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The City Council Questions and Answers Report was derived from a need to provide City Council Members an 
opportunity to solicit clarifying information from City Departments as it relates to requests for council action. After a 

City Council Regular Meeting agenda has been published, Council Members will have the opportunity to ask questions 
of departments via the City Manager’s Agenda Office. This process continues until 5:00 p.m. the Tuesday before the 
Council meeting. The final report is distributed at noon to City Council the Wednesday before the council meeting. 

 
 

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL 
 

1. Agenda Item # 4 - Approve a resolution amending Resolution No. 20130523-019 
to authorize the Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee to act on behalf of 
the City for the Texas Major Event Trust Fund, or in the alternative, the Texas 
Event Trust Fund, for the purposes of: conducting economic studies, submitting 
applications, and submitting any required funding, to the Texas Comptroller, or 
the Economic Development and Tourism Division, Office of the Governor for 
the Summer X-Games to be held at the Circuit of the Americas Facility in 2015, 
2016, and 2017. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) Please provide: the total amount City of Austin has provided 

in fee waivers to X Games; maximum amount available to events via the 
Events Trust Fund; maximum amount available to events via the Major 
Events Trust Fund; explanation of the difference in requirements between the 
two funds; X Games application to METF. 2) For how many events has 
CELOC applied for public funding? 3) What is the estimated maximum 
amount that the XGames plans to request from the METF? 4) Will CELOC 
be providing the local match required by the METF or does CELOC intend to 
request that local support be provided by the City of Austin? 5) The X Games 
have sought and received fee waivers from the City of Austin in the past; will 
the X Game organizers seek future fee waivers from the City of Austin? 6) 
Who will conduct the economic analysis that determines the amount the X 
Games will be eligible to seek from the METF? 7) Staff referred to pieces of 
the application that City of Austin staff review and sign with an affidavit. Did 
this response refer to the Events Fund applications or the Major Events Trust 
Fund applications? Please identify which sections and the kind of information 
on the application that staff are required to verify as accurate. 8) From the 
work session discussion, it sounds as if the X Games organizers have been 
interested in seeking support from the Major Events Trust Fund for some 
time. If that is accurate, please explain why this resolution is only now coming 
before City Council for consideration. MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Please list CELOC members and their professional 



 

 

affiliations. Is the Organizing Committee required to submit financial 
statements? If not, why? 2) How often has the Organizing Committee briefed 
Council?  3) Is CELOC subject to audit? Under what conditions would it be 
audited? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: See attachment. 

 
e. QUESTION (ASKED DURING WORK SESSION): Can staff provide 

CELOC’s application to the ETF and/or the METF for X Games 2015? 
 

f. ANSWER: Attached is CELOC’s completed application to the ETF for X 
Games 2015 and the Texas Comptroller’s letter of award. Also attached is 
CELOC’s draft application to the METF for X Games 2015. 

 
g. QUESTION (ASKED DURING WORK SESSION): Can staff provide a 

copy of the agreements between CELOC and the City? 
 

h. ANSWER: See attachment. 
 

2. Agenda Item # 8 - Approve an ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 
Parks and Recreation Department Operating Budget Special Revenue Fund 
(Ordinance No. 20140908-001) to accept and appropriate $65,000 in grant funds 
from the Asian American Resource Center, Inc. for salary expenses for a City of 
Austin employee to assist with Asian and Asian-American cultural protocols, 
programming, and marketing at the City of Austin Asian American Resource 
Center. 

 
a. QUESTION: Is it possible to fill this position with a current Parks and 

Recreation Department vacancy until the new Fiscal Year, and if so, if the 
grants funds would still be available. COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: This partnership with the Asian American Resource Center is 

already using a vacant PARD position, in which the Budget Office will be 
returning in the next fiscal year. 

 
c. QUESTION: Who are the members of the Asian American Resource Center 

Board of Directors, and can we get some more information on their staff? 
COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
3. Agenda Item # 9 - Authorize award, negotiation, and execution of a 36-month 

contract with TEXAS TENNIS CONSULTANTS, or one of the other qualified 
offerors to Request for Proposal No. TVN0047, to provide management services 
for Caswell Tennis Center, in an amount not to exceed $117,000, with two 36-
month extension options in an amount not to exceed $117,000 per extension 
option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $351,000. 

 



 

 

a. QUESTION: 1) How much revenue for this program has been generated 
since Jan 2012? 2) What costs for this program have been generated since Jan 
2012? 3) Who won the 2012 contract? 4) Is the approximate $250,000 in 
revenue an annual number? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See Attachment. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Why is the tennis court fee revenue deposited into the 

General Fund revenue when the expenses are paid from the PARD General 
Fund? 2) Who is the current management provider for the Caswell Tennis 
Center? 3) What was the monthly management fee associated with the current 
contractor? 4) For the three other public tennis centers please provide the 
following: the name of the tennis center; the management service company 
operating the tennis center; the monthly management fee and total contract 
amount for the tennis center; date when the current management contract 
expires for the tennis center; and how many courts are at the tennis center. 5) 
Would the City benefit if all four of the professionally managed tennis centers 
were under one contract? 6) How much money would the City save with one 
contract for all tennis centers? 7) Who is in charge of the two hour street 
parking time limits around the Caswell Tennis Center? 8) Has the City 
considered changing the street parking time limit for this area to allow citizens 
more time to use the Caswell Tennis Center? COUNCIL MEMBER 
GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
4. Agenda Item # 10 - Authorize award and execution of a 60-month revenue 

contract with LONE STAR RIVERBOAT, INC. to provide boat excursion 
services on Lady Bird Lake for an estimated revenue amount of $150,000, with 
one 60-month extension option in an estimated amount of $150,000 for a total 
estimated revenue amount of $300,000. 

 
a. QUESTION: What provisions has Lone Star Riverboat taken to address 

permitting deficiencies relating to restroom output and water pumping on 
vehicles? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: Via a letter sent to Lone Star Riverboat last week, City staff 

notified Lone Star Riverboat about the City’s requirements regarding 
recordkeeping to demonstrate compliance with the City’s marine sanitation 
requirements. In response, Lone Star Riverboat has provided records 
demonstrating that the waste from its boats has been properly pumped out. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Two of the three boats in the current Lone Star Fleet are 

Non-Compliant with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets on 
excursion boats. Will Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. replace the current Non-
Compliant boats with the expansion of “seats” and/or additional boats, or 
would the Non-Compliant boats continue to operate? 2) Will any additional 



 

 

“seats” or boats comply with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets 
on excursion boats that carry more than 20 passengers? 3) Is the current dock 
adequate for the services and fleet that will be provided over the next 5-10 
years? 4) Who owns the existing dock that serves the Lone Star Riverboats 
operation? 5) How will the services/fleet be expanded with no expansion or 
improvements to the dock? 6) What parkland would be used by Lone Star 
Riverboat for providing parking and ADA access to the existing dock? Will all 
improvements made on parkland be dedicated to the City? 7) Consider 
requiring Lone Star Riverboat to install a Boat Sewage Pumpout Station prior 
to expanding services/fleet to provide a proper on-shore disposal facility for 
excursion boats that operate on Lady Bird Lake. (There is Boat Sewage 
Pumpout grant funding available that can cover up to 75% of the cost for 
installing this equipment.) 8) Can staff explain why these concerns have not 
been addressed or why the agreement has not been amended. MAYOR PRO 
TEM TOVO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: 1)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. will be required to operate in 

compliance with all applicable federal, state and local laws include city code 6-
5-34.  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. operator could opt to limit excursion 
passenger loads to less than 20 per excursion/trip on the “Little Star” and 
“Southern Star”, which are not equipped with marine toilets or discontinue 
their use. Lone Star Riverboats may continue to utilize its “Lone Star” vessel 
which is compliant with 6-5-34 as it is equipped with two marine toilets. 2)  
Lone Star Riverboats Inc. proposes to upgrade its 3 vessel fleet by replacing its 
“Little Star” vessel, a 34 set capacity vessel, with a larger vessel.  The proposed 
new vessel would not be equipped with a marine toilet, therefore would be 
limited to a maximum passenger capacity of less than 20 per city’s current 
code requirement. 3) Yes, Lone Star Riverboats Inc. has no plans to increase 
the number of vessels in its fleet. 4)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. owns the 
existing floating dock.  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. acquired and maintains the 
dock at its own expense. 5)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. does not propose to 
increase the number of vessels. Rather, Lone Star Riverboats Inc. plans to 
replace “Little Star” capacity of 34 with a “60” seat capacity vessel that is 
accommodated within the existing dock. 6)  The current agreement does not 
require dedicated parking amenities.  Patrons of the lone Star Riverboat access 
parking at a variety of private and public lots and right of way on street 
parking on a first come first serve basis. All improvements on parkland will be 
owned by the City. 7)  The City’s Request for Proposals did not require the 
investment and installation of a boat sewage pump out station. Lone Star and 
other commercial operators currently utilize permitted waste haulers to pump 
out marine holding tanks in compliance with City code. 8) Concerns related to 
excursion boat marine toilets and related pump out requirements in Austin 
City Code Chapter 6 currently reside with Austin Water Utility.  The Austin 
Water Utility is in the process of reviewing, collecting stakeholder input and 
making recommendations for revisions to code.  Lone Star has not been cited 
with any code violation(s) to date.  In light of concerns raised, the Parks 
department will require Lone Star to submit a copy of each and every manifest 
for marine toilet pump outs on a monthly basis. 



 

 

 
e. QUESTION: 1)  Will Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. replace the current Non-

Compliant boats with the expansion of “seats” and/or additional boats, or 
would the Non-Compliant boats continue to operate? 2)  Will any additional 
“seats” or boats comply with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets 
on excursion boats that carry more than 20 passengers? 3)  Is the current dock 
adequate for the services and fleet that will be provided over the next 5-10 
years? 4) Who owns the existing dock that serves the Lone Star Riverboats 
operation?  5)  How will the services/fleet be expanded with no expansion or 
improvements to the dock? 6)  What parkland would be used by Lone Star 
Riverboat for providing parking and ADA access to the existing dock? Will all 
improvements made on parkland be dedicated to the City? 7)  Consider 
requiring Lone Star Riverboat to install a Boat Sewage Pumpout Station prior 
to expanding services/fleet to provide a proper on-shore  disposal facility for 
excursion boats that operate on Lady Bird Lake. (There is Boat Sewage 
Pumpout grant funding available that can cover up to 75% of the cost for 
installing this equipment.)  8)  Can staff explain why these concerns have not 
been addressed or why the agreement has not been amended. 

 
f. ANSWER: 1) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. has not been cited for non-compliance 

under Chapter 6-5 of the Austin City Code. The rules are currently being 
revised. Please see item # 8 for more detail. 2) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. will 
operate in compliance with the City’s code requirements. 3) Yes, Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. is not proposing to increase the number of vessels in its fleet. 
4) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. owns the existing floating dock. Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. acquired and maintains the dock at its own expense. 5) Lone 
Star Riverboat, Inc. does not propose to increase the number of vessels. 
Rather, Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. plans to replace “Little Star” capacity of 34 
with a “60” seat capacity vessel that is accommodated within the existing dock. 
6) Similar to the current agreement, the proposal does not include the 
provision of dedicated parking amenities.  Patrons of the Lone Star Riverboat, 
Inc. access parking at a variety of private and public lots and right of way on 
street parking on a first come first serve basis. All improvements on parkland 
will be owned by the City. 7) Staff does not recommend installing a boat 
pump-out facility/on-shore disposal facility on Lady Bird Lake as this will 
increase the risk of sewage entering the lake in a flood event. Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. and other commercial operators currently utilize permitted 
waste haulers to pump out marine sanitation devices (MSD). Proposed 
revisions to Chapter 6-5 of the Code would make these requirements 
consistent with State requirements, which allow the waste to be disposed of in 
this manner.  8) As it stands for this proposed contract, the concerns 
expressed have been noted, and have been addressed to the extent possible 
under the current code. The rules governing the number of marine sanitation 
devices and on-shore disposal facilities are currently under review, as they are 
inconsistent with other applicable Federal, State, and other Local rules. For 
example, current code includes: • No definition of Excursion Boat • 
Requirement for gender-specific restrooms • No provision for hauling waste 
offsite from boats with MSDs • Prohibits use of temporary toilets at any 



 

 

marina • No enforcement authority for Austin Water. Staff is currently 
working to revise these rules; the next stakeholder meeting is scheduled for 
April 16, 2015 at Waller Creek Center. 

 
g. QUESTION: 1) Does the City own the boats and motors that are used under 

this contract? 2) If the City does not own these assets, then why are the 
purchases of motors and a boat considered as upgrades to parkland? 3) If the 
reinvestment amount of $125,000 is one of the justifications for the 9 percent 
revenue share, then why are the purchases of a boat and motors (which should 
be considered as business expenses) included in the upgrades to parkland 
amount? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
h. ANSWER: 1) The City does not own the boat and motors under the contract. 

These are owned by the Contractor. 2) The upgrade of the motors and one of 
the boats are considered in the overall reinvestment because they are integral 
to the services provided by the Contractor to the public on behalf of the City. 
3) These assets will provide a public benefit reducing risk, increasing public 
safety and potentially resulting in higher revenues to the City. 

 
5. Agenda Item # 14 - Approve a resolution directing the City Manager to outline 

plans addressing reform of the City’s development review, inspections and 
permitting processes, including but not limited to, recommendations from the 
Zucker Systems Analysis Report. (Notes: SPONSOR: Mayor Steve Adler CO 1: 
Council Member Gregorio Casar CO 2: Council Member Sheri Gallo CO 3: 
Mayor Pro Tem Kathie Tovo CO 4: Council Member Sabino "Pio" Renteria) 

 
a. QUESTION: How many of the 461 recommendations from the Final Draft 

of the Zucker Report have been implemented by PDRD? COUNCIL 
MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The assessment provided by Mr. Zucker is not yet finalized. 

Department employees, partner departments, the public and stakeholders will 
be providing feedback and comments on the latest draft to the consultant, 
which are due back to Mr. Zucker by April 13th. Additionally, there are three 
scheduled meetings, one for employees and two public stakeholder sessions 
scheduled on April 8th at the Palmer Event Center to provide employees and 
stakeholders the opportunity to voice concerns, ask questions or make 
comments directly to the consultant. The department intends to provide a 
response to the assessment after it is finalized, including a listing of 
recommendations that have been implemented. 

 
6. Agenda Item # 15 - Approve a resolution initiating a code amendment to mitigate 

the effects of smoke emissions from restaurants and mobile food vendors near 
residentially zoned areas. (Notes: SPONSOR - Council Member Sabino "Pio" 
Renteria CO 1: Council Member Kathie Tovo CO 2: Mayor Steve Adler CO 3: 
Council Member Gregorio Casar) 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) Approximately how many restaurants and mobile food 



 

 

vendors would be impacted? 2) What is the estimated cost of buying and 
installing a “Smoke Scrubber”?  3)  What is the estimated annual maintenance 
cost for a “Smoke Scrubber”? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The Health and Human Services Department (HHSD) does not 

currently track establishments that have smoke emissions.  The Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality handles all complaints of air quality 
and emissions. See http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/complaints/index.html  2) 
HHSD does not currently require establishments to buy or install smoke 
scrubbers. 3) HHSD does not have any information on the annual 
maintenance costs for a smoke scrubbers. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Will this ordinance first be reviewed and discussed by one of 

the Council Committees? 2) How many complaints have been received by 311 
related to smoke emissions from restaurants and mobile food vendors? 3) Has 
a City study been conducted on this issue to document the problem and 
identify possible solutions? 4) Have any other alternatives been considered to 
address this issue? 5) How long would restaurant owners have to come into 
compliance with this ordinance? 6) Has the item been discussed with the 
Austin Restaurant Association? 7) Do any other cities have this or a similar 
ordinance? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: 1) This is an Item from Council but staff recommends that the 

item be discussed at a Council Committee. 2) Staff is still researching this 
inquiry. 3) To our knowledge, the City has not conducted a study on this issue. 
The City does not monitor or regulate air/smoke complaints. These issues are 
investigated by the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ). 4) 
City staff is not aware of any alternatives to address this issue. 5) As part of 
any action taken, the Council could identify a grace period for establishments 
to come into compliance. 6) City staff is not aware if the item has been 
discussed with ARA. 7) We understand the City of New York has a similar 
ordinance but staff would need more time to conduct research of similar 
ordinances in other municipalities. 

 
7. Agenda Item # 16 - Approve the waiver or reimbursement of certain fees and 

requirements under City Code Chapter 14-8 and authorize payment of certain 
costs for the Texas Independence Day 5K Run and Parade, co-sponsored by the 
City and Celebrate Texas Incorporated, which was held Saturday, February 28, 
2015. (Notes: SPONSOR: Council Member Delia Garza CO 1: Council Member 
Gregorio Casar CO 2: Mayor Steve Adler CO 3: Council Member Ann Kitchen) 

 
a. QUESTION: In the fiscal note, there’s a reference to two different resolutions 

from 2007 (http://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=100829) 
and 2002 (http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/edims/document.cfm?id=64828). In 
1997, the original resolution regarding fee waivers was passed 
(http://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=49063). I couldn’t find 
any reference to the Texas Independence Day 5k Run and Parade in these. Do 



 

 

you know if there was another amendment that included this? COUNCIL 
MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The Celebrate Texas Parade and Run was added as a city co-

sponsorship via Resolution No. 040226-40 on February 26, 2004. Attached is 
a copy of Resolution No. 040226-40 and the accompanying recommendation 
for council action. 

 
8. AHFC Agenda Items # 1, # 2, # 3 and # 4: AHFC 1) Authorize negotiation and 

execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to exceed $500,000 with 
FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose 
of developing a multi-family residential facility at 8500 U.S. Highway 71, to be 
known as Live Oak Trails, for low-income individuals and families. AHFC 2) 
Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to 
exceed $500,000 with FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated 
entity, for the purpose of developing a multi-family residential facility at 13635 
Rutledge Spur, to be known as the Lakeline Station Apartments, for low-income 
individuals and families. AHFC 3) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan 
agreement in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000 with FOUNDATION 
COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose of developing a 
single room occupancy residential facility at 2301 South Lamar Boulevard, to be 
known as Bluebonnet Studios, for very low-income individuals and individuals 
exiting homelessness. AHFC 4) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan in 
an amount not to exceed $2,000,000 to THE MULHOLLAND GROUP, LLC or 
an affiliated entity, for the purpose of acquiring and rehabilitating the Capitol 
Village Apartments multi-family residential development at 6855 East U.S. 
Highway 290. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) What are the terms of these loans, and for what purpose? 2) 

Are the loans “forgivable”?  If not, when is repayment due, and what is the 
penalty for failure to repay the loan? 3) Do the loans contribute to real estate 
projects which will be not be on property tax rolls? 4) Are there any 
connections of these loans to the subsidized housing projects approved back 
in February? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
END OF REPORT - To view the full Council Q&A packet, click here. 
 

 
 

The City of Austin is committed to compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
Reasonable modifications and equal access to communications will be provided upon request. 

For assistance, please call 512-974-2210 or TTY users route through 711. 
 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Please provide: the total amount City of Austin has provided in fee waivers to X Games; maximum amount available to 
events via the Events Trust Fund; maximum amount available to events via the Major Events Trust Fund; explanation 
of the difference in requirements between the two funds; X Games application to METF. 
 
ANSWER: 
Through the adoption of Resolution No. 20130523-019, COTA was authorized to come back to City Council to 
request approval of up to $150,000 in fee waivers and in-kind assistance. However, neither X Games, Circuit of the 
Americas (COTA), nor Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee (CELOC) have brought forward such a request, 
thus no fee waivers have been provided through Resolution No. 20130523-019. 
 
The maximum amount available to events via the Events Trust Fund (ETF) and the Major Events Trust Fund (METF) 
is determined by the Texas Comptroller and is based on the economic impact analysis conducted for each event. 
 
The following outline describes the major differences between the Events Trust Fund and the Major Events Trust 
Fund.  
 
The Events Trust Fund (ETF) restrictions and requirements are as follows: 
• Available for once a year sporting events or conventions such as the Major League Soccer All Star Game or the 

American Public Transportation Association convention.  
• Available for events that are smaller than $1 million in receipts.   
• Eligible events are not restricted to sports, but the venue must have been selected over others as a sole event site 

or, the sole site in Texas and adjoining states. There is no list of what is an eligible event, nor a list of which 
organizations must select the site for the event. There is a limit in the statute on the number of events under 
$200,000 in impact, and also a limit on the number of nonsporting events for which a city or county may submit a 
request for a fund to be established.  

• Starting in fiscal 2010, non-sporting events, such as conventions and conferences, became eligible for the ETF. 
• The application must be submitted 120 days before the event. 
• The economic impact that must be analyzed for the ETF is the direct benefit of the event.  
• Applies local and state gains from sales and use, auto rental, hotel and alcoholic beverage taxes generated over a 

30-day period from an event or series of events conducted no more than once annually. 
• The estimated increase in state tax revenue is reduced for events held in Texas on previous occasions. According to 

rules established by the Texas Comptroller, the following table depicts the reductions for each year. 
 

Number of Years the Event was Held 
in Texas in Last Five Years 

Percent of Revenue Impact Used in 
Trust Fund Estimate 

0 100.0% 

1 85.5% 

2 74.6% 

3 66.2% 

 



4 59.5% 

5 54.1% 
 
Major Events Trust Fund (METF) restrictions and requirements are as follows: 
• Available for major national or international championship type events, such as the NFL Super Bowl, NCAA Final 

Four Tournaments and Formula One automobile races. The eligible events are listed in the statute.  Currently, the 
statute lists X Games. However, the eligible site selection organizations that must select the sites are also listed and 
does not include ESPN, which produces the X Games. The bill before the legislature adds ESPN as an eligible site 
selection organization.  

• Applies local and state gains from sales and use, auto rental, hotel and alcoholic beverage taxes generated over a 
12-month period from certain major sporting championships or events to pay costs incurred from hosting the 
event.  

• Major events have to be above a certain size (at least $1 million in receipts).   
• The application must be submitted not earlier than 1 year, nor later than 45 days before the event occurs.  As a 

note, the 45th day before the 2015 X Games is April 16th. 
• The economic impact that can be analyzed for METF events includes the direct impact and the indirect and 

induced benefits. 
 
Note: More information is available on the Texas Comptroller’s website regarding Texas Events Trust Funds: 
http://www.texasahead.org/tax_programs/event_fund/ 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
For how many events has CELOC applied for public funding? 
 
ANSWER: 
CELOC has applied for 13 events since 2012: 

• 2012: Formula 1 (F1) 
• 2013: MotoGP, V8 SuperCars, World Endurance Championship (WEC), American LeMans Series 

(ALMS), F1 
• 2014: MotoGP, Summer X-Games, WEC, Tudor United States SportsCar Championship, F1 
• 2015: MotoGP, X-Games 

 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
What is the estimated maximum amount that the X Games plans to request from the METF? 
 
ANSWER: 
According to information provided by CELOC, their draft application for METF funding for the 2015 X 
Games from the state is $3,664,347. As with previous applications, CELOC will fund the local match, which 
in this case would be $586,296, for a combined application request of $4,250,643. 
 
CELOC recently made application for the Events Trust Fund in the amount of $1,690,577 and was approved 
a maximum of $1,260,453. If CELOC is authorized by the City Council to submit an METF application and 
if the Texas Comptroller approves CELOC’s application request of $4,250,643 for METF status, the increase 
to CELOC would be $2,990,190. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Will CELOC be providing the local match required by the METF or does CELOC intend to request that 
local support be provided by the City of Austin? 
 
ANSWER: 

 



CELOC will be providing the local match required by the METF. The City’s agreement with CELOC, which 
was signed and effective as of February 3, 2014, allows the City to terminate the agreement if CELOC does 
not provide the local match.  
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
The X Games have sought and received fee waivers from the City of Austin in the past; will the X Game 
organizers seek future fee waivers from the City of Austin?  
 
ANSWER: 
Through the adoption of Resolution No. 20130523-019, COTA was authorized to come back to City Council 
to request approval of up to $150,000 in fee waivers and in-kind assistance. However, neither X Games, 
Circuit of the Americas (COTA), nor Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee (CELOC) have brought 
forward such a request, thus no fee waivers have been provided through Resolution No. 20130523-019. 
 
Whether COTA or CELOC will seek the approval of fee waivers for the X Games in the future is a decision 
to be made by COTA or CELOC. As indicated above, Resolution No. 20130523-019 authorizes the entities 
to bring forward a request for approval for fee waivers and in-kind assistance up to $150,000. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Who will conduct the economic analysis that determines the amount the X Games will be eligible to seek 
from the METF? 
 
ANSWER: 
Dr. Don Hoyte (PhD in economic geography specializing in industrial location analysis and regional 
economics) conducted the economic impact analysis for the X Games ETF application and has conducted 
the Economic Impact Study (EIS) for the METF application. The EIS is reviewed by the CELOC board and 
by City staff before being submitted to the Comptroller.  Once Dr. Hoyte’s EIS is submitted with the 
application for the 2015 X Games Austin Event, the Texas Comptroller’s Office will use the submitted EIS 
as a guideline from the applicant, but will prepare its own independent detailed economic analysis based on 
its own criteria, determined factors and projections. So, Dr. Hoyte’s EIS is a guideline for the study prepared 
and approved by the Comptroller as the ultimate authority for the trust fund amount. 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Staff referred to pieces of the application that City of Austin staff review and sign with an affidavit. Did this 
response refer to the Events Fund applications or the Major Events Trust Fund applications? Please identify 
which sections and the kind of information on the application that staff are required to verify as accurate. 
 
ANSWER: 
The staff response referred to ETF and METF applications. 
 
Staff reviews the following information prepared and provided by CELOC: 
- The letter from the City to the Texas Comptroller requesting the pertinent events trust fund be 

established;  
- The Economic Impact Study (EIS) to confirm that it includes the information required by the Texas 

Comptroller; 
- Executed affidavits to the City from CELOC, COTA and the preparer of the EIS attesting to the 

accuracy of the information provided in the EIS; 
- Executed affidavits to the City from CELOC and COTA attesting to the correctness of the information 

provided in the application; 
- Application content that demonstrates that the event is eligible for participation in the ETF or METF, as 

applicable; and 

 



- The Request Worksheet to Establish an Events Trust Fund. 
 
City staff must execute affidavits to the Texas Comptroller attesting to the accuracy of the information 
provided in the EIS and correctness of the information provided in the application. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
From the work session discussion, it sounds as if the X Games organizers have been interested in seeking 
support from the Major Events Trust Fund for some time. If that is accurate, please explain why this 
resolution is only now coming before City Council for consideration. 
 
ANSWER: 
CELOC made the request for the resolution on March 27, 2015. As such, the following response is provided 
by CELOC explaining why the resolution is now coming before City Council for consideration. 
 
The timing of any action that CELOC, ESPN or COTA could take on correcting the X Games classification 
as an METF event, including asking that such matter be considered by the Austin City Council, was solely 
dependent on the wording of bills to be filed and the timing and legislative process for such bills by the Texas 
Legislature. And, while the intent to correct the prior legislative oversight has long been discussed, including 
with City staff, the first practical step, a proposed bill to correct the prior legislative oversight, could not even 
be filed until this past January 2015 (Senate Bill 293 was filed on January 9th).  And, as I understand, even in 
January/February of this year there was serious negative sentiment as to whether the Legislature would even 
take up any bills on the ETF/METF statute, or if any such bills were filed and brought to the floor, there was 
uncertainty as to whether or not the Legislature would be receptive, add additional limitations or simply 
abolish the ETF/METF program all together. So when Senate Bills 48 and 293 (and related or companion 
bills) were filed in January of 2015, their passage was very much in question and not a very good basis to 
propose an agenda item for consideration by the Austin City Council, which we know has a full agendas each 
meeting.  And, without a bill in substantially final form, we did not know what any proposed agenda item for 
correction should include to meet any correction requirements that are not known. 
  
However, during the March 19 to March 23rd time period (within the last 2 weeks), SB 293 was placed on 
the intent calendar for the Senate and the Senate suspended the regular order of business to expedite voting 
on SB 293 for “clarification of the law governing eligibility of certain events for funding under the METF” 
and the Senate passed SB 293 with 23 Yeas and 3 Nays, more than a 2/3 majority vote. At that time CELOC, 
COTA and ESPN realized the legislature had embraced the corrections bills filed and SB 293 had 
momentum, so much so that the Senate was fast tracking SB 293 to approval and passage.  Between March 
24th and March 31st (within the last week), SB 293 passed both the House and Senate (after House 
amendment and Conference Committee) by more than a 2/3 majority vote in each chamber and today is 
sitting on the Governor’s desk for signature. As I understand, the Governor is expected to sign SB 293, 
which has an immediate effective date due to the 2/3 supermajority approvals of the Senate and House.  
  
Until SB 293 gained momentum after March 23rd and the passage of the correction bill no longer seemed 
mere speculation, CELOC did not want to propose an agenda item for consideration by the City Council and 
merely take up valuable time. But as soon as the bill seemed likely to pass, CELOC, ESPN and COTA 
coordinated their efforts with the Texas Comptroller’s Office to clarify process, procedures and requirements 
under SB 293 and then acted as fast as prudent to request the subject item be placed on the City Council 
agenda for the April 2nd meeting.  
  
It is readily apparent that the a super majority of the members of the Texas Legislature believe that the 
METF program is an important economic incentive to attract major events to Texas (important enough to 
suspend the regular rules on the Senate and fast track the bill) and should be utilized for the upcoming 2015 
X Games Austin Event to keep the X Games in Austin and Texas for as long as possible. And, we 

 



 

respectfully request approval of the City Council to the proposed agenda item in furtherance of the Texas 
Legislature’s recent actions on SB 293 and assist CELOC to achieve the same goals. 
 
 

 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 
Please list CELOC members and their professional affiliations. Is the Organizing Committee required to 
submit financial statements? If not, why? 
 
ANSWER: 
The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC is a Texas non-profit corporation. It does not have “members”, but has a Board of Directors 
currently comprised of 4 Directors: Ford Smith, Sam Bryant, Rodney Gonzales (Ex Officio) and Wayne 
Hollingsworth. Ford Smith is President and owner of Texas Enterprises, Inc., a petroleum products 
distribution company.  Sam Bryant is President of Bryant Wealth Investment Group, LLC and serves as a 
registered investment representative with ML&R Wealth Management. Rodney Gonzales is Deputy Director 
for the City of Austin’s Economic Development Department.  Wayne Hollingsworth is a Partner with the 
law firm of Armbrust & Brown, PLLC.  

 

As a local organizing committee participating under the METF and the ETF, CELOC is required to provide 
audited financial statements requested by the Texas Comptroller’s Office. And, CELOC is required to 
provide and has routinely provided its financial statements to individuals and entities requesting such 
statements under the Texas Public Information Act.  
 
 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 
How often has the Organizing Committee briefed Council? 
 
ANSWER: 
The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC has never been requested nor invited to directly brief the Austin City Council; however, Rodney 
Gonzales, Deputy Director for the City of Austin’s Economic Development Department, is the City’s 
representative as an Ex Officio member of the CELOC Board. Mr. Gonzales regularly attends the CELOC 
Board meetings, participates in all discussions and makes invaluable contributions to the decisions, 
operations and goals of CELOC. Further, the Directors and Officers of CELOC meet with City staff and 
legal to review and respond to questions and to brief City staff and legal on all important aspects of (i) 
applications and deliverables to participate in the ETF and METF, including reviews of economic impact 
studies performed by Dr. Don Hoyte on behalf of and under contract with CELOC, (ii) attendance 
certificates required by the Texas Comptroller for events conducted under the ETF and METF, and (iii) 
applications for reimbursement of qualified expenses from the ETF and METF. The City’s review and 
approval of these submittals are required under CELOC’s contract with the City as a condition for CELOC’s 
authority to submit such items to the Texas Comptroller’s Office. 
 

 



 

 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 
Is CELOC subject to audit? Under what conditions would it be audited? 
 
ANSWER: 
The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC is subject to audit, under both the ETF and METF, as requested by the Texas Comptroller’s Office. 
 
 

 



























































































































































































































 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #8 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
 
QUESTION:  Who are the members of the Asian American Resource Center Board of Directors, and can we get 
some more information on their staff? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 
 

ANSWER: The Asian American Resource Center Nonprofit is a Texas 501(c)(3) corporation created to support the 
construction and operation of the City of Austin’s Asian American Resource Center. The goals of non-profit 
corporation are three-fold (i) to advocate and fundraise for high-quality arts, history, and educational programming that 
celebrates the multitude of Asian cultures found within the City of Austin, (ii) to provide resources to the under-served 
members of Austin's Asian community - particularly seniors, recent refugees, and workers and families with low 
English proficiency, and (iii) stimulate the local economy by facilitating international business opportunities and 
education, in cooperation with local chambers of commerce and the City of Austin.  
  
Because the Asian community is so diverse, in regards to different countries of origin, different languages even within 
the same countries, different religions, and different socioeconomic backgrounds, it is groundbreaking to have one 
community center to provide support for everyone.  The AARC Nonprofit was involved in completing a Community 
Health Assessment with the City of Austin Health and Human Services Department, in order to gain a better 
understanding of health issues specifically related to Asian Americans.  There are also plans for health fairs and legal 
clinics.  They have started a seniors’ community program, had a commercial kitchen approved to support senior 
lunches and events, started an Anti-Bullying study, got a grant to start a community garden, partnered with ACC to 
provide free English classes, helped to spearhead the upcoming Asian American Film Festival, and so much more! 
  
The AARC Nonprofit Board of Directors is made up of a diverse group of individuals who serve the Asian American 
Community of Austin.  They come from a mix of Asian ethnicities, faiths, languages, and socioeconomic backgrounds 
with the goal of reaching the complex mix of Communities in Austin.  Board members serve for two year terms.  The 
current makeup of the Board is 18 members with a cap of 39 members.  James Shieh is the current Chairman of the 
Board of Directors. The Asian American Resource Center Nonprofit does not employee any paid staff.  

 



 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #9 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
 
Question 1: How much revenue for this program has been generated since Jan 2012? What costs for this program 

have been generated since Jan 2012? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE 
 
Answer 1: The Caswell Tennis Center revenue and expenditures itemized by fiscal year for FY 12, FY 13 and 

FY14 is below: 

 
Caswell Tennis Center 

Court Fee Revenues Expenditures 
2012 - 2014 2012-2014 

2012 $80,468 $67,901 
2013 $70,987 $80,621 
2014 $82,751 $73,357 

Totals $234,206 $221,879 
                  

Total net over the three fiscal years:            $12,325 

Revenues are tennis court fees, while expenditures include management fees of $3,000 a month, 
productivity awards, and City-incurred operating costs.  
 
The table below illustrates the projected revenue and expenditures for the pending contract.   
 

Caswell Tennis Center 
Court Fee Revenues Expenditures 
2015-2017 Projected 2015-2017 Projected 

2015 $83,333  $59,000  
2016 $83,333  $59,000  
2017 $83,333  $59,000  

Totals $250,000  $177,000  
 
Total net over the three fiscal years:            $73,000 

 
Revenues are tennis court fees, while expenditures include management fees of $2,000 a month, 
productivity awards, and City-incurred operating costs. 
REVENUES 



 

 

The pricing offered in the pending contract represents a 15% decrease from the prior contract, 
including a reduction in the management fee paid from $3,000/month to $2,000/month. This 
reduction, coupled with an increase in projected revenue at the facility will generate approximately 
$60,000 more in net revenue for the City over the three year contract period.  
 
EXPENDITURES 
The department anticipates that City-paid utilities and repairs at the facility will total $60,000 over the 
three year period, with management fees and productivity awards not to exceed $117,000.  The 
productivity award allows the contractor to receive a maximum of $15,000 per year, based on revenue 
generation, customer service, maximizing court usage, and programming content. Per the contract, the 
productivity award will be half of annual court revenue minus the annual target ($65,000). Therefore, 
in order to receive the maximum award, the facility must generate at least $95,000 in yearly revenue.  
Based on the current estimated yearly revenue of $83,300, the contractor would receive a yearly 
productivity award of $9,150, resulting in a total contractual payment of $99,450. 

 
The contractor will incur the remaining expenditures related to professional management of the 
facility. 

 

Question 2: Who won the 2012 contract? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE 

Answer 2: Love Tennis Company won the contract bid in 2012. 

 
Question 3: Is the approximate $250,000 in revenue an annual number? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S 
OFFICE 
 
Answer 3: The $250,000 figure is a three year estimate, equivalent to approximately $83,000 a year.  This 

projection was based off a 6 year average of actual revenue generated by this facility. The department 
expects revenue generation from this facility to continue to grow in the future; PARD has experienced 
this contract to be revenue positive in the past, with all expenses covered by the contractor, and 
projects it will remain so in the future.  

 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #9 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Why is the tennis court fee revenue deposited into the General Fund revenue when the expenses are paid from the 
PARD General Fund? 
 
ANSWER: 
All Parks and Recreation (PARD) programs and facilities, with the exception of the Golf Enterprise, are funded via the 
General Fund. PARD is considered a core governmental service and is therefore part of the General Fund, which is 
primarily supported by sales and property tax. However, the City does not rely entirely on taxes to support PARD; the 
department does collect fees for services, such as tennis court fees, to help offset property tax requirements. As such, 
all revenues are deposited into the General Fund.  All PARD expenditures, with the exception of the Golf enterprise, 
are budgeted as part of the General Fund expenditures, appropriated annually by City Council. 
However, we do track revenue and fees by program, and are able to determine the cost recovery level by program.  
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Who is the current management provider for the Caswell Tennis Center? 
 
ANSWER: 
The current management provider for the Caswell Tennis Center is LOVE TENNIS COMPANY. 
 
 
QUESTION (GM GALLO): 
What was the monthly management fee associated with the current contractor? 
 
ANSWER: 
The management fee is $3,000 a month. 
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
For the three other public tennis centers please provide the following: 
  A: the name of the tennis center 
  B: the management service company operating the tennis center 
  C: the monthly management fee and total contract amount for the tennis center 
  D: date when the current management contract expires for the tennis center 
  E:  how many courts are at the tennis center? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

ANSWER: 
  
Tennis Center Management 

Company 
Monthly Fee Contract 

Expiration 
Number of 
Courts 

Austin Tennis 
Center 

Lone Star Tennis $3,000 August 2015 10 full - size 
courts 
8 quick-start 
courts 

Pharr Tennis 
Center 

Yanez Tennis $3,000 February 2018 8 full- size courts 

South Austin 
Tennis Center 

Rippner Tennis 
Inc. 

$3,000 March 2016 10 full - size 
courts 
 

 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Would the City benefit if all four of the professionally managed tennis centers were under one contract? 
 
ANSWER: 
In order to provide a comprehensive response regarding the management benefits, PARD staff will need to 
conduct research regarding nation-wide best practices for the management of tennis facilities.  This research 
will inform the best model for the City of Austin tennis centers to meet or exceed stakeholder expectations. 
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
How much money would the City save with one contract for all tennis centers? 
 
ANSWER: 
Unfortunately, information regarding a savings or other detailed financial pros/cons requires the City to 
solicit services for a single management model.  A single management model has not been considered in the 
past and therefore there is no historical information to reference.   At this juncture, the Department is not 
able to provide a definitive answer regarding projected savings under an alternative business mode.    
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Who is in charge of the two hour street parking time limits around the Caswell Tennis Center? 
 
ANSWER: 
The City Transportation Department has jurisdiction of the right-of- way and has the authority to set 
regulations associated with right away parking.  
City staff must execute affidavits to the Texas Comptroller attesting to the accuracy of the information 
provided in the EIS and correctness of the information provided in the application. 
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Has the City considered changing the street parking time limit for this area to allow citizens more time to use 
the Caswell Tennis Center? 
 
ANSWER: 
The Parks and Recreation Department has recently engaged the Transportation Department to review 
parking options for the spaces in the right of way most commonly associated with Caswell Tennis Center.   

 



Item From Council ^sMs^ AGENDA ITEM NO.: 40
CITY OF AUSTIN AGENDA DATE: Thu 02/26/2004
RECOMMENDATION FOR COUNCIL ACTION PAGE: 1 of 1

Item From Council

Posting Language: Approve a resolution amending Resolution No. 021003-40, adopted by Council on
October 3, 2002, to add one additional annual City co-sponsored event, Celebrate Texas Parade and Run.

Proposed meeting date: THU 02/26/2004

Sponsor: Mayor Pro Tern Jackie Goodman

Co-sponsor 1: Mayor Will Wynn Co-sponsor 2: Council Member Brewster
McCracken

Date by which the City Manager is requested to report back to Council:

Draft Resolution/Ordinance attached:

Serial#: 4714 Date: 02/26/04 Original: Yes

Disposition:

Published:

Adjusted version published:



RESOLUTION NO. 040226-40

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend Resolution No. 021003-

40. adopted by Council on October 3, 2002, to add one additional annual City

co-sponsored event, the Celebrate Texas Parade and Run; NOW,

THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUSTIN:

Resolution No. 021003-40 is amended as follows:

(A) (1) (a) The following events are City co-sponsored special events tor

Fiscal Year 2003:

(vi) Celebrate Texas Parade and Run

ADOPTED: February 26 , 2004 ATTEST:
StirleyA.BroMi 0

City Clerk



 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To AHFC Items #1-#4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN):  
What are the terms of these loans, and for what purpose? 
 
ANSWER: 
Proposed Loans and Purpose 

·         Mulholland Group, LLC -- Capitol Village Apartments:  The purpose of the proposed $2,000,000 loan is 
to assist with the acquisition of an existing 249-unit multi-family rental property on US Hwy 290 East near 
Berkman Drive.  After acquiring the property, the developer will rehabilitate the property, originally built 
in 1969.  

·         Foundation Communities – Live Oak Trails:  The purpose of the proposed $500,000 loan is to assist with 
the construction of a 58-unit multi-family rental development at 8500 U.S. Highway 71. 

·         Foundation Communities – Lakeline Station Apartments:  The purpose of the proposed $500,000 loan is 
to assist with the construction of a 128-unit multi-family rental development at 13635 Rutledge Spur, near 
the Lakeline MetroRail Station. 

·         Foundation Communities – Bluebonnet Studios:  The purpose of the proposed $1,000,000 loan is to assist 
with the construction of a 107-unit Single Room Occupancy facility for extremely low-income individuals 
and those exiting homelessness. 
  

Terms 
The request for AHFC Board action on the April 2, 2015 agenda is for authorization to negotiate and execute loan 
agreements.  If approved, loan terms will be negotiated.   
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Are the loans “forgivable”?  If not, when is repayment due, and what is the penalty for failure to repay the loan? 
 
ANSWER: 
While the negotiation of loan terms has not yet been approved, all loans from AHFC require each borrower to comply 
with the terms and conditions of the loan agreement.  Loans are secured by deeds of trust on each property.  Failure to 
comply with the terms and conditions of the loan agreement, including failure to repay the loan, would be grounds for 
legal action against the borrower.  This could result in foreclosure on the property. 
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Do the loans contribute to real estate projects which will be not be on property tax rolls? 
 
ANSWER: 
No. All projects will pay property taxes. The developments may be eligible for certain exemptions available under the 
Texas Property Tax Code through application to the Travis Central Appraisal District (TCAD). TCAD would make the 
determination as to whether the property qualifies for an exemption. 
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Are there any connections of these loans to the subsidized housing projects approved back in February? 
 
ANSWER: 
No. 

 



 

 

 

 
 

 
City Council Questions and Answers for 

Thursday, April 02, 2015 
 

These questions and answers are related to the  
Austin City Council meeting that will convene at 10:00 AM on 

Thursday, April 02, 2015 at Austin City Hall 
301 W. Second Street, Austin, TX 

 

 
 
 

Mayor Steve Adler 
Mayor Pro Tem Kathie Tovo, District 9 

Council Member Ora Houston, District 1 
Council Member Delia Garza, District 2 

Council Member Sabino �Pio� Renteria, District 3 
Council Member Gregorio Casar, District 4 

Council Member Ann Kitchen, District 5 
Council Member Don Zimmerman, District 6 

Council Member Leslie Pool, District 7 
Council Member Ellen Troxclair, District 8 

Council Member Sheri Gallo, District 10 

City Council Questions and Answers 



 

 

 

 
 

The City Council Questions and Answers Report was derived from a need to provide City Council Members an 
opportunity to solicit clarifying information from City Departments as it relates to requests for council action. After a 

City Council Regular Meeting agenda has been published, Council Members will have the opportunity to ask questions 
of departments via the City Manager’s Agenda Office. This process continues until 5:00 p.m. the Tuesday before the 
Council meeting. The final report is distributed at noon to City Council the Wednesday before the council meeting. 

 
 

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL 
 

1. Agenda Item # 4 - Approve a resolution amending Resolution No. 20130523-019 
to authorize the Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee to act on behalf of 
the City for the Texas Major Event Trust Fund, or in the alternative, the Texas 
Event Trust Fund, for the purposes of: conducting economic studies, submitting 
applications, and submitting any required funding, to the Texas Comptroller, or 
the Economic Development and Tourism Division, Office of the Governor for 
the Summer X-Games to be held at the Circuit of the Americas Facility in 2015, 
2016, and 2017. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) Please provide: the total amount City of Austin has provided 

in fee waivers to X Games; maximum amount available to events via the 
Events Trust Fund; maximum amount available to events via the Major 
Events Trust Fund; explanation of the difference in requirements between the 
two funds; X Games application to METF. 2) For how many events has 
CELOC applied for public funding? 3) What is the estimated maximum 
amount that the XGames plans to request from the METF? 4) Will CELOC 
be providing the local match required by the METF or does CELOC intend to 
request that local support be provided by the City of Austin? 5) The X Games 
have sought and received fee waivers from the City of Austin in the past; will 
the X Game organizers seek future fee waivers from the City of Austin? 6) 
Who will conduct the economic analysis that determines the amount the X 
Games will be eligible to seek from the METF? 7) Staff referred to pieces of 
the application that City of Austin staff review and sign with an affidavit. Did 
this response refer to the Events Fund applications or the Major Events Trust 
Fund applications? Please identify which sections and the kind of information 
on the application that staff are required to verify as accurate. 8) From the 
work session discussion, it sounds as if the X Games organizers have been 
interested in seeking support from the Major Events Trust Fund for some 
time. If that is accurate, please explain why this resolution is only now coming 
before City Council for consideration. MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Please list CELOC members and their professional 



 

 

affiliations. Is the Organizing Committee required to submit financial 
statements? If not, why? 2) How often has the Organizing Committee briefed 
Council?  3) Is CELOC subject to audit? Under what conditions would it be 
audited? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: See attachment. 

 
e. QUESTION (ASKED DURING WORK SESSION): Can staff provide 

CELOC’s application to the ETF and/or the METF for X Games 2015? 
 

f. ANSWER: Attached is CELOC’s completed application to the ETF for X 
Games 2015 and the Texas Comptroller’s letter of award. Also attached is 
CELOC’s draft application to the METF for X Games 2015. 

 
g. QUESTION (ASKED DURING WORK SESSION): Can staff provide a 

copy of the agreements between CELOC and the City? 
 

h. ANSWER: See attachment. 
 

2. Agenda Item # 8 - Approve an ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 
Parks and Recreation Department Operating Budget Special Revenue Fund 
(Ordinance No. 20140908-001) to accept and appropriate $65,000 in grant funds 
from the Asian American Resource Center, Inc. for salary expenses for a City of 
Austin employee to assist with Asian and Asian-American cultural protocols, 
programming, and marketing at the City of Austin Asian American Resource 
Center. 

 
a. QUESTION: Is it possible to fill this position with a current Parks and 

Recreation Department vacancy until the new Fiscal Year, and if so, if the 
grants funds would still be available. COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: This partnership with the Asian American Resource Center is 

already using a vacant PARD position, in which the Budget Office will be 
returning in the next fiscal year. 

 
c. QUESTION: Who are the members of the Asian American Resource Center 

Board of Directors, and can we get some more information on their staff? 
COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
3. Agenda Item # 9 - Authorize award, negotiation, and execution of a 36-month 

contract with TEXAS TENNIS CONSULTANTS, or one of the other qualified 
offerors to Request for Proposal No. TVN0047, to provide management services 
for Caswell Tennis Center, in an amount not to exceed $117,000, with two 36-
month extension options in an amount not to exceed $117,000 per extension 
option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $351,000. 

 



 

 

a. QUESTION: 1) How much revenue for this program has been generated 
since Jan 2012? 2) What costs for this program have been generated since Jan 
2012? 3) Who won the 2012 contract? 4) Is the approximate $250,000 in 
revenue an annual number? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See Attachment. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Why is the tennis court fee revenue deposited into the 

General Fund revenue when the expenses are paid from the PARD General 
Fund? 2) Who is the current management provider for the Caswell Tennis 
Center? 3) What was the monthly management fee associated with the current 
contractor? 4) For the three other public tennis centers please provide the 
following: the name of the tennis center; the management service company 
operating the tennis center; the monthly management fee and total contract 
amount for the tennis center; date when the current management contract 
expires for the tennis center; and how many courts are at the tennis center. 5) 
Would the City benefit if all four of the professionally managed tennis centers 
were under one contract? 6) How much money would the City save with one 
contract for all tennis centers? 7) Who is in charge of the two hour street 
parking time limits around the Caswell Tennis Center? 8) Has the City 
considered changing the street parking time limit for this area to allow citizens 
more time to use the Caswell Tennis Center? COUNCIL MEMBER 
GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
4. Agenda Item # 10 - Authorize award and execution of a 60-month revenue 

contract with LONE STAR RIVERBOAT, INC. to provide boat excursion 
services on Lady Bird Lake for an estimated revenue amount of $150,000, with 
one 60-month extension option in an estimated amount of $150,000 for a total 
estimated revenue amount of $300,000. 

 
a. QUESTION: What provisions has Lone Star Riverboat taken to address 

permitting deficiencies relating to restroom output and water pumping on 
vehicles? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: Via a letter sent to Lone Star Riverboat last week, City staff 

notified Lone Star Riverboat about the City’s requirements regarding 
recordkeeping to demonstrate compliance with the City’s marine sanitation 
requirements. In response, Lone Star Riverboat has provided records 
demonstrating that the waste from its boats has been properly pumped out. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Two of the three boats in the current Lone Star Fleet are 

Non-Compliant with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets on 
excursion boats. Will Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. replace the current Non-
Compliant boats with the expansion of “seats” and/or additional boats, or 
would the Non-Compliant boats continue to operate? 2) Will any additional 



 

 

“seats” or boats comply with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets 
on excursion boats that carry more than 20 passengers? 3) Is the current dock 
adequate for the services and fleet that will be provided over the next 5-10 
years? 4) Who owns the existing dock that serves the Lone Star Riverboats 
operation? 5) How will the services/fleet be expanded with no expansion or 
improvements to the dock? 6) What parkland would be used by Lone Star 
Riverboat for providing parking and ADA access to the existing dock? Will all 
improvements made on parkland be dedicated to the City? 7) Consider 
requiring Lone Star Riverboat to install a Boat Sewage Pumpout Station prior 
to expanding services/fleet to provide a proper on-shore disposal facility for 
excursion boats that operate on Lady Bird Lake. (There is Boat Sewage 
Pumpout grant funding available that can cover up to 75% of the cost for 
installing this equipment.) 8) Can staff explain why these concerns have not 
been addressed or why the agreement has not been amended. MAYOR PRO 
TEM TOVO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: 1)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. will be required to operate in 

compliance with all applicable federal, state and local laws include city code 6-
5-34.  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. operator could opt to limit excursion 
passenger loads to less than 20 per excursion/trip on the “Little Star” and 
“Southern Star”, which are not equipped with marine toilets or discontinue 
their use. Lone Star Riverboats may continue to utilize its “Lone Star” vessel 
which is compliant with 6-5-34 as it is equipped with two marine toilets. 2)  
Lone Star Riverboats Inc. proposes to upgrade its 3 vessel fleet by replacing its 
“Little Star” vessel, a 34 set capacity vessel, with a larger vessel.  The proposed 
new vessel would not be equipped with a marine toilet, therefore would be 
limited to a maximum passenger capacity of less than 20 per city’s current 
code requirement. 3) Yes, Lone Star Riverboats Inc. has no plans to increase 
the number of vessels in its fleet. 4)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. owns the 
existing floating dock.  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. acquired and maintains the 
dock at its own expense. 5)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. does not propose to 
increase the number of vessels. Rather, Lone Star Riverboats Inc. plans to 
replace “Little Star” capacity of 34 with a “60” seat capacity vessel that is 
accommodated within the existing dock. 6)  The current agreement does not 
require dedicated parking amenities.  Patrons of the lone Star Riverboat access 
parking at a variety of private and public lots and right of way on street 
parking on a first come first serve basis. All improvements on parkland will be 
owned by the City. 7)  The City’s Request for Proposals did not require the 
investment and installation of a boat sewage pump out station. Lone Star and 
other commercial operators currently utilize permitted waste haulers to pump 
out marine holding tanks in compliance with City code. 8) Concerns related to 
excursion boat marine toilets and related pump out requirements in Austin 
City Code Chapter 6 currently reside with Austin Water Utility.  The Austin 
Water Utility is in the process of reviewing, collecting stakeholder input and 
making recommendations for revisions to code.  Lone Star has not been cited 
with any code violation(s) to date.  In light of concerns raised, the Parks 
department will require Lone Star to submit a copy of each and every manifest 
for marine toilet pump outs on a monthly basis. 



 

 

 
e. QUESTION: 1)  Will Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. replace the current Non-

Compliant boats with the expansion of “seats” and/or additional boats, or 
would the Non-Compliant boats continue to operate? 2)  Will any additional 
“seats” or boats comply with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets 
on excursion boats that carry more than 20 passengers? 3)  Is the current dock 
adequate for the services and fleet that will be provided over the next 5-10 
years? 4) Who owns the existing dock that serves the Lone Star Riverboats 
operation?  5)  How will the services/fleet be expanded with no expansion or 
improvements to the dock? 6)  What parkland would be used by Lone Star 
Riverboat for providing parking and ADA access to the existing dock? Will all 
improvements made on parkland be dedicated to the City? 7)  Consider 
requiring Lone Star Riverboat to install a Boat Sewage Pumpout Station prior 
to expanding services/fleet to provide a proper on-shore  disposal facility for 
excursion boats that operate on Lady Bird Lake. (There is Boat Sewage 
Pumpout grant funding available that can cover up to 75% of the cost for 
installing this equipment.)  8)  Can staff explain why these concerns have not 
been addressed or why the agreement has not been amended. 

 
f. ANSWER: 1) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. has not been cited for non-compliance 

under Chapter 6-5 of the Austin City Code. The rules are currently being 
revised. Please see item # 8 for more detail. 2) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. will 
operate in compliance with the City’s code requirements. 3) Yes, Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. is not proposing to increase the number of vessels in its fleet. 
4) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. owns the existing floating dock. Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. acquired and maintains the dock at its own expense. 5) Lone 
Star Riverboat, Inc. does not propose to increase the number of vessels. 
Rather, Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. plans to replace “Little Star” capacity of 34 
with a “60” seat capacity vessel that is accommodated within the existing dock. 
6) Similar to the current agreement, the proposal does not include the 
provision of dedicated parking amenities.  Patrons of the Lone Star Riverboat, 
Inc. access parking at a variety of private and public lots and right of way on 
street parking on a first come first serve basis. All improvements on parkland 
will be owned by the City. 7) Staff does not recommend installing a boat 
pump-out facility/on-shore disposal facility on Lady Bird Lake as this will 
increase the risk of sewage entering the lake in a flood event. Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. and other commercial operators currently utilize permitted 
waste haulers to pump out marine sanitation devices (MSD). Proposed 
revisions to Chapter 6-5 of the Code would make these requirements 
consistent with State requirements, which allow the waste to be disposed of in 
this manner.  8) As it stands for this proposed contract, the concerns 
expressed have been noted, and have been addressed to the extent possible 
under the current code. The rules governing the number of marine sanitation 
devices and on-shore disposal facilities are currently under review, as they are 
inconsistent with other applicable Federal, State, and other Local rules. For 
example, current code includes: • No definition of Excursion Boat • 
Requirement for gender-specific restrooms • No provision for hauling waste 
offsite from boats with MSDs • Prohibits use of temporary toilets at any 



 

 

marina • No enforcement authority for Austin Water. Staff is currently 
working to revise these rules; the next stakeholder meeting is scheduled for 
April 16, 2015 at Waller Creek Center. 

 
g. QUESTION: 1) Does the City own the boats and motors that are used under 

this contract? 2) If the City does not own these assets, then why are the 
purchases of motors and a boat considered as upgrades to parkland? 3) If the 
reinvestment amount of $125,000 is one of the justifications for the 9 percent 
revenue share, then why are the purchases of a boat and motors (which should 
be considered as business expenses) included in the upgrades to parkland 
amount? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
h. ANSWER: 1) The City does not own the boat and motors under the contract. 

These are owned by the Contractor. 2) The upgrade of the motors and one of 
the boats are considered in the overall reinvestment because they are integral 
to the services provided by the Contractor to the public on behalf of the City. 
3) These assets will provide a public benefit reducing risk, increasing public 
safety and potentially resulting in higher revenues to the City. 

 
5. Agenda Item # 14 - Approve a resolution directing the City Manager to outline 

plans addressing reform of the City’s development review, inspections and 
permitting processes, including but not limited to, recommendations from the 
Zucker Systems Analysis Report. (Notes: SPONSOR: Mayor Steve Adler CO 1: 
Council Member Gregorio Casar CO 2: Council Member Sheri Gallo CO 3: 
Mayor Pro Tem Kathie Tovo CO 4: Council Member Sabino "Pio" Renteria) 

 
a. QUESTION: How many of the 461 recommendations from the Final Draft 

of the Zucker Report have been implemented by PDRD? COUNCIL 
MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The assessment provided by Mr. Zucker is not yet finalized. 

Department employees, partner departments, the public and stakeholders will 
be providing feedback and comments on the latest draft to the consultant, 
which are due back to Mr. Zucker by April 13th. Additionally, there are three 
scheduled meetings, one for employees and two public stakeholder sessions 
scheduled on April 8th at the Palmer Event Center to provide employees and 
stakeholders the opportunity to voice concerns, ask questions or make 
comments directly to the consultant. The department intends to provide a 
response to the assessment after it is finalized, including a listing of 
recommendations that have been implemented. 

 
6. Agenda Item # 15 - Approve a resolution initiating a code amendment to mitigate 

the effects of smoke emissions from restaurants and mobile food vendors near 
residentially zoned areas. (Notes: SPONSOR - Council Member Sabino "Pio" 
Renteria CO 1: Council Member Kathie Tovo CO 2: Mayor Steve Adler CO 3: 
Council Member Gregorio Casar) 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) Approximately how many restaurants and mobile food 



 

 

vendors would be impacted? 2) What is the estimated cost of buying and 
installing a “Smoke Scrubber”?  3)  What is the estimated annual maintenance 
cost for a “Smoke Scrubber”? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The Health and Human Services Department (HHSD) does not 

currently track establishments that have smoke emissions.  The Texas 
Commission on Environmental Quality handles all complaints of air quality 
and emissions. See http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/complaints/index.html  2) 
HHSD does not currently require establishments to buy or install smoke 
scrubbers. 3) HHSD does not have any information on the annual 
maintenance costs for a smoke scrubbers. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Will this ordinance first be reviewed and discussed by one of 

the Council Committees? 2) How many complaints have been received by 311 
related to smoke emissions from restaurants and mobile food vendors? 3) Has 
a City study been conducted on this issue to document the problem and 
identify possible solutions? 4) Have any other alternatives been considered to 
address this issue? 5) How long would restaurant owners have to come into 
compliance with this ordinance? 6) Has the item been discussed with the 
Austin Restaurant Association? 7) Do any other cities have this or a similar 
ordinance? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: 1) This is an Item from Council but staff recommends that the 

item be discussed at a Council Committee. 2) Staff is still researching this 
inquiry. 3) To our knowledge, the City has not conducted a study on this issue. 
The City does not monitor or regulate air/smoke complaints. These issues are 
investigated by the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ). 4) 
City staff is not aware of any alternatives to address this issue. 5) As part of 
any action taken, the Council could identify a grace period for establishments 
to come into compliance. 6) City staff is not aware if the item has been 
discussed with ARA. 7) We understand the City of New York has a similar 
ordinance but staff would need more time to conduct research of similar 
ordinances in other municipalities. 

 
7. Agenda Item # 16 - Approve the waiver or reimbursement of certain fees and 

requirements under City Code Chapter 14-8 and authorize payment of certain 
costs for the Texas Independence Day 5K Run and Parade, co-sponsored by the 
City and Celebrate Texas Incorporated, which was held Saturday, February 28, 
2015. (Notes: SPONSOR: Council Member Delia Garza CO 1: Council Member 
Gregorio Casar CO 2: Mayor Steve Adler CO 3: Council Member Ann Kitchen) 

 
a. QUESTION: In the fiscal note, there’s a reference to two different resolutions 

from 2007 (http://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=100829) 
and 2002 (http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/edims/document.cfm?id=64828). In 
1997, the original resolution regarding fee waivers was passed 
(http://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=49063). I couldn’t find 
any reference to the Texas Independence Day 5k Run and Parade in these. Do 



 

 

you know if there was another amendment that included this? COUNCIL 
MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The Celebrate Texas Parade and Run was added as a city co-

sponsorship via Resolution No. 040226-40 on February 26, 2004. Attached is 
a copy of Resolution No. 040226-40 and the accompanying recommendation 
for council action. 

 
8. AHFC Agenda Items # 1, # 2, # 3 and # 4: AHFC 1) Authorize negotiation and 

execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to exceed $500,000 with 
FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose 
of developing a multi-family residential facility at 8500 U.S. Highway 71, to be 
known as Live Oak Trails, for low-income individuals and families. AHFC 2) 
Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to 
exceed $500,000 with FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated 
entity, for the purpose of developing a multi-family residential facility at 13635 
Rutledge Spur, to be known as the Lakeline Station Apartments, for low-income 
individuals and families. AHFC 3) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan 
agreement in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000 with FOUNDATION 
COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose of developing a 
single room occupancy residential facility at 2301 South Lamar Boulevard, to be 
known as Bluebonnet Studios, for very low-income individuals and individuals 
exiting homelessness. AHFC 4) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan in 
an amount not to exceed $2,000,000 to THE MULHOLLAND GROUP, LLC or 
an affiliated entity, for the purpose of acquiring and rehabilitating the Capitol 
Village Apartments multi-family residential development at 6855 East U.S. 
Highway 290. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) What are the terms of these loans, and for what purpose? 2) 

Are the loans “forgivable”?  If not, when is repayment due, and what is the 
penalty for failure to repay the loan? 3) Do the loans contribute to real estate 
projects which will be not be on property tax rolls? 4) Are there any 
connections of these loans to the subsidized housing projects approved back 
in February? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
END OF REPORT - To view the full Council Q&A packet, click here. 
 

 
 

The City of Austin is committed to compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
Reasonable modifications and equal access to communications will be provided upon request. 

For assistance, please call 512-974-2210 or TTY users route through 711. 
 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Please provide: the total amount City of Austin has provided in fee waivers to X Games; maximum amount available to 
events via the Events Trust Fund; maximum amount available to events via the Major Events Trust Fund; explanation 
of the difference in requirements between the two funds; X Games application to METF. 
 
ANSWER: 
Through the adoption of Resolution No. 20130523-019, COTA was authorized to come back to City Council to 
request approval of up to $150,000 in fee waivers and in-kind assistance. However, neither X Games, Circuit of the 
Americas (COTA), nor Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee (CELOC) have brought forward such a request, 
thus no fee waivers have been provided through Resolution No. 20130523-019. 
 
The maximum amount available to events via the Events Trust Fund (ETF) and the Major Events Trust Fund (METF) 
is determined by the Texas Comptroller and is based on the economic impact analysis conducted for each event. 
 
The following outline describes the major differences between the Events Trust Fund and the Major Events Trust 
Fund.  
 
The Events Trust Fund (ETF) restrictions and requirements are as follows: 
• Available for once a year sporting events or conventions such as the Major League Soccer All Star Game or the 

American Public Transportation Association convention.  
• Available for events that are smaller than $1 million in receipts.   
• Eligible events are not restricted to sports, but the venue must have been selected over others as a sole event site 

or, the sole site in Texas and adjoining states. There is no list of what is an eligible event, nor a list of which 
organizations must select the site for the event. There is a limit in the statute on the number of events under 
$200,000 in impact, and also a limit on the number of nonsporting events for which a city or county may submit a 
request for a fund to be established.  

• Starting in fiscal 2010, non-sporting events, such as conventions and conferences, became eligible for the ETF. 
• The application must be submitted 120 days before the event. 
• The economic impact that must be analyzed for the ETF is the direct benefit of the event.  
• Applies local and state gains from sales and use, auto rental, hotel and alcoholic beverage taxes generated over a 

30-day period from an event or series of events conducted no more than once annually. 
• The estimated increase in state tax revenue is reduced for events held in Texas on previous occasions. According to 

rules established by the Texas Comptroller, the following table depicts the reductions for each year. 
 

Number of Years the Event was Held 
in Texas in Last Five Years 

Percent of Revenue Impact Used in 
Trust Fund Estimate 

0 100.0% 

1 85.5% 

2 74.6% 

3 66.2% 

 



4 59.5% 

5 54.1% 
 
Major Events Trust Fund (METF) restrictions and requirements are as follows: 
• Available for major national or international championship type events, such as the NFL Super Bowl, NCAA Final 

Four Tournaments and Formula One automobile races. The eligible events are listed in the statute.  Currently, the 
statute lists X Games. However, the eligible site selection organizations that must select the sites are also listed and 
does not include ESPN, which produces the X Games. The bill before the legislature adds ESPN as an eligible site 
selection organization.  

• Applies local and state gains from sales and use, auto rental, hotel and alcoholic beverage taxes generated over a 
12-month period from certain major sporting championships or events to pay costs incurred from hosting the 
event.  

• Major events have to be above a certain size (at least $1 million in receipts).   
• The application must be submitted not earlier than 1 year, nor later than 45 days before the event occurs.  As a 

note, the 45th day before the 2015 X Games is April 16th. 
• The economic impact that can be analyzed for METF events includes the direct impact and the indirect and 

induced benefits. 
 
Note: More information is available on the Texas Comptroller’s website regarding Texas Events Trust Funds: 
http://www.texasahead.org/tax_programs/event_fund/ 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
For how many events has CELOC applied for public funding? 
 
ANSWER: 
CELOC has applied for 13 events since 2012: 

• 2012: Formula 1 (F1) 
• 2013: MotoGP, V8 SuperCars, World Endurance Championship (WEC), American LeMans Series 

(ALMS), F1 
• 2014: MotoGP, Summer X-Games, WEC, Tudor United States SportsCar Championship, F1 
• 2015: MotoGP, X-Games 

 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
What is the estimated maximum amount that the X Games plans to request from the METF? 
 
ANSWER: 
According to information provided by CELOC, their draft application for METF funding for the 2015 X 
Games from the state is $3,664,347. As with previous applications, CELOC will fund the local match, which 
in this case would be $586,296, for a combined application request of $4,250,643. 
 
CELOC recently made application for the Events Trust Fund in the amount of $1,690,577 and was approved 
a maximum of $1,260,453. If CELOC is authorized by the City Council to submit an METF application and 
if the Texas Comptroller approves CELOC’s application request of $4,250,643 for METF status, the increase 
to CELOC would be $2,990,190. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Will CELOC be providing the local match required by the METF or does CELOC intend to request that 
local support be provided by the City of Austin? 
 
ANSWER: 

 



CELOC will be providing the local match required by the METF. The City’s agreement with CELOC, which 
was signed and effective as of February 3, 2014, allows the City to terminate the agreement if CELOC does 
not provide the local match.  
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
The X Games have sought and received fee waivers from the City of Austin in the past; will the X Game 
organizers seek future fee waivers from the City of Austin?  
 
ANSWER: 
Through the adoption of Resolution No. 20130523-019, COTA was authorized to come back to City Council 
to request approval of up to $150,000 in fee waivers and in-kind assistance. However, neither X Games, 
Circuit of the Americas (COTA), nor Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee (CELOC) have brought 
forward such a request, thus no fee waivers have been provided through Resolution No. 20130523-019. 
 
Whether COTA or CELOC will seek the approval of fee waivers for the X Games in the future is a decision 
to be made by COTA or CELOC. As indicated above, Resolution No. 20130523-019 authorizes the entities 
to bring forward a request for approval for fee waivers and in-kind assistance up to $150,000. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Who will conduct the economic analysis that determines the amount the X Games will be eligible to seek 
from the METF? 
 
ANSWER: 
Dr. Don Hoyte (PhD in economic geography specializing in industrial location analysis and regional 
economics) conducted the economic impact analysis for the X Games ETF application and has conducted 
the Economic Impact Study (EIS) for the METF application. The EIS is reviewed by the CELOC board and 
by City staff before being submitted to the Comptroller.  Once Dr. Hoyte’s EIS is submitted with the 
application for the 2015 X Games Austin Event, the Texas Comptroller’s Office will use the submitted EIS 
as a guideline from the applicant, but will prepare its own independent detailed economic analysis based on 
its own criteria, determined factors and projections. So, Dr. Hoyte’s EIS is a guideline for the study prepared 
and approved by the Comptroller as the ultimate authority for the trust fund amount. 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Staff referred to pieces of the application that City of Austin staff review and sign with an affidavit. Did this 
response refer to the Events Fund applications or the Major Events Trust Fund applications? Please identify 
which sections and the kind of information on the application that staff are required to verify as accurate. 
 
ANSWER: 
The staff response referred to ETF and METF applications. 
 
Staff reviews the following information prepared and provided by CELOC: 
- The letter from the City to the Texas Comptroller requesting the pertinent events trust fund be 

established;  
- The Economic Impact Study (EIS) to confirm that it includes the information required by the Texas 

Comptroller; 
- Executed affidavits to the City from CELOC, COTA and the preparer of the EIS attesting to the 

accuracy of the information provided in the EIS; 
- Executed affidavits to the City from CELOC and COTA attesting to the correctness of the information 

provided in the application; 
- Application content that demonstrates that the event is eligible for participation in the ETF or METF, as 

applicable; and 

 



- The Request Worksheet to Establish an Events Trust Fund. 
 
City staff must execute affidavits to the Texas Comptroller attesting to the accuracy of the information 
provided in the EIS and correctness of the information provided in the application. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
From the work session discussion, it sounds as if the X Games organizers have been interested in seeking 
support from the Major Events Trust Fund for some time. If that is accurate, please explain why this 
resolution is only now coming before City Council for consideration. 
 
ANSWER: 
CELOC made the request for the resolution on March 27, 2015. As such, the following response is provided 
by CELOC explaining why the resolution is now coming before City Council for consideration. 
 
The timing of any action that CELOC, ESPN or COTA could take on correcting the X Games classification 
as an METF event, including asking that such matter be considered by the Austin City Council, was solely 
dependent on the wording of bills to be filed and the timing and legislative process for such bills by the Texas 
Legislature. And, while the intent to correct the prior legislative oversight has long been discussed, including 
with City staff, the first practical step, a proposed bill to correct the prior legislative oversight, could not even 
be filed until this past January 2015 (Senate Bill 293 was filed on January 9th).  And, as I understand, even in 
January/February of this year there was serious negative sentiment as to whether the Legislature would even 
take up any bills on the ETF/METF statute, or if any such bills were filed and brought to the floor, there was 
uncertainty as to whether or not the Legislature would be receptive, add additional limitations or simply 
abolish the ETF/METF program all together. So when Senate Bills 48 and 293 (and related or companion 
bills) were filed in January of 2015, their passage was very much in question and not a very good basis to 
propose an agenda item for consideration by the Austin City Council, which we know has a full agendas each 
meeting.  And, without a bill in substantially final form, we did not know what any proposed agenda item for 
correction should include to meet any correction requirements that are not known. 
  
However, during the March 19 to March 23rd time period (within the last 2 weeks), SB 293 was placed on 
the intent calendar for the Senate and the Senate suspended the regular order of business to expedite voting 
on SB 293 for “clarification of the law governing eligibility of certain events for funding under the METF” 
and the Senate passed SB 293 with 23 Yeas and 3 Nays, more than a 2/3 majority vote. At that time CELOC, 
COTA and ESPN realized the legislature had embraced the corrections bills filed and SB 293 had 
momentum, so much so that the Senate was fast tracking SB 293 to approval and passage.  Between March 
24th and March 31st (within the last week), SB 293 passed both the House and Senate (after House 
amendment and Conference Committee) by more than a 2/3 majority vote in each chamber and today is 
sitting on the Governor’s desk for signature. As I understand, the Governor is expected to sign SB 293, 
which has an immediate effective date due to the 2/3 supermajority approvals of the Senate and House.  
  
Until SB 293 gained momentum after March 23rd and the passage of the correction bill no longer seemed 
mere speculation, CELOC did not want to propose an agenda item for consideration by the City Council and 
merely take up valuable time. But as soon as the bill seemed likely to pass, CELOC, ESPN and COTA 
coordinated their efforts with the Texas Comptroller’s Office to clarify process, procedures and requirements 
under SB 293 and then acted as fast as prudent to request the subject item be placed on the City Council 
agenda for the April 2nd meeting.  
  
It is readily apparent that the a super majority of the members of the Texas Legislature believe that the 
METF program is an important economic incentive to attract major events to Texas (important enough to 
suspend the regular rules on the Senate and fast track the bill) and should be utilized for the upcoming 2015 
X Games Austin Event to keep the X Games in Austin and Texas for as long as possible. And, we 

 



 

respectfully request approval of the City Council to the proposed agenda item in furtherance of the Texas 
Legislature’s recent actions on SB 293 and assist CELOC to achieve the same goals. 
 
 

 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 
Please list CELOC members and their professional affiliations. Is the Organizing Committee required to 
submit financial statements? If not, why? 
 
ANSWER: 
The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC is a Texas non-profit corporation. It does not have “members”, but has a Board of Directors 
currently comprised of 4 Directors: Ford Smith, Sam Bryant, Rodney Gonzales (Ex Officio) and Wayne 
Hollingsworth. Ford Smith is President and owner of Texas Enterprises, Inc., a petroleum products 
distribution company.  Sam Bryant is President of Bryant Wealth Investment Group, LLC and serves as a 
registered investment representative with ML&R Wealth Management. Rodney Gonzales is Deputy Director 
for the City of Austin’s Economic Development Department.  Wayne Hollingsworth is a Partner with the 
law firm of Armbrust & Brown, PLLC.  

 

As a local organizing committee participating under the METF and the ETF, CELOC is required to provide 
audited financial statements requested by the Texas Comptroller’s Office. And, CELOC is required to 
provide and has routinely provided its financial statements to individuals and entities requesting such 
statements under the Texas Public Information Act.  
 
 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 
How often has the Organizing Committee briefed Council? 
 
ANSWER: 
The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC has never been requested nor invited to directly brief the Austin City Council; however, Rodney 
Gonzales, Deputy Director for the City of Austin’s Economic Development Department, is the City’s 
representative as an Ex Officio member of the CELOC Board. Mr. Gonzales regularly attends the CELOC 
Board meetings, participates in all discussions and makes invaluable contributions to the decisions, 
operations and goals of CELOC. Further, the Directors and Officers of CELOC meet with City staff and 
legal to review and respond to questions and to brief City staff and legal on all important aspects of (i) 
applications and deliverables to participate in the ETF and METF, including reviews of economic impact 
studies performed by Dr. Don Hoyte on behalf of and under contract with CELOC, (ii) attendance 
certificates required by the Texas Comptroller for events conducted under the ETF and METF, and (iii) 
applications for reimbursement of qualified expenses from the ETF and METF. The City’s review and 
approval of these submittals are required under CELOC’s contract with the City as a condition for CELOC’s 
authority to submit such items to the Texas Comptroller’s Office. 
 

 



 

 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 
Is CELOC subject to audit? Under what conditions would it be audited? 
 
ANSWER: 
The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC is subject to audit, under both the ETF and METF, as requested by the Texas Comptroller’s Office. 
 
 

 



























































































































































































































 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #8 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
 
QUESTION:  Who are the members of the Asian American Resource Center Board of Directors, and can we get 
some more information on their staff? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 
 

ANSWER: The Asian American Resource Center Nonprofit is a Texas 501(c)(3) corporation created to support the 
construction and operation of the City of Austin’s Asian American Resource Center. The goals of non-profit 
corporation are three-fold (i) to advocate and fundraise for high-quality arts, history, and educational programming that 
celebrates the multitude of Asian cultures found within the City of Austin, (ii) to provide resources to the under-served 
members of Austin's Asian community - particularly seniors, recent refugees, and workers and families with low 
English proficiency, and (iii) stimulate the local economy by facilitating international business opportunities and 
education, in cooperation with local chambers of commerce and the City of Austin.  
  
Because the Asian community is so diverse, in regards to different countries of origin, different languages even within 
the same countries, different religions, and different socioeconomic backgrounds, it is groundbreaking to have one 
community center to provide support for everyone.  The AARC Nonprofit was involved in completing a Community 
Health Assessment with the City of Austin Health and Human Services Department, in order to gain a better 
understanding of health issues specifically related to Asian Americans.  There are also plans for health fairs and legal 
clinics.  They have started a seniors’ community program, had a commercial kitchen approved to support senior 
lunches and events, started an Anti-Bullying study, got a grant to start a community garden, partnered with ACC to 
provide free English classes, helped to spearhead the upcoming Asian American Film Festival, and so much more! 
  
The AARC Nonprofit Board of Directors is made up of a diverse group of individuals who serve the Asian American 
Community of Austin.  They come from a mix of Asian ethnicities, faiths, languages, and socioeconomic backgrounds 
with the goal of reaching the complex mix of Communities in Austin.  Board members serve for two year terms.  The 
current makeup of the Board is 18 members with a cap of 39 members.  James Shieh is the current Chairman of the 
Board of Directors. The Asian American Resource Center Nonprofit does not employee any paid staff.  

 



 

 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #9 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
 
Question 1: How much revenue for this program has been generated since Jan 2012? What costs for this program 

have been generated since Jan 2012? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE 
 
Answer 1: The Caswell Tennis Center revenue and expenditures itemized by fiscal year for FY 12, FY 13 and 

FY14 is below: 

Caswell Tennis Center 

Court Fee Revenues Expenditures 

2012 - 2014 2012-2014 

   2012 $           80,468.00   $          67,901.00  

2013 $           70,987.00   $          80,621.91  

2014 $           82,751.25   $          73,357.61  

Totals $         234,206.25   $       221,880.52  
  

Total Revenue over the three fiscal years:            $12,325.73 

 

Question 2: Who won the 2012 contract? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE 

Answer 2: Love Tennis Company won the contract bid in 2012. 

 
Question 3: Is the approximate $250,000 in revenue an annual number? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S 
OFFICE 
 
Answer 3: The $250,000 figure is a three year estimate. PARD has experienced this contract to be revenue 

positive, with all expenses covered by the contractor.  
 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #9 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Why is the tennis court fee revenue deposited into the General Fund revenue when the expenses are paid from the 
PARD General Fund? 
 
ANSWER: 
All Parks and Recreation (PARD) programs and facilities, with the exception of the Golf Enterprise, are funded via the 
General Fund. PARD is considered a core governmental service and is therefore part of the General Fund, which is 
primarily supported by sales and property tax. However, the City does not rely entirely on taxes to support PARD; the 
department does collect fees for services, such as tennis court fees, to help offset property tax requirements. As such, 
all revenues are deposited into the General Fund.  All PARD expenditures, with the exception of the Golf enterprise, 
are budgeted as part of the General Fund expenditures, appropriated annually by City Council. 
However, we do track revenue and fees by program, and are able to determine the cost recovery level by program.  
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Who is the current management provider for the Caswell Tennis Center? 
 
ANSWER: 
The current management provider for the Caswell Tennis Center is LOVE TENNIS COMPANY. 
 
 
QUESTION (GM GALLO): 
What was the monthly management fee associated with the current contractor? 
 
ANSWER: 
The management fee is $3,000 a month. 
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
For the three other public tennis centers please provide the following: 
  A: the name of the tennis center 
  B: the management service company operating the tennis center 
  C: the monthly management fee and total contract amount for the tennis center 
  D: date when the current management contract expires for the tennis center 
  E:  how many courts are at the tennis center? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

ANSWER: 
  
Tennis Center Management 

Company 
Monthly Fee Contract 

Expiration 
Number of 
Courts 

Austin Tennis 
Center 

Lone Star Tennis $3,000 August 2015 10 full - size 
courts 
8 quick-start 
courts 

Pharr Tennis 
Center 

Yanez Tennis $3,000 February 2018 8 full- size courts 

South Austin 
Tennis Center 

Rippner Tennis 
Inc. 

$3,000 March 2016 10 full - size 
courts 
 

 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Would the City benefit if all four of the professionally managed tennis centers were under one contract? 
 
ANSWER: 
In order to provide a comprehensive response regarding the management benefits, PARD staff will need to 
conduct research regarding nation-wide best practices for the management of tennis facilities.  This research 
will inform the best model for the City of Austin tennis centers to meet or exceed stakeholder expectations. 
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
How much money would the City save with one contract for all tennis centers? 
 
ANSWER: 
Unfortunately, information regarding a savings or other detailed financial pros/cons requires the City to 
solicit services for a single management model.  A single management model has not been considered in the 
past and therefore there is no historical information to reference.   At this juncture, the Department is not 
able to provide a definitive answer regarding projected savings under an alternative business mode.    
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Who is in charge of the two hour street parking time limits around the Caswell Tennis Center? 
 
ANSWER: 
The City Transportation Department has jurisdiction of the right-of- way and has the authority to set 
regulations associated with right away parking.  
City staff must execute affidavits to the Texas Comptroller attesting to the accuracy of the information 
provided in the EIS and correctness of the information provided in the application. 
 
 
QUESTION (CM GALLO): 
Has the City considered changing the street parking time limit for this area to allow citizens more time to use 
the Caswell Tennis Center? 
 
ANSWER: 
The Parks and Recreation Department has recently engaged the Transportation Department to review 
parking options for the spaces in the right of way most commonly associated with Caswell Tennis Center.   
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RESOLUTION NO. 040226-40

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend Resolution No. 021003-

40. adopted by Council on October 3, 2002, to add one additional annual City

co-sponsored event, the Celebrate Texas Parade and Run; NOW,

THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUSTIN:

Resolution No. 021003-40 is amended as follows:

(A) (1) (a) The following events are City co-sponsored special events tor

Fiscal Year 2003:

(vi) Celebrate Texas Parade and Run

ADOPTED: February 26 , 2004 ATTEST:
StirleyA.BroMi 0

City Clerk



 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To AHFC Items #1-#4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN):  
What are the terms of these loans, and for what purpose? 
 
ANSWER: 
Proposed Loans and Purpose 

·         Mulholland Group, LLC -- Capitol Village Apartments:  The purpose of the proposed $2,000,000 loan is 
to assist with the acquisition of an existing 249-unit multi-family rental property on US Hwy 290 East near 
Berkman Drive.  After acquiring the property, the developer will rehabilitate the property, originally built 
in 1969.  

·         Foundation Communities – Live Oak Trails:  The purpose of the proposed $500,000 loan is to assist with 
the construction of a 58-unit multi-family rental development at 8500 U.S. Highway 71. 

·         Foundation Communities – Lakeline Station Apartments:  The purpose of the proposed $500,000 loan is 
to assist with the construction of a 128-unit multi-family rental development at 13635 Rutledge Spur, near 
the Lakeline MetroRail Station. 

·         Foundation Communities – Bluebonnet Studios:  The purpose of the proposed $1,000,000 loan is to assist 
with the construction of a 107-unit Single Room Occupancy facility for extremely low-income individuals 
and those exiting homelessness. 
  

Terms 
The request for AHFC Board action on the April 2, 2015 agenda is for authorization to negotiate and execute loan 
agreements.  If approved, loan terms will be negotiated.   
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Are the loans “forgivable”?  If not, when is repayment due, and what is the penalty for failure to repay the loan? 
 
ANSWER: 
While the negotiation of loan terms has not yet been approved, all loans from AHFC require each borrower to comply 
with the terms and conditions of the loan agreement.  Loans are secured by deeds of trust on each property.  Failure to 
comply with the terms and conditions of the loan agreement, including failure to repay the loan, would be grounds for 
legal action against the borrower.  This could result in foreclosure on the property. 
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Do the loans contribute to real estate projects which will be not be on property tax rolls? 
 
ANSWER: 
No. All projects will pay property taxes. The developments may be eligible for certain exemptions available under the 
Texas Property Tax Code through application to the Travis Central Appraisal District (TCAD). TCAD would make the 
determination as to whether the property qualifies for an exemption. 
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Are there any connections of these loans to the subsidized housing projects approved back in February? 
 
ANSWER: 
No. 

 



 

 

 

 
 

 
City Council Questions and Answers for 

Thursday, April 02, 2015 
 

These questions and answers are related to the  
Austin City Council meeting that will convene at 10:00 AM on 

Thursday, April 02, 2015 at Austin City Hall 
301 W. Second Street, Austin, TX 

 

 
 
 

Mayor Steve Adler 
Mayor Pro Tem Kathie Tovo, District 9 

Council Member Ora Houston, District 1 
Council Member Delia Garza, District 2 

Council Member Sabino �Pio� Renteria, District 3 
Council Member Gregorio Casar, District 4 

Council Member Ann Kitchen, District 5 
Council Member Don Zimmerman, District 6 

Council Member Leslie Pool, District 7 
Council Member Ellen Troxclair, District 8 

Council Member Sheri Gallo, District 10 

City Council Questions and Answers 



 

 

 

 
 

The City Council Questions and Answers Report was derived from a need to provide City Council Members an 
opportunity to solicit clarifying information from City Departments as it relates to requests for council action. After a 

City Council Regular Meeting agenda has been published, Council Members will have the opportunity to ask questions 
of departments via the City Manager’s Agenda Office. This process continues until 5:00 p.m. the Tuesday before the 
Council meeting. The final report is distributed at noon to City Council the Wednesday before the council meeting. 

 
 

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL 
 

1. Agenda Item # 4 - Approve a resolution amending Resolution No. 20130523-019 
to authorize the Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee to act on behalf of 
the City for the Texas Major Event Trust Fund, or in the alternative, the Texas 
Event Trust Fund, for the purposes of: conducting economic studies, submitting 
applications, and submitting any required funding, to the Texas Comptroller, or 
the Economic Development and Tourism Division, Office of the Governor for 
the Summer X-Games to be held at the Circuit of the Americas Facility in 2015, 
2016, and 2017. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) Please provide: the total amount City of Austin has provided 

in fee waivers to X Games; maximum amount available to events via the 
Events Trust Fund; maximum amount available to events via the Major 
Events Trust Fund; explanation of the difference in requirements between the 
two funds; X Games application to METF. 2) For how many events has 
CELOC applied for public funding? 3) What is the estimated maximum 
amount that the XGames plans to request from the METF? 4) Will CELOC 
be providing the local match required by the METF or does CELOC intend to 
request that local support be provided by the City of Austin? 5) The X Games 
have sought and received fee waivers from the City of Austin in the past; will 
the X Game organizers seek future fee waivers from the City of Austin? 6) 
Who will conduct the economic analysis that determines the amount the X 
Games will be eligible to seek from the METF? 7) Staff referred to pieces of 
the application that City of Austin staff review and sign with an affidavit. Did 
this response refer to the Events Fund applications or the Major Events Trust 
Fund applications? Please identify which sections and the kind of information 
on the application that staff are required to verify as accurate. 8) From the 
work session discussion, it sounds as if the X Games organizers have been 
interested in seeking support from the Major Events Trust Fund for some 
time. If that is accurate, please explain why this resolution is only now coming 
before City Council for consideration. MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Please list CELOC members and their professional 



 

 

affiliations. Is the Organizing Committee required to submit financial 
statements? If not, why? 2) How often has the Organizing Committee briefed 
Council?  3) Is CELOC subject to audit? Under what conditions would it be 
audited? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: See attachment. 

 
e. QUESTION (ASKED DURING WORK SESSION): Can staff provide 

CELOC’s application to the ETF and/or the METF for X Games 2015? 
 

f. ANSWER: Attached is CELOC’s completed application to the ETF for X 
Games 2015 and the Texas Comptroller’s letter of award. Also attached is 
CELOC’s draft application to the METF for X Games 2015. 

 
g. QUESTION (ASKED DURING WORK SESSION): Can staff provide a 

copy of the agreements between CELOC and the City? 
 

h. ANSWER: See attachment. 
 

2. Agenda Item # 8 - Approve an ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 
Parks and Recreation Department Operating Budget Special Revenue Fund 
(Ordinance No. 20140908-001) to accept and appropriate $65,000 in grant funds 
from the Asian American Resource Center, Inc. for salary expenses for a City of 
Austin employee to assist with Asian and Asian-American cultural protocols, 
programming, and marketing at the City of Austin Asian American Resource 
Center. 

 
a. QUESTION: Is it possible to fill this position with a current Parks and 

Recreation Department vacancy until the new Fiscal Year, and if so, if the 
grants funds would still be available. COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: Pending 

 
c. QUESTION: Who are the members of the Asian American Resource Center 

Board of Directors, and can we get some more information on their staff? 
COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
3. Agenda Item # 9 - Authorize award, negotiation, and execution of a 36-month 

contract with TEXAS TENNIS CONSULTANTS, or one of the other qualified 
offerors to Request for Proposal No. TVN0047, to provide management services 
for Caswell Tennis Center, in an amount not to exceed $117,000, with two 36-
month extension options in an amount not to exceed $117,000 per extension 
option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $351,000. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) How much revenue for this program has been generated 

since Jan 2012? 2) What costs for this program have been generated since Jan 



 

 

2012? 3) Who won the 2012 contract? 4) Is the approximate $250,000 in 
revenue an annual number? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: Pending 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Why is the tennis court fee revenue deposited into the 

General Fund revenue when the expenses are paid from the PARD General 
Fund? 2) Who is the current management provider for the Caswell Tennis 
Center? 3) What was the monthly management fee associated with the current 
contractor? 4) For the three other public tennis centers please provide the 
following: the name of the tennis center; the management service company 
operating the tennis center; the monthly management fee and total contract 
amount for the tennis center; date when the current management contract 
expires for the tennis center; and how many courts are at the tennis center. 5) 
Would the City benefit if all four of the professionally managed tennis centers 
were under one contract? 6) How much money would the City save with one 
contract for all tennis centers? 7) Who is in charge of the two hour street 
parking time limits around the Caswell Tennis Center? 8) Has the City 
considered changing the street parking time limit for this area to allow citizens 
more time to use the Caswell Tennis Center? COUNCIL MEMBER 
GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: Pending 

 
4. Agenda Item # 10 - Authorize award and execution of a 60-month revenue 

contract with LONE STAR RIVERBOAT, INC. to provide boat excursion 
services on Lady Bird Lake for an estimated revenue amount of $150,000, with 
one 60-month extension option in an estimated amount of $150,000 for a total 
estimated revenue amount of $300,000. 

 
a. QUESTION: What provisions has Lone Star Riverboat taken to address 

permitting deficiencies relating to restroom output and water pumping on 
vehicles? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: Via a letter sent to Lone Star Riverboat last week, City staff 

notified Lone Star Riverboat about the City’s requirements regarding 
recordkeeping to demonstrate compliance with the City’s marine sanitation 
requirements. In response, Lone Star Riverboat has provided records 
demonstrating that the waste from its boats has been properly pumped out. 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Two of the three boats in the current Lone Star Fleet are 

Non-Compliant with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets on 
excursion boats. Will Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. replace the current Non-
Compliant boats with the expansion of “seats” and/or additional boats, or 
would the Non-Compliant boats continue to operate? 2) Will any additional 
“seats” or boats comply with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets 
on excursion boats that carry more than 20 passengers? 3) Is the current dock 



 

 

adequate for the services and fleet that will be provided over the next 5-10 
years? 4) Who owns the existing dock that serves the Lone Star Riverboats 
operation? 5) How will the services/fleet be expanded with no expansion or 
improvements to the dock? 6) What parkland would be used by Lone Star 
Riverboat for providing parking and ADA access to the existing dock? Will all 
improvements made on parkland be dedicated to the City? 7) Consider 
requiring Lone Star Riverboat to install a Boat Sewage Pumpout Station prior 
to expanding services/fleet to provide a proper on-shore disposal facility for 
excursion boats that operate on Lady Bird Lake. (There is Boat Sewage 
Pumpout grant funding available that can cover up to 75% of the cost for 
installing this equipment.) 8) Can staff explain why these concerns have not 
been addressed or why the agreement has not been amended. MAYOR PRO 
TEM TOVO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: 1)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. will be required to operate in 

compliance with all applicable federal, state and local laws include city code 6-
5-34.  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. operator could opt to limit excursion 
passenger loads to less than 20 per excursion/trip on the “Little Star” and 
“Southern Star”, which are not equipped with marine toilets or discontinue 
their use. Lone Star Riverboats may continue to utilize its “Lone Star” vessel 
which is compliant with 6-5-34 as it is equipped with two marine toilets. 2)  
Lone Star Riverboats Inc. proposes to upgrade its 3 vessel fleet by replacing its 
“Little Star” vessel, a 34 set capacity vessel, with a larger vessel.  The proposed 
new vessel would not be equipped with a marine toilet, therefore would be 
limited to a maximum passenger capacity of less than 20 per city’s current 
code requirement. 3) Yes, Lone Star Riverboats Inc. has no plans to increase 
the number of vessels in its fleet. 4)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. owns the 
existing floating dock.  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. acquired and maintains the 
dock at its own expense. 5)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. does not propose to 
increase the number of vessels. Rather, Lone Star Riverboats Inc. plans to 
replace “Little Star” capacity of 34 with a “60” seat capacity vessel that is 
accommodated within the existing dock. 6)  The current agreement does not 
require dedicated parking amenities.  Patrons of the lone Star Riverboat access 
parking at a variety of private and public lots and right of way on street 
parking on a first come first serve basis. All improvements on parkland will be 
owned by the City. 7)  The City’s Request for Proposals did not require the 
investment and installation of a boat sewage pump out station. Lone Star and 
other commercial operators currently utilize permitted waste haulers to pump 
out marine holding tanks in compliance with City code. 8) Concerns related to 
excursion boat marine toilets and related pump out requirements in Austin 
City Code Chapter 6 currently reside with Austin Water Utility.  The Austin 
Water Utility is in the process of reviewing, collecting stakeholder input and 
making recommendations for revisions to code.  Lone Star has not been cited 
with any code violation(s) to date.  In light of concerns raised, the Parks 
department will require Lone Star to submit a copy of each and every manifest 
for marine toilet pump outs on a monthly basis. 

 
e. QUESTION: 1)  Will Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. replace the current Non-



 

 

Compliant boats with the expansion of “seats” and/or additional boats, or 
would the Non-Compliant boats continue to operate? 2)  Will any additional 
“seats” or boats comply with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets 
on excursion boats that carry more than 20 passengers? 3)  Is the current dock 
adequate for the services and fleet that will be provided over the next 5-10 
years? 4) Who owns the existing dock that serves the Lone Star Riverboats 
operation?  5)  How will the services/fleet be expanded with no expansion or 
improvements to the dock? 6)  What parkland would be used by Lone Star 
Riverboat for providing parking and ADA access to the existing dock? Will all 
improvements made on parkland be dedicated to the City? 7)  Consider 
requiring Lone Star Riverboat to install a Boat Sewage Pumpout Station prior 
to expanding services/fleet to provide a proper on-shore  disposal facility for 
excursion boats that operate on Lady Bird Lake. (There is Boat Sewage 
Pumpout grant funding available that can cover up to 75% of the cost for 
installing this equipment.)  8)  Can staff explain why these concerns have not 
been addressed or why the agreement has not been amended. 

 
f. ANSWER: 1) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. has not been cited for non-compliance 

under Chapter 6-5 of the Austin City Code. The rules are currently being 
revised. Please see item # 8 for more detail. 2) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. will 
operate in compliance with the City’s code requirements. 3) Yes, Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. is not proposing to increase the number of vessels in its fleet. 
4) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. owns the existing floating dock. Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. acquired and maintains the dock at its own expense. 5) Lone 
Star Riverboat, Inc. does not propose to increase the number of vessels. 
Rather, Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. plans to replace “Little Star” capacity of 34 
with a “60” seat capacity vessel that is accommodated within the existing dock. 
6) Similar to the current agreement, the proposal does not include the 
provision of dedicated parking amenities.  Patrons of the Lone Star Riverboat, 
Inc. access parking at a variety of private and public lots and right of way on 
street parking on a first come first serve basis. All improvements on parkland 
will be owned by the City. 7) Staff does not recommend installing a boat 
pump-out facility/on-shore disposal facility on Lady Bird Lake as this will 
increase the risk of sewage entering the lake in a flood event. Lone Star 
Riverboat, Inc. and other commercial operators currently utilize permitted 
waste haulers to pump out marine sanitation devices (MSD). Proposed 
revisions to Chapter 6-5 of the Code would make these requirements 
consistent with State requirements, which allow the waste to be disposed of in 
this manner.  8) As it stands for this proposed contract, the concerns 
expressed have been noted, and have been addressed to the extent possible 
under the current code. The rules governing the number of marine sanitation 
devices and on-shore disposal facilities are currently under review, as they are 
inconsistent with other applicable Federal, State, and other Local rules. For 
example, current code includes: • No definition of Excursion Boat • 
Requirement for gender-specific restrooms • No provision for hauling waste 
offsite from boats with MSDs • Prohibits use of temporary toilets at any 
marina • No enforcement authority for Austin Water. Staff is currently 
working to revise these rules; the next stakeholder meeting is scheduled for 



 

 

April 16, 2015 at Waller Creek Center. 
 

g. QUESTION: 1) Does the City own the boats and motors that are used under 
this contract? 2) If the City does not own these assets, then why are the 
purchases of motors and a boat considered as upgrades to parkland? 3) If the 
reinvestment amount of $125,000 is one of the justifications for the 9 percent 
revenue share, then why are the purchases of a boat and motors (which should 
be considered as business expenses) included in the upgrades to parkland 
amount? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
h. ANSWER: Pending 

 
5. Agenda Item # 14 - Approve a resolution directing the City Manager to outline 

plans addressing reform of the City’s development review, inspections and 
permitting processes, including but not limited to, recommendations from the 
Zucker Systems Analysis Report. (Notes: SPONSOR: Mayor Steve Adler CO 1: 
Council Member Gregorio Casar CO 2: Council Member Sheri Gallo CO 3: 
Mayor Pro Tem Kathie Tovo CO 4: Council Member Sabino "Pio" Renteria) 

 
a. QUESTION: How many of the 461 recommendations from the Final Draft 

of the Zucker Report have been implemented by PDRD? COUNCIL 
MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The assessment provided by Mr. Zucker is not yet finalized. 

Department employees, partner departments, the public and stakeholders will 
be providing feedback and comments on the latest draft to the consultant, 
which are due back to Mr. Zucker by April 13th. Additionally, there are three 
scheduled meetings, one for employees and two public stakeholder sessions 
scheduled on April 8th at the Palmer Event Center to provide employees and 
stakeholders the opportunity to voice concerns, ask questions or make 
comments directly to the consultant. The department intends to provide a 
response to the assessment after it is finalized, including a listing of 
recommendations that have been implemented. 

 
6. Agenda Item # 15 - Approve a resolution initiating a code amendment to mitigate 

the effects of smoke emissions from restaurants and mobile food vendors near 
residentially zoned areas. (Notes: SPONSOR - Council Member Sabino "Pio" 
Renteria CO 1: Council Member Kathie Tovo CO 2: Mayor Steve Adler CO 3: 
Council Member Gregorio Casar) 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) Approximately how many restaurants and mobile food 

vendors would be impacted? 2) What is the estimated cost of buying and 
installing a “Smoke Scrubber”?  3)  What is the estimated annual maintenance 
cost for a “Smoke Scrubber”? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: Pending 

 



 

 

c. QUESTION: 1) Will this ordinance first be reviewed and discussed by one of 
the Council Committees? 2) How many complaints have been received by 311 
related to smoke emissions from restaurants and mobile food vendors? 3) Has 
a City study been conducted on this issue to document the problem and 
identify possible solutions? 4) Have any other alternatives been considered to 
address this issue? 5) How long would restaurant owners have to come into 
compliance with this ordinance? 6) Has the item been discussed with the 
Austin Restaurant Association? 7) Do any other cities have this or a similar 
ordinance? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: 1) This is an Item from Council but staff recommends that the 

item be discussed at a Council Committee. 2) Staff is still researching this 
inquiry. 3) To our knowledge, the City has not conducted a study on this issue. 
The City does not monitor or regulate air/smoke complaints. These issues are 
investigated by the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ). 4) 
City staff is not aware of any alternatives to address this issue. 5) As part of 
any action taken, the Council could identify a grace period for establishments 
to come into compliance. 6) City staff is not aware if the item has been 
discussed with ARA. 7) We understand the City of New York has a similar 
ordinance but staff would need more time to conduct research of similar 
ordinances in other municipalities. 

 
7. Agenda Item # 16 - Approve the waiver or reimbursement of certain fees and 

requirements under City Code Chapter 14-8 and authorize payment of certain 
costs for the Texas Independence Day 5K Run and Parade, co-sponsored by the 
City and Celebrate Texas Incorporated, which was held Saturday, February 28, 
2015. (Notes: SPONSOR: Council Member Delia Garza CO 1: Council Member 
Gregorio Casar CO 2: Mayor Steve Adler CO 3: Council Member Ann Kitchen) 

 
a. QUESTION: In the fiscal note, there’s a reference to two different resolutions 

from 2007 (http://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=100829) 
and 2002 (http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/edims/document.cfm?id=64828). In 
1997, the original resolution regarding fee waivers was passed 
(http://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=49063). I couldn’t find 
any reference to the Texas Independence Day 5k Run and Parade in these. Do 
you know if there was another amendment that included this? COUNCIL 
MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The Celebrate Texas Parade and Run was added as a city co-

sponsorship via Resolution No. 040226-40 on February 26, 2004. Attached is 
a copy of Resolution No. 040226-40 and the accompanying recommendation 
for council action. 

 
8. AHFC Agenda Items # 1, # 2, # 3 and # 4: AHFC 1) Authorize negotiation and 

execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to exceed $500,000 with 
FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose 
of developing a multi-family residential facility at 8500 U.S. Highway 71, to be 
known as Live Oak Trails, for low-income individuals and families. AHFC 2) 



 

 

Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to 
exceed $500,000 with FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated 
entity, for the purpose of developing a multi-family residential facility at 13635 
Rutledge Spur, to be known as the Lakeline Station Apartments, for low-income 
individuals and families. AHFC 3) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan 
agreement in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000 with FOUNDATION 
COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose of developing a 
single room occupancy residential facility at 2301 South Lamar Boulevard, to be 
known as Bluebonnet Studios, for very low-income individuals and individuals 
exiting homelessness. AHFC 4) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan in 
an amount not to exceed $2,000,000 to THE MULHOLLAND GROUP, LLC or 
an affiliated entity, for the purpose of acquiring and rehabilitating the Capitol 
Village Apartments multi-family residential development at 6855 East U.S. 
Highway 290. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) What are the terms of these loans, and for what purpose? 2) 

Are the loans “forgivable”?  If not, when is repayment due, and what is the 
penalty for failure to repay the loan? 3) Do the loans contribute to real estate 
projects which will be not be on property tax rolls? 4) Are there any 
connections of these loans to the subsidized housing projects approved back 
in February? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
END OF REPORT - ATTACHMENTS TO FOLLOW 
 

 
 

The City of Austin is committed to compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. 
Reasonable modifications and equal access to communications will be provided upon request. 

For assistance, please call 512-974-2210 or TTY users route through 711. 
 



 

 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 

 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 
Please provide: the total amount City of Austin has provided in fee waivers to X Games; maximum amount available to 
events via the Events Trust Fund; maximum amount available to events via the Major Events Trust Fund; explanation 
of the difference in requirements between the two funds; X Games application to METF. 
 
ANSWER: 
Through the adoption of Resolution No. 20130523-019, COTA was authorized to come back to City Council to 
request approval of up to $150,000 in fee waivers and in-kind assistance. However, neither X Games, Circuit of the 
Americas (COTA), nor Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee (CELOC) have brought forward such a request, 
thus no fee waivers have been provided through Resolution No. 20130523-019. 
 
The maximum amount available to events via the Events Trust Fund (ETF) and the Major Events Trust Fund (METF) 
is determined by the Texas Comptroller and is based on the economic impact analysis conducted for each event. 
 
The following outline describes the major differences between the Events Trust Fund and the Major Events Trust 
Fund.  
 
The Events Trust Fund (ETF) restrictions and requirements are as follows: 

 Available for once a year sporting events or conventions such as the Major League Soccer All Star Game or the 
American Public Transportation Association convention.  

 Available for events that are smaller than $1 million in receipts.   

 Eligible events are not restricted to sports, but the venue must have been selected over others as a sole event site 
or, the sole site in Texas and adjoining states. There is no list of what is an eligible event, nor a list of which 
organizations must select the site for the event. There is a limit in the statute on the number of events under 
$200,000 in impact, and also a limit on the number of nonsporting events for which a city or county may submit a 
request for a fund to be established.  

 Starting in fiscal 2010, non-sporting events, such as conventions and conferences, became eligible for the ETF. 

 The application must be submitted 120 days before the event. 

 The economic impact that must be analyzed for the ETF is the direct benefit of the event.  

 Applies local and state gains from sales and use, auto rental, hotel and alcoholic beverage taxes generated over a 
30-day period from an event or series of events conducted no more than once annually. 

 The estimated increase in state tax revenue is reduced for events held in Texas on previous occasions. According to 
rules established by the Texas Comptroller, the following table depicts the reductions for each year. 
 

Number of Years the Event was Held 
in Texas in Last Five Years 

Percent of Revenue Impact Used in 
Trust Fund Estimate 

0 100.0% 

1 85.5% 

2 74.6% 



 

 

3 66.2% 

4 59.5% 

5 54.1% 

 
Major Events Trust Fund (METF) restrictions and requirements are as follows: 

 Available for major national or international championship type events, such as the NFL Super Bowl, NCAA Final 
Four Tournaments and Formula One automobile races. The eligible events are listed in the statute.  Currently, the 
statute lists X Games. However, the eligible site selection organizations that must select the sites are also listed and 
does not include ESPN, which produces the X Games. The bill before the legislature adds ESPN as an eligible site 
selection organization.  

 Applies local and state gains from sales and use, auto rental, hotel and alcoholic beverage taxes generated over a 
12-month period from certain major sporting championships or events to pay costs incurred from hosting the 
event.  

 Major events have to be above a certain size (at least $1 million in receipts).   

 The application must be submitted not earlier than 1 year, nor later than 45 days before the event occurs.  As a 
note, the 45th day before the 2015 X Games is April 16th. 

 The economic impact that can be analyzed for METF events includes the direct impact and the indirect and 
induced benefits. 

 
Note: More information is available on the Texas Comptroller’s website regarding Texas Events Trust Funds: 
http://www.texasahead.org/tax_programs/event_fund/ 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 

For how many events has CELOC applied for public funding? 
 
ANSWER: 

CELOC has applied for 13 events since 2012: 

 2012: Formula 1 (F1) 

 2013: MotoGP, V8 SuperCars, World Endurance Championship (WEC), American LeMans Series 
(ALMS), F1 

 2014: MotoGP, Summer X-Games, WEC, Tudor United States SportsCar Championship, F1 

 2015: MotoGP, X-Games 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 

What is the estimated maximum amount that the X Games plans to request from the METF? 
 
ANSWER: 

According to information provided by CELOC, their draft application for METF funding for the 2015 X 
Games from the state is $3,664,347. As with previous applications, CELOC will fund the local match, which 
in this case would be $586,296, for a combined application request of $4,250,643. 
 
CELOC recently made application for the Events Trust Fund in the amount of $1,690,577 and was approved 
a maximum of $1,260,453. If CELOC is authorized by the City Council to submit an METF application and 
if the Texas Comptroller approves CELOC’s application request of $4,250,643 for METF status, the increase 
to CELOC would be $2,990,190. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 

Will CELOC be providing the local match required by the METF or does CELOC intend to request that 



 

 

local support be provided by the City of Austin? 
 
ANSWER: 

CELOC will be providing the local match required by the METF. The City’s agreement with CELOC, which 
was signed and effective as of February 3, 2014, allows the City to terminate the agreement if CELOC does 
not provide the local match.  
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 

The X Games have sought and received fee waivers from the City of Austin in the past; will the X Game 
organizers seek future fee waivers from the City of Austin?  
 
ANSWER: 

Through the adoption of Resolution No. 20130523-019, COTA was authorized to come back to City Council 
to request approval of up to $150,000 in fee waivers and in-kind assistance. However, neither X Games, 
Circuit of the Americas (COTA), nor Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee (CELOC) have brought 
forward such a request, thus no fee waivers have been provided through Resolution No. 20130523-019. 
 
Whether COTA or CELOC will seek the approval of fee waivers for the X Games in the future is a decision 
to be made by COTA or CELOC. As indicated above, Resolution No. 20130523-019 authorizes the entities 
to bring forward a request for approval for fee waivers and in-kind assistance up to $150,000. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 

Who will conduct the economic analysis that determines the amount the X Games will be eligible to seek 
from the METF? 

 
ANSWER: 

Dr. Don Hoyte (PhD in economic geography specializing in industrial location analysis and regional 
economics) conducted the economic impact analysis for the X Games ETF application and has conducted 
the Economic Impact Study (EIS) for the METF application. The EIS is reviewed by the CELOC board and 
by City staff before being submitted to the Comptroller.  Once Dr. Hoyte’s EIS is submitted with the 
application for the 2015 X Games Austin Event, the Texas Comptroller’s Office will use the submitted EIS 
as a guideline from the applicant, but will prepare its own independent detailed economic analysis based on 
its own criteria, determined factors and projections. So, Dr. Hoyte’s EIS is a guideline for the study prepared 
and approved by the Comptroller as the ultimate authority for the trust fund amount. 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 

Staff referred to pieces of the application that City of Austin staff review and sign with an affidavit. Did this 
response refer to the Events Fund applications or the Major Events Trust Fund applications? Please identify 
which sections and the kind of information on the application that staff are required to verify as accurate. 
 
ANSWER: 

The staff response referred to ETF and METF applications. 
 
Staff reviews the following information prepared and provided by CELOC: 

- The letter from the City to the Texas Comptroller requesting the pertinent events trust fund be 
established;  

- The Economic Impact Study (EIS) to confirm that it includes the information required by the Texas 
Comptroller; 

- Executed affidavits to the City from CELOC, COTA and the preparer of the EIS attesting to the 
accuracy of the information provided in the EIS; 

- Executed affidavits to the City from CELOC and COTA attesting to the correctness of the information 



 

 

provided in the application; 

- Application content that demonstrates that the event is eligible for participation in the ETF or METF, as 
applicable; and 

- The Request Worksheet to Establish an Events Trust Fund. 
 
City staff must execute affidavits to the Texas Comptroller attesting to the accuracy of the information 
provided in the EIS and correctness of the information provided in the application. 
 
 
QUESTION (MPT TOVO): 

From the work session discussion, it sounds as if the X Games organizers have been interested in seeking 
support from the Major Events Trust Fund for some time. If that is accurate, please explain why this 
resolution is only now coming before City Council for consideration. 
 
ANSWER: 

CELOC made the request for the resolution on March 27, 2015. As such, the following response is provided 
by CELOC explaining why the resolution is now coming before City Council for consideration. 
 
The timing of any action that CELOC, ESPN or COTA could take on correcting the X Games classification 
as an METF event, including asking that such matter be considered by the Austin City Council, was solely 
dependent on the wording of bills to be filed and the timing and legislative process for such bills by the Texas 
Legislature. And, while the intent to correct the prior legislative oversight has long been discussed, including 
with City staff, the first practical step, a proposed bill to correct the prior legislative oversight, could not even 
be filed until this past January 2015 (Senate Bill 293 was filed on January 9th).  And, as I understand, even in 
January/February of this year there was serious negative sentiment as to whether the Legislature would even 
take up any bills on the ETF/METF statute, or if any such bills were filed and brought to the floor, there was 
uncertainty as to whether or not the Legislature would be receptive, add additional limitations or simply 
abolish the ETF/METF program all together. So when Senate Bills 48 and 293 (and related or companion 
bills) were filed in January of 2015, their passage was very much in question and not a very good basis to 
propose an agenda item for consideration by the Austin City Council, which we know has a full agendas each 
meeting.  And, without a bill in substantially final form, we did not know what any proposed agenda item for 
correction should include to meet any correction requirements that are not known. 
  
However, during the March 19 to March 23rd time period (within the last 2 weeks), SB 293 was placed on 
the intent calendar for the Senate and the Senate suspended the regular order of business to expedite voting 
on SB 293 for “clarification of the law governing eligibility of certain events for funding under the METF” 
and the Senate passed SB 293 with 23 Yeas and 3 Nays, more than a 2/3 majority vote. At that time CELOC, 
COTA and ESPN realized the legislature had embraced the corrections bills filed and SB 293 had 
momentum, so much so that the Senate was fast tracking SB 293 to approval and passage.  Between March 
24th and March 31st (within the last week), SB 293 passed both the House and Senate (after House 
amendment and Conference Committee) by more than a 2/3 majority vote in each chamber and today is 
sitting on the Governor’s desk for signature. As I understand, the Governor is expected to sign SB 293, 
which has an immediate effective date due to the 2/3 supermajority approvals of the Senate and House.  
  
Until SB 293 gained momentum after March 23rd and the passage of the correction bill no longer seemed 
mere speculation, CELOC did not want to propose an agenda item for consideration by the City Council and 
merely take up valuable time. But as soon as the bill seemed likely to pass, CELOC, ESPN and COTA 
coordinated their efforts with the Texas Comptroller’s Office to clarify process, procedures and requirements 
under SB 293 and then acted as fast as prudent to request the subject item be placed on the City Council 
agenda for the April 2nd meeting.  
  



 

 

 

It is readily apparent that the a super majority of the members of the Texas Legislature believe that the 
METF program is an important economic incentive to attract major events to Texas (important enough to 
suspend the regular rules on the Senate and fast track the bill) and should be utilized for the upcoming 2015 
X Games Austin Event to keep the X Games in Austin and Texas for as long as possible. And, we 
respectfully request approval of the City Council to the proposed agenda item in furtherance of the Texas 
Legislature’s recent actions on SB 293 and assist CELOC to achieve the same goals. 
 
 



 

 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 

 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 

Please list CELOC members and their professional affiliations. Is the Organizing Committee required to 
submit financial statements? If not, why? 
 
ANSWER: 

The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC is a Texas non-profit corporation. It does not have “members”, but has a Board of Directors 
currently comprised of 4 Directors: Ford Smith, Sam Bryant, Rodney Gonzales (Ex Officio) and Wayne 
Hollingsworth. Ford Smith is President and owner of Texas Enterprises, Inc., a petroleum products 
distribution company.  Sam Bryant is President of Bryant Wealth Investment Group, LLC and serves as a 
registered investment representative with ML&R Wealth Management. Rodney Gonzales is Deputy Director 
for the City of Austin’s Economic Development Department.  Wayne Hollingsworth is a Partner with the 
law firm of Armbrust & Brown, PLLC.  

 

As a local organizing committee participating under the METF and the ETF, CELOC is required to provide 
audited financial statements requested by the Texas Comptroller’s Office. And, CELOC is required to 
provide and has routinely provided its financial statements to individuals and entities requesting such 
statements under the Texas Public Information Act.  
 
 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 

How often has the Organizing Committee briefed Council? 
 
ANSWER: 

The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC has never been requested nor invited to directly brief the Austin City Council; however, Rodney 
Gonzales, Deputy Director for the City of Austin’s Economic Development Department, is the City’s 
representative as an Ex Officio member of the CELOC Board. Mr. Gonzales regularly attends the CELOC 
Board meetings, participates in all discussions and makes invaluable contributions to the decisions, 
operations and goals of CELOC. Further, the Directors and Officers of CELOC meet with City staff and 
legal to review and respond to questions and to brief City staff and legal on all important aspects of (i) 
applications and deliverables to participate in the ETF and METF, including reviews of economic impact 
studies performed by Dr. Don Hoyte on behalf of and under contract with CELOC, (ii) attendance 
certificates required by the Texas Comptroller for events conducted under the ETF and METF, and (iii) 
applications for reimbursement of qualified expenses from the ETF and METF. The City’s review and 
approval of these submittals are required under CELOC’s contract with the City as a condition for CELOC’s 
authority to submit such items to the Texas Comptroller’s Office. 



 

 

 

 
 
QUESTION (CM POOL): 

Is CELOC subject to audit? Under what conditions would it be audited? 
 
ANSWER: 

The following response is provided by CELOC. 
 
CELOC is subject to audit, under both the ETF and METF, as requested by the Texas Comptroller’s Office. 
 
 



























































































































































































































 

 

 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #8 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 

 
 
QUESTION:  Who are the members of the Asian American Resource Center Board of Directors, and can we get 
some more information on their staff? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 
 

ANSWER: The Asian American Resource Center Nonprofit is a Texas 501(c)(3) corporation created to support the 
construction and operation of the City of Austin’s Asian American Resource Center. The goals of non-profit 
corporation are three-fold (i) to advocate and fundraise for high-quality arts, history, and educational programming that 
celebrates the multitude of Asian cultures found within the City of Austin, (ii) to provide resources to the under-served 
members of Austin's Asian community - particularly seniors, recent refugees, and workers and families with low 
English proficiency, and (iii) stimulate the local economy by facilitating international business opportunities and 
education, in cooperation with local chambers of commerce and the City of Austin.  
  
Because the Asian community is so diverse, in regards to different countries of origin, different languages even within 
the same countries, different religions, and different socioeconomic backgrounds, it is groundbreaking to have one 
community center to provide support for everyone.  The AARC Nonprofit was involved in completing a Community 
Health Assessment with the City of Austin Health and Human Services Department, in order to gain a better 
understanding of health issues specifically related to Asian Americans.  There are also plans for health fairs and legal 
clinics.  They have started a seniors’ community program, had a commercial kitchen approved to support senior 
lunches and events, started an Anti-Bullying study, got a grant to start a community garden, partnered with ACC to 
provide free English classes, helped to spearhead the upcoming Asian American Film Festival, and so much more! 
  
The AARC Nonprofit Board of Directors is made up of a diverse group of individuals who serve the Asian American 
Community of Austin.  They come from a mix of Asian ethnicities, faiths, languages, and socioeconomic backgrounds 
with the goal of reaching the complex mix of Communities in Austin.  Board members serve for two year terms.  The 
current makeup of the Board is 18 members with a cap of 39 members.  James Shieh is the current Chairman of the 
Board of Directors. The Asian American Resource Center Nonprofit does not employee any paid staff.  
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RESOLUTION NO. 040226-40

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend Resolution No. 021003-

40. adopted by Council on October 3, 2002, to add one additional annual City

co-sponsored event, the Celebrate Texas Parade and Run; NOW,

THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUSTIN:

Resolution No. 021003-40 is amended as follows:

(A) (1) (a) The following events are City co-sponsored special events tor

Fiscal Year 2003:

(vi) Celebrate Texas Parade and Run

ADOPTED: February 26 , 2004 ATTEST:
StirleyA.BroMi 0

City Clerk



 

 

 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To AHFC Items #1-#4 Meeting Date April 2, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 

QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN):  
What are the terms of these loans, and for what purpose? 
 
ANSWER: 
Proposed Loans and Purpose 

·         Mulholland Group, LLC -- Capitol Village Apartments:  The purpose of the proposed $2,000,000 loan is 
to assist with the acquisition of an existing 249-unit multi-family rental property on US Hwy 290 East near 
Berkman Drive.  After acquiring the property, the developer will rehabilitate the property, originally built 
in 1969.  

·         Foundation Communities – Live Oak Trails:  The purpose of the proposed $500,000 loan is to assist with 
the construction of a 58-unit multi-family rental development at 8500 U.S. Highway 71. 

·         Foundation Communities – Lakeline Station Apartments:  The purpose of the proposed $500,000 loan is 
to assist with the construction of a 128-unit multi-family rental development at 13635 Rutledge Spur, near 
the Lakeline MetroRail Station. 

·         Foundation Communities – Bluebonnet Studios:  The purpose of the proposed $1,000,000 loan is to assist 
with the construction of a 107-unit Single Room Occupancy facility for extremely low-income individuals 
and those exiting homelessness. 
  

Terms 
The request for AHFC Board action on the April 2, 2015 agenda is for authorization to negotiate and execute loan 
agreements.  If approved, loan terms will be negotiated.   
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Are the loans “forgivable”?  If not, when is repayment due, and what is the penalty for failure to repay the loan? 
 
ANSWER: 
While the negotiation of loan terms has not yet been approved, all loans from AHFC require each borrower to comply 
with the terms and conditions of the loan agreement.  Loans are secured by deeds of trust on each property.  Failure to 
comply with the terms and conditions of the loan agreement, including failure to repay the loan, would be grounds for 
legal action against the borrower.  This could result in foreclosure on the property. 
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Do the loans contribute to real estate projects which will be not be on property tax rolls? 
 
ANSWER: 
No. All projects will pay property taxes. The developments may be eligible for certain exemptions available under the 
Texas Property Tax Code through application to the Travis Central Appraisal District (TCAD). TCAD would make the 
determination as to whether the property qualifies for an exemption. 
 
QUESTION (CM ZIMMERMAN): 
Are there any connections of these loans to the subsidized housing projects approved back in February? 
 
ANSWER: 
No. 
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	1. Agenda Item #4 - Approve a resolution amending Resolution No. 20130523-019 to authorize the Circuit Events Local Organizing Committee to act on behalf of the City for the Texas Major Event Trust Fund, or in the alternative, the Texas Event Trust Fund, for the purposes of: conducting economic studies, submitting applications, and submitting any required funding, to the Texas Comptroller, or the Economic Development and Tourism Division, Office of the Governor for the Summer X-Games to be held at the Circuit of the Americas Facility in 2015, 2016, and 2017.
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	e. QUESTION (ASKED DURING WORK SESSION): Can staff provide CELOC’s application to the ETF and/or the METF for X Games 2015?
	f. ANSWER: Attached is CELOC’s completed application to the ETF for X Games 2015 and the Texas Comptroller’s letter of award. Also attached is CELOC’s draft application to the METF for X Games 2015.
	[CELOC Application]
	[Approval Letter for X Games ]
	[Draft METF Application]

	g. QUESTION (ASKED DURING WORK SESSION): Can staff provide a copy of the agreements between CELOC and the City?


	h. ANSWER: See attachment.
	[COA and CELOC Agreement 2014-2016]


	2. Agenda Item #8 - Approve an ordinance amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Parks and Recreation Department Operating Budget Special Revenue Fund (Ordinance No. 20140908-001) to accept and appropriate $65,000 in grant funds from the Asian American Resource Center, Inc. for salary expenses for a City of Austin employee to assist with Asian and Asian-American cultural protocols, programming, and marketing at the City of Austin Asian American Resource Center.
	a. QUESTION: Is it possible to fill this position with a current Parks and Recreation Department vacancy until the new Fiscal Year, and if so, if the grants funds would still be available. COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: This partnership with the Asian American Resource Center is already using a vacant PARD position, in which the Budget Office will be returning in the next fiscal year.
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	3. Agenda Item #9 - Authorize award, negotiation, and execution of a 36-month contract with TEXAS TENNIS CONSULTANTS, or one of the other qualified offerors to Request for Proposal No. TVN0047, to provide management services for Caswell Tennis Center, in an amount not to exceed $117,000, with two 36-month extension options in an amount not to exceed $117,000 per extension option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $351,000.
	a. QUESTION: 1) How much revenue for this program has been generated since Jan 2012? 2) What costs for this program have been generated since Jan 2012? 3) Who won the 2012 contract? 4) Is the approximate $250,000 in revenue an annual number? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: See Attachment.
	[040215 Council Q&A Item 9 (Zimmerman).pdf]

	c. QUESTION: 1) Why is the tennis court fee revenue deposited into the General Fund revenue when the expenses are paid from the PARD General Fund? 2) Who is the current management provider for the Caswell Tennis Center? 3) What was the monthly management fee associated with the current contractor? 4) For the three other public tennis centers please provide the following: the name of the tennis center; the management service company operating the tennis center; the monthly management fee and total contract amount for the tennis center; date when the current management contract expires for the tennis center; and how many courts are at the tennis center. 5) Would the City benefit if all four of the professionally managed tennis centers were under one contract? 6) How much money would the City save with one contract for all tennis centers? 7) Who is in charge of the two hour street parking time limits around the Caswell Tennis Center? 8) Has the City considered changing the street parking time limit for this area to allow citizens more time to use the Caswell Tennis Center? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE
	d. ANSWER: See attachment
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	4. Agenda Item #10 - Authorize award and execution of a 60-month revenue contract with LONE STAR RIVERBOAT, INC. to provide boat excursion services on Lady Bird Lake for an estimated revenue amount of $150,000, with one 60-month extension option in an estimated amount of $150,000 for a total estimated revenue amount of $300,000.
	a. QUESTION: What provisions has Lone Star Riverboat taken to address permitting deficiencies relating to restroom output and water pumping on vehicles? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: Via a letter sent to Lone Star Riverboat last week, City staff notified Lone Star Riverboat about the City’s requirements regarding recordkeeping to demonstrate compliance with the City’s marine sanitation requirements. In response, Lone Star Riverboat has provided records demonstrating that the waste from its boats has been properly pumped out.
	c. QUESTION: 1) Two of the three boats in the current Lone Star Fleet are Non-Compliant with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets on excursion boats. Will Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. replace the current Non-Compliant boats with the expansion of “seats” and/or additional boats, or would the Non-Compliant boats continue to operate? 2) Will any additional “seats” or boats comply with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets on excursion boats that carry more than 20 passengers? 3) Is the current dock adequate for the services and fleet that will be provided over the next 5-10 years? 4) Who owns the existing dock that serves the Lone Star Riverboats operation? 5) How will the services/fleet be expanded with no expansion or improvements to the dock? 6) What parkland would be used by Lone Star Riverboat for providing parking and ADA access to the existing dock? Will all improvements made on parkland be dedicated to the City? 7) Consider requiring Lone Star Riverboat to install a Boat Sewage Pumpout Station prior to expanding services/fleet to provide a proper on-shore disposal facility for excursion boats that operate on Lady Bird Lake. (There is Boat Sewage Pumpout grant funding available that can cover up to 75% of the cost for installing this equipment.) 8) Can staff explain why these concerns have not been addressed or why the agreement has not been amended. MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO'S OFFICE
	d. ANSWER: 1)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. will be required to operate in compliance with all applicable federal, state and local laws include city code 6-5-34.  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. operator could opt to limit excursion passenger loads to less than 20 per excursion/trip on the “Little Star” and “Southern Star”, which are not equipped with marine toilets or discontinue their use. Lone Star Riverboats may continue to utilize its “Lone Star” vessel which is compliant with 6-5-34 as it is equipped with two marine toilets. 2)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. proposes to upgrade its 3 vessel fleet by replacing its “Little Star” vessel, a 34 set capacity vessel, with a larger vessel.  The proposed new vessel would not be equipped with a marine toilet, therefore would be limited to a maximum passenger capacity of less than 20 per city’s current code requirement. 3) Yes, Lone Star Riverboats Inc. has no plans to increase the number of vessels in its fleet. 4)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. owns the existing floating dock.  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. acquired and maintains the dock at its own expense. 5)  Lone Star Riverboats Inc. does not propose to increase the number of vessels. Rather, Lone Star Riverboats Inc. plans to replace “Little Star” capacity of 34 with a “60” seat capacity vessel that is accommodated within the existing dock. 6)  The current agreement does not require dedicated parking amenities.  Patrons of the lone Star Riverboat access parking at a variety of private and public lots and right of way on street parking on a first come first serve basis. All improvements on parkland will be owned by the City. 7)  The City’s Request for Proposals did not require the investment and installation of a boat sewage pump out station. Lone Star and other commercial operators currently utilize permitted waste haulers to pump out marine holding tanks in compliance with City code. 8) Concerns related to excursion boat marine toilets and related pump out requirements in Austin City Code Chapter 6 currently reside with Austin Water Utility.  The Austin Water Utility is in the process of reviewing, collecting stakeholder input and making recommendations for revisions to code.  Lone Star has not been cited with any code violation(s) to date.  In light of concerns raised, the Parks department will require Lone Star to submit a copy of each and every manifest for marine toilet pump outs on a monthly basis. 
	e. QUESTION: 1)  Will Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. replace the current Non-Compliant boats with the expansion of “seats” and/or additional boats, or would the Non-Compliant boats continue to operate? 2)  Will any additional “seats” or boats comply with City Code in regard to providing marine toilets on excursion boats that carry more than 20 passengers? 3)  Is the current dock adequate for the services and fleet that will be provided over the next 5-10 years? 4) Who owns the existing dock that serves the Lone Star Riverboats operation?  5)  How will the services/fleet be expanded with no expansion or improvements to the dock? 6)  What parkland would be used by Lone Star Riverboat for providing parking and ADA access to the existing dock? Will all improvements made on parkland be dedicated to the City? 7)  Consider requiring Lone Star Riverboat to install a Boat Sewage Pumpout Station prior to expanding services/fleet to provide a proper on-shore  disposal facility for excursion boats that operate on Lady Bird Lake. (There is Boat Sewage Pumpout grant funding available that can cover up to 75% of the cost for installing this equipment.)  8)  Can staff explain why these concerns have not been addressed or why the agreement has not been amended. 
	f. ANSWER: 1) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. has not been cited for non-compliance under Chapter 6-5 of the Austin City Code. The rules are currently being revised. Please see item #8 for more detail. 2) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. will operate in compliance with the City’s code requirements. 3) Yes, Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. is not proposing to increase the number of vessels in its fleet. 4) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. owns the existing floating dock. Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. acquired and maintains the dock at its own expense. 5) Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. does not propose to increase the number of vessels. Rather, Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. plans to replace “Little Star” capacity of 34 with a “60” seat capacity vessel that is accommodated within the existing dock. 6) Similar to the current agreement, the proposal does not include the provision of dedicated parking amenities.  Patrons of the Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. access parking at a variety of private and public lots and right of way on street parking on a first come first serve basis. All improvements on parkland will be owned by the City. 7) Staff does not recommend installing a boat pump-out facility/on-shore disposal facility on Lady Bird Lake as this will increase the risk of sewage entering the lake in a flood event. Lone Star Riverboat, Inc. and other commercial operators currently utilize permitted waste haulers to pump out marine sanitation devices (MSD). Proposed revisions to Chapter 6-5 of the Code would make these requirements consistent with State requirements, which allow the waste to be disposed of in this manner.  8) As it stands for this proposed contract, the concerns expressed have been noted, and have been addressed to the extent possible under the current code. The rules governing the number of marine sanitation devices and on-shore disposal facilities are currently under review, as they are inconsistent with other applicable Federal, State, and other Local rules. For example, current code includes: • No definition of Excursion Boat • Requirement for gender-specific restrooms •	No provision for hauling waste offsite from boats with MSDs • Prohibits use of temporary toilets at any marina • No enforcement authority for Austin Water. Staff is currently working to revise these rules; the next stakeholder meeting is scheduled for April 16, 2015 at Waller Creek Center.
	g. QUESTION: 1) Does the City own the boats and motors that are used under this contract? 2) If the City does not own these assets, then why are the purchases of motors and a boat considered as upgrades to parkland? 3) If the reinvestment amount of $125,000 is one of the justifications for the 9 percent revenue share, then why are the purchases of a boat and motors (which should be considered as business expenses) included in the upgrades to parkland amount? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE
	h. ANSWER: 1) The City does not own the boat and motors under the contract. These are owned by the Contractor. 2) The upgrade of the motors and one of the boats are considered in the overall reinvestment because they are integral to the services provided by the Contractor to the public on behalf of the City. 3) These assets will provide a public benefit reducing risk, increasing public safety and potentially resulting in higher revenues to the City.

	5. Agenda Item #14 - Approve a resolution directing the City Manager to outline plans addressing reform of the City’s development review, inspections and permitting processes, including but not limited to, recommendations from the Zucker Systems Analysis Report. (Notes: SPONSOR: Mayor Steve Adler CO 1: Council Member Gregorio Casar CO 2: Council Member Sheri Gallo CO 3: Mayor Pro Tem Kathie Tovo CO 4: Council Member Sabino "Pio" Renteria)
	a. QUESTION: How many of the 461 recommendations from the Final Draft of the Zucker Report have been implemented by PDRD? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: The assessment provided by Mr. Zucker is not yet finalized. Department employees, partner departments, the public and stakeholders will be providing feedback and comments on the latest draft to the consultant, which are due back to Mr. Zucker by April 13th. Additionally, there are three scheduled meetings, one for employees and two public stakeholder sessions scheduled on April 8th at the Palmer Event Center to provide employees and stakeholders the opportunity to voice concerns, ask questions or make comments directly to the consultant. The department intends to provide a response to the assessment after it is finalized, including a listing of recommendations that have been implemented. 

	6. Agenda Item #15 - Approve a resolution initiating a code amendment to mitigate the effects of smoke emissions from restaurants and mobile food vendors near residentially zoned areas. (Notes: SPONSOR - Council Member Sabino "Pio" Renteria CO 1: Council Member Kathie Tovo CO 2: Mayor Steve Adler CO 3: Council Member Gregorio Casar)
	a. QUESTION: 1) Approximately how many restaurants and mobile food vendors would be impacted? 2) What is the estimated cost of buying and installing a “Smoke Scrubber”?  3)  What is the estimated annual maintenance cost for a “Smoke Scrubber”? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 
	b. ANSWER: The Health and Human Services Department (HHSD) does not currently track establishments that have smoke emissions.  The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality handles all complaints of air quality and emissions. See http://www.tceq.state.tx.us/complaints/index.html  2) HHSD does not currently require establishments to buy or install smoke scrubbers. 3) HHSD does not have any information on the annual maintenance costs for a smoke scrubbers. 
	c. QUESTION: 1) Will this ordinance first be reviewed and discussed by one of the Council Committees? 2) How many complaints have been received by 311 related to smoke emissions from restaurants and mobile food vendors? 3) Has a City study been conducted on this issue to document the problem and identify possible solutions? 4) Have any other alternatives been considered to address this issue? 5) How long would restaurant owners have to come into compliance with this ordinance? 6) Has the item been discussed with the Austin Restaurant Association? 7) Do any other cities have this or a similar ordinance? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE
	d. ANSWER: 1) This is an Item from Council but staff recommends that the item be discussed at a Council Committee. 2) Staff is still researching this inquiry. 3) To our knowledge, the City has not conducted a study on this issue. The City does not monitor or regulate air/smoke complaints. These issues are investigated by the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ). 4) City staff is not aware of any alternatives to address this issue. 5) As part of any action taken, the Council could identify a grace period for establishments to come into compliance. 6) City staff is not aware if the item has been discussed with ARA. 7) We understand the City of New York has a similar ordinance but staff would need more time to conduct research of similar ordinances in other municipalities.

	7. Agenda Item #16 - Approve the waiver or reimbursement of certain fees and requirements under City Code Chapter 14-8 and authorize payment of certain costs for the Texas Independence Day 5K Run and Parade, co-sponsored by the City and Celebrate Texas Incorporated, which was held Saturday, February 28, 2015. (Notes: SPONSOR: Council Member Delia Garza CO 1: Council Member Gregorio Casar CO 2: Mayor Steve Adler CO 3: Council Member Ann Kitchen)
	a. QUESTION: In the fiscal note, there’s a reference to two different resolutions from 2007 (http://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=100829) and 2002 (http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/edims/document.cfm?id=64828). In 1997, the original resolution regarding fee waivers was passed (http://www.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=49063). I couldn’t find any reference to the Texas Independence Day 5k Run and Parade in these. Do you know if there was another amendment that included this? COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: The Celebrate Texas Parade and Run was added as a city co-sponsorship via Resolution No. 040226-40 on February 26, 2004. Attached is a copy of Resolution No. 040226-40 and the accompanying recommendation for council action. 
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	8. AHFC Agenda Items #1, #2, #3 and #4: AHFC 1) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to exceed $500,000 with FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose of developing a multi-family residential facility at 8500 U.S. Highway 71, to be known as Live Oak Trails, for low-income individuals and families. AHFC 2) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to exceed $500,000 with FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose of developing a multi-family residential facility at 13635 Rutledge Spur, to be known as the Lakeline Station Apartments, for low-income individuals and families. AHFC 3) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan agreement in an amount not to exceed $1,000,000 with FOUNDATION COMMUNITIES, INC., or an affiliated entity, for the purpose of developing a single room occupancy residential facility at 2301 South Lamar Boulevard, to be known as Bluebonnet Studios, for very low-income individuals and individuals exiting homelessness. AHFC 4) Authorize negotiation and execution of a loan in an amount not to exceed $2,000,000 to THE MULHOLLAND GROUP, LLC or an affiliated entity, for the purpose of acquiring and rehabilitating the Capitol Village Apartments multi-family residential development at 6855 East U.S. Highway 290.
	a. QUESTION: 1) What are the terms of these loans, and for what purpose? 2) Are the loans “forgivable”?  If not, when is repayment due, and what is the penalty for failure to repay the loan? 3) Do the loans contribute to real estate projects which will be not be on property tax rolls? 4) Are there any connections of these loans to the subsidized housing projects approved back in February? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: See attachment
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