect the integrity of the bid process. Its purpose is to stimulate competition, prevent favoritism and 
secure the best work and materials at the lowest practicable price, for the best interests and benefit of the 
taxpayers and property owners. Sterrett v. Bell, 240 S.W.2d 516, 520 (Tex. Civ. App. – Dallas 1951, no 
writ) 

• Elected officials and employees are prohibited from participating in the profits of a City contract or 
having an interest in a sale to the City. §1, Art. IX, Sec. 4, City Charter 

• Bids from bidders who reside in states that grant resident bidder preference for that state’s purchases are 
reciprocated in the same manner when bidding against a Texas bidder. §2252.002, Texas Govt Code 

• Architectural, engineering, and land surveying service providers are prohibited from submitting bids or 
cost proposals. The City selects the most highly qualified provider of services based on demonstrated 
competence and qualifications through a Request for Qualifications process; and then attempts to 
negotiate with that provider a contract at a fair and reasonable price. §2254.004, Texas Govt Code 

• The total contract price caused by change orders may not increase more than 25%, and the total price 
may not be decreased by more than 25% without the consent of the contractor. §252.048, Texas Local 
Govt Code 

• Proposals are opened in a manner that avoids disclosure of the contents to competing offerors and keeps 
the proposals secret during negotiations. §252.049, Texas Local Govt Code 

• Participating in purchasing cooperatives with other local governments and cooperative purchasing 
organizations satisfies state law requiring the City to solicit competitive bids. §271.102, Texas Local 
Govt Code 

• If the City receives two or more low bids that are identical, the selection of the winner is made be by the 
casting of lots. If only one of the bidders submitting identical bids is a resident of the City, that bidder 
will receive the award. §271.901, Texas Local Govt Code 

• If the City receives a bid for personal property not affixed to real property, or services, from a resident 
bidder whose principal place of business is within Lubbock city limits and whose bid is within 5% of the 
lowest bid received from a bidder whose principal place of business is not within Lubbock city limits, 
the City may enter into a contract for an expenditure of less than $100,000 with the lowest bidder or the 
resident bidder if Council determines that the resident bidder offers the City the best combination of 
contract price and additional economic development opportunities for the City. §271.9051, Texas Local 
Govt Code 

• If there is a conflict between the City’s policies and procedures and a state law, or a rule adopted under a 
state law, the stricter of the two provisions prevails. 
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Ethics - The City subscribes to National 
Institute of Governmental Purchasing 
Code of Ethics. City Charter, Ch. 1, Art. 
IX, prohibits City Council members, 
officers, or employees, from having an 
interest in profits/emoluments of a 
contract, job, work, or service to the 
City. 

Purchasing Thresholds - Methods for 
procurement vary depending upon the 
nature of the procurement, the dollar 
amount, and the type of vendor. Flexibility 
in making small buys within a particular 
dollar range is allowed for efficiency 
purposes and minimal paperwork.  
Intermediate ranges in between the smallest 
procurements (micro purchases) to publicly 
announced procurements (large purchases) 

usually allow limited competition and abbreviated 
paperwork to promote efficiency. Large 
procurements are publicly announced and vendors 
are required to respond with written and signed 
proposals/bids. Tex. Local Govt. Code (LGC) 
§271.102 and 103 waive the requirement for 
quotes or bids/proposals if an opportunity to 
piggy-back another governmental entity’s 
competitive bid is available. 

Goods and Services Approval Authority Procurement Method Legal Authority 
Up to $500 Using department No quotes required City Procurement Policy 

$501 – 2,500 Using department Verbal quotes/proposals, electronic bids City Procurement Policy 
$2,501 – 25,000 City Manager Written quotes/proposals, electronic bids LGC §252.0215 

More than $25,000 City Council Written bids/proposals, electronic bids LGC §252.021, 024, 041, 0415, 
042, 043,  

Professional Services    
Up to $25,000 City Manager Written proposals GC §2254.003 

More than $25,000 City Council Written proposals GC §2254.003 
Architectural/Engineering 

Services 
   

Up to $25,000 City Manager Rotation list GC §2254.004 
More than $25,000 City Council Statement of qualifications GC §2254.004 

Construction    
Up to $25,000 City Manager Written quotes/proposals LGC §252.0215 

More than $25,000 City Council Written quotes/proposals LGC §252.021, 0215, 043, 0435 
Emergencies    
Up to $25,000 City Manager Verbal or written quotes City Procurement Policy 

More than $25,000 City Council Verbal or written quotes LGC §252.022 
Interlocal/Real Property    

Any amount City Council Negotiated LGC §252.022, 050 and §272 
Change Orders/Amendments    

Up to $25,000 City Manager Negotiated LGC §252.048 
More than $25,000 City Council Negotiated LGC §252.048 

Public Notice - For contracts involving 
an expenditure greater than $50,000, 
LGC §252 requires the City to publish 
bid notices in a local newspaper once a 
week for two consecutive weeks. The 
date of the first publication is before the 
14th day before the date set to open the 
bid.  Bids are posted on the Internet, and 
potential bidders contacted via E-mail. 

Public Works Construction – Pursuant 
to LGC §271, the City uses the 
following delivery methods for 
construction of public works: 

• Competitive bidding 
• Competitive sealed proposals 
• Design-build 
• Construction manager 
• Job order contract 

Tex. Govt. Code (GC) §2253.021 and 
LGC §252.044 require payment bonds 
for public works contracts more than 
$50,000 and performance bonds for 
public works contracts more than 
$100,000. The City requires a 5% bid 
bond for public works contracts. 

Bidders are required to comply with GC 
§2258 with respect to payment of prevailing 
wage rates. 
The City may contract with a developer of a 
subdivision or land for the developer to 
construct public improvements, excluding a 
building, provided the City’s participation 
in the cost does not exceed 30%. LGC 
§212.072 
Professional Services - Professional 
services require specialized skill, training 
and expertise, use of professional 
judgment/discretion, and/or a high degree of 
creativity, and often involve a relationship 
of personal trust and confidence, and 
different procurement processes are 
available, as such. 
Generally, the competitive sealed proposal 
procedure is used to solicit proposals, 
including price, and to procure professional 
services. 

GC §2254.004 requires that the City use a 
two-step procedure for procuring 
architectural, engineering, or surveying 
services. The most highly qualified provider 
is first selected on the basis of competence 
and qualifications, excluding price, and then 

a contract with the selected provider is negotiated 
at a fair and reasonable price.  
Emergency Purchases - An emergency purchase 
more than $25,000 that results from the occurrence 
of a natural disaster, public calamity, or that might 
lead to impairment of the health, safety or welfare 
of the public if not immediately addressed is 
authorized by the City Manager and ratified by 
City Council.  LGC §252.022(a)(2) 

Sole Source Purchases - Sole source purchases 
are made when functional requirements of the City 
can only be satisfied by only one source involving 
patents, copyrights, secret processes or natural 
monopolies.  LGC §252.022(a)(7)(A) 

Local Preference - If the City receives a bid less 
than $100,000 from a local bidder whose bid is 
within 5% of the lowest bid received from a non-
local bidder, LGC §271.9051 allows the City to 
contract with the lowest bidder, or the local bidder 
if Council determines that the local bidder offers 
the City the best combination of contract price and 
additional economic development opportunities. 
GC §2252.002 requires that bids from bidders who 
reside in states that grant a resident bidder 
preference for that state’s purchases are 
reciprocated in the same manner when bidding 
against a Texas bidder.  
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Consideration and Award of Bid or Proposal Requests 

From 2008 Texas Municipal Procurement Laws Made Easy, Texas Attorney General 

Can a city adopt additional criteria regarding the qualifications of potential bidders?  

Prior to 2001, a city could adopt additional criteria regarding the qualifications of bidders only if such 
criteria had a definite, objective relationship to matters of quality and competence. For example, prior 
rulings have allowed a city to consider such criteria as a bidder’s experience, manpower, equipment, 
financial resources, business judgment, ability, efficiency, reliability, reputation, facilities, capacity to 
perform the work required, and likely supervisory requirements. A city may even consider the bidder’s 
performance on similar contracts and the quality of the goods and services provided.  

However, the city must be able to relate the criteria to matters of quality and competence of that specific 
bidder. For example, the Attorney General concluded that a school district could not adopt policies that 
judge a bidder based on the bidder’s participation in voluntary school programs, the amount of local 
salaries, wages and taxes paid by the bidder, or the number of local jobs created by the bidder, etc. These 
criteria did not involve the quality or competence of the work the bidder would perform.  

Legislation in 2001 modified the ability of cities to include various factors in awarding a contract. Under 
current law, if the city wishes to consider additional criteria, the city’s bid specifications should clearly 
specify the various criteria that will be considered. When using additional criteria for competitive bidding, 
the contract must be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder or to the bidder who provides goods or 
services at the “best value” for the city using the following criteria:  

• the purchase price;  

• the reputation of the bidder and of the bidder's goods or services;  

• the quality of the bidder's goods or services;  

• the extent to which the goods or services meet the municipality's needs;  

• the bidder's past relationship with the municipality;  

• the impact on the ability of the municipality to comply with laws and rules relating to contracting 
with historically underutilized businesses and nonprofit organizations employing persons with 
disabilities;  

• the total long-term cost to the municipality to acquire the bidder's goods or services; and  

• any relevant criteria specifically listed in the request for bids or proposals.  

If no such additional criteria are spelled out in the bid specifications, state law only allows the city to 
award the contract to the lowest responsible bidder if using competitive bidding.   

Can the city take into account the safety record of the bidder in making the award?  

When awarding a contract using traditional competitive bidding, the city may only consider a bidder’s 
safety record in regards to the bidder’s “responsiveness” if notice has been given that such a criteria is 
relevant. Specifically, the governing body must have adopted a written definition and criteria for 
assessing the bidder’s safety record, and must have given notice in the bid specifications that the safety 
record will be considered. Of course, any decision that the city makes must not be arbitrary or capricious.  

What options does a city have if the lowest bidder has a prior history of poor performance?  

Prior to 2001, a city arguably had two options when faced with a low bidder who had a prior history of 
poor performance. First, Chapter 252 states that a city may choose to reject any or all of the bids. If all of 
the bids are rejected, the city can start the bidding process over. This is probably the safest method to use 
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if the city has not made it clear in the bid specifications that a bidder’s prior performance on similar 
contracts would be a factor in awarding the bid. The city then has an opportunity to include such a 
requirement in its subsequent bid specifications. Second, some legal analysts argued that a city could 
individually reject a low bidder who has a poor work history. This theory is based on the argument that 
the low bidder with such a history would not be considered a “responsible” bidder due to the prior history 
of poor performance.    

Legislation passed in 2001 modified the ability of cities to include various factors in awarding a contract. 
Under current law, if the city wishes to consider additional criteria, the city’s bid specifications should 
clearly specify the various criteria that will be considered. When using additional criteria for competitive 
bidding, the contract must be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder or to the bidder who provides 
goods or services at the “best value” for the city using the following criteria:  

• the purchase price;  

• the reputation of the bidder and of the bidder's goods or services;  

• the quality of the bidder's goods or services;  

• the extent to which the goods or services meet the municipality's needs;  

• the bidder's past relationship with the municipality;  

• the impact on the ability of the municipality to comply with laws and rules relating to contracting 
with historically underutilized businesses and nonprofit organizations employing persons with 
disabilities;  

• the total long-term cost to the municipality to acquire the bidder's goods or services; and  

• any relevant criteria specifically listed in the request for bids or proposals.  

Again, the best practice is to clearly indicate in the city’s specifications that a bidder’s prior performance 
on similar contracts may be considered in evaluating the bids.  

What options does the city have if the city receives no bids in response to a request?  

If competitive bids or proposals are required by Chapter 252 of the Local Government Code, there is no 
exception which would allow the city to avoid the statutory requirements due to a lack of bids. If a city 
receives no response to a request, the city must either re-advertise or decide not to undertake the contract.  

What options does the city have if the city receives only one bid or proposal in response to a bid 
request?  

If a city receives only one bid or proposal in response to its request, the city may accept the bid or 
proposal received, reject the bid or proposal and re-advertise, or reject the bid or proposal and decide not 
to undertake the project.  

May competitive bids be rejected by a city staff member or must the city council decide which bids 
to reject?  

State law provides that the governing body of the city may reject any and all bids. There is no provision 
that would allow the delegation of this decision to city staff. However, in certain cities the city staff will 
open the bids and provide a recommendation to the city council on whether the bid is responsive to the 
bid request and whether it should be accepted as the lowest responsible bid.  

What is the general procedure for awarding a contract pursuant to competitive bidding?  

First, bids must be publicly opened and the bid amounts read aloud at the time and place specified in the 
bid notice. The city council must then award the contract to the lowest responsible bidder or (if previously 
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noticed) the bidder that provides that best value to the city. In the alternative, the city may reject all bids. 
Once a bid has been opened, it may not be changed to correct minor errors in the bid price. However, 
under certain circumstances, a bidder may be able to withdraw a bid if it contains a substantial mistake 
that would cause a great hardship if enforced against the bidder.  

What is the general procedure for awarding a contract pursuant to competitive sealed proposals?  

If a city decides to use the competitive proposal procedures, it must first give notice of the request for 
proposals in the same manner as required for competitive bids. Generally, this means that the city must 
publish at least two newspaper notices of the time and place at which the proposals will be opened. These 
notices must be published at least once a week for two consecutive weeks, and the first notice must be 
published more than 14 days before the date set for opening the proposals. Requests for proposals must 
also solicit quotations and specify the relative importance of price and other evaluation factors.  

Once proposals have been submitted, the city may conduct discussions with the offeror or offerors whom 
the city determines to be reasonably qualified for the award of the contract. Such discussions must 
comply with the request for proposals and with the regulations set by the city council. To obtain the best 
offers, the city may allow the submission of revisions after proposals are submitted and before the award 
of the contract. All offerors must be treated fairly and equally with respect to any opportunity for 
discussion and revision of the proposals.  

In the end, the contract must be awarded to the offeror whose proposal is determined to be the most 
advantageous to the city. The city is to determine which proposal is the most advantageous based on the 
relative importance of price and the other evaluation factors included in the request for proposals.  

Is information contained in a bid or proposal confidential under the Public Information Act?  

Section 552.104 of the Government Code provides as follows:  

(a) Information is excepted from the requirements of Section 552.021 if it is information that, if released, 
would give advantage to a competitor or bidder.  

(b) The requirement of Section 552.022 that a category of information listed under Section 552.022(a) is 
public information and not excepted from required disclosure under this chapter unless expressly 
confidential under law does not apply to information that is excepted from required disclosure under 
this section.  

The purpose of section 552.104(a) is to protect the interests of a governmental body in situations such as 
competitive bidding and requests for proposals, where the governmental body may wish to withhold 
information in order to obtain more favorable offers. Significantly, it is not designed to protect the 
interests of private parties that submit information such as bids and proposals to governmental bodies. 
Because section 552.104(a) protects only the interests of governmental bodies, it is an exception that a 
governmental body may waive by, for example, disclosing the information to the public or failing to raise 
the exception within the ten-day deadline.   

Generally, section 552.104(a) protects information from public disclosure if the governmental body 
demonstrates potential harm to its interests in a particular competitive situation. A general allegation of a 
remote possibility of harm is not sufficient to invoke section 552.104(a). Section 552.104(a) is frequently 
raised to protect information submitted to a governmental body in response to a competitive bidding 
notice or request for proposals. In this context, the protection of section 552.104(a) is temporal in nature. 
Generally, section 552.104(a) does not except bids from public disclosure after bidding is completed and 
the contract has been executed. However, bids may continue to be withheld from public disclosure during 
the period in which the governmental body seeks to clarify bids and bidders remain at liberty to furnish 
additional information. Section 552.104(a) does not apply when a single individual or entity is seeking a 
contract as there are no “competitors” for that contract. Note that even when section 552.104(a) does not 
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protect bids from required public disclosure, section 552.110 will require the governmental body to 
withhold any portions of those bids that contain trade secrets or other commercial or financial information 
that is made confidential by law.  

In addition to protecting the actual bid proposals, section 552.104(a) may protect information related to 
the bidding process that is not part of a bid. Although early decisions of the attorney general concluded 
that section 552.104(a) does not protect the interests of governmental bodies when they engage in 
competition with private entities in the marketplace, this line of opinions has been reexamined. In Open 
Records Decision No. 593 (1991), the attorney general concluded that a governmental body may claim 
section 552.104(a) to withhold information to maintain its competitive advantage in the marketplace if the 
governmental body can demonstrate: (1) that it has specific marketplace interests and (2) the possibility of 
specific harm to these marketplace interests from the release of the requested information. A 
governmental body that demonstrates that section 552.104 applies to information may withhold that 
information even if it falls within one of the categories of information listed in section 552.022(a).  

Is information within a bid request concerning historically underutilized businesses confidential?  

In 1997, the Texas Legislature amended the Public Information Act to make confidential certain 
information about disadvantaged or historically underutilized businesses. General information about these 
businesses is confidential if it is submitted to a governmental body in connection with an application for 
certification as a historically underutilized or disadvantaged business. With two exceptions, this 
information may be disclosed only with the express written consent of the applicant or the applicant’s 
agent.  

Without such consent, this information may be disclosed to a state or local governmental entity for one of 
the following two purposes: (1) to verify an applicant’s status as a historically underutilized or 
disadvantaged business; or (2) to conduct a study of public purchasing programs established under state 
law for historically underutilized or disadvantaged businesses.  

It is important to note that this new law protects only the information submitted with an application for 
certification as a historically underutilized or disadvantaged business. The business’s actual bid is subject 
to the same rules of disclosure as any other bid. Additionally, information submitted in connection with a 
specific proposed contractual relationship or within an application to be placed on a bidders’ list would be 
accessible under usual open records provisions. Thus, this information may be accessible even though it 
involves data that would be confidential if it were contained in the entity’s application for certification as 
a historically underutilized or disadvantaged business.  

Must bidders be allowed to speak at a city council meeting to explain or defend their bids?  

A bidder does not have any special right to speak at an open meeting of the city council. The Texas 
Attorney General has concluded that the Open Meetings Act does not give members of the public a right 
to speak at an open meeting. Further, if the city chooses to allow members of the public to speak at a 
council meeting, the council may make reasonable rules regulating the number of speakers on a particular 
subject and the length of each presentation. However, the city council should not discriminate between 
one speaker and another, and the rules should be applied equally to all members of the public. The only 
situation in which the city council may be required to allow members of the public to speak would be if 
state law requires a public hearing on an issue or if state law requires that public comment be allowed on 
a particular subject.  

However, there is no such public hearing or comment requirement that is applicable to competitive 
bidding issues.  

Page 4 of 4 
230




