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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 # 2: Authorize issuance of incentives to Foundation Communities 
for the installation of solar electric systems at its 140 residential units at 3226 W. 
Slaughter Lane, in an amount not to exceed $193,248. 

 
a. QUESTION: Did Foundation Communities receive State tax credits for 

property? If so, was it a 4% or 9% tax credit? Did they receive any funds from 
the City of Austin in the form of loans, grants, or other sources? If so, how 
much? Foundation Communities has received energy efficiency and solar 
rebates in the past but have they received any other energy efficiency or solar 
rebates for this property specifically? COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: Foundation Communities received an award of 9% Low Income 

Housing Tax Credits in 2013 for the 140-unit Homestead Oaks Apartments.  
The Austin Housing Finance Corporation provided a loan of $2.25 million to 
assist with the acquisition of the 29-acre property at 3226 W. Slaughter Lane, 
and a second loan of $1 million to assist with construction.  In addition to the 
incentive for installation of solar electric systems, it is our understanding that 
Foundation Communities plans to install a plug-in electric vehicle charging 
station which could be eligible for a rebate from Austin Energy for up to 50 
percent of the cost.  It is also our understanding that Foundation 
Communities plans to utilize available incentives through Austin Water for 
water conservation features such as high-efficiency toilets and rainwater 
harvesting systems. 

 
2. Agenda Item # 3: Approve issuance of a rebate to Cousins Properties 

Incorporated for the installation of energy efficiency measures at 303 Colorado 
Street, in an amount not to exceed $146,801. 

 
a. QUESTION: What is the total cost of the  energy efficiency installations for 

this item? The City rebate is listed but the total cost of the project is not. 
COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: This item is being postponed to June 18, 2015 via changes and 

corrections. 



 

 

 
3. Agenda Item # 13 - Authorize negotiation and execution of an interlocal 

cooperation agreement between the City and Oregon Health and Science 
University (OHSU) for the Emergency Medical Services Department to provide 
clinical program components as part of OHSU clinical educational program. 

 
a. QUESTION: Where is the Fiscal Note for this agreement? How much 

revenue have the previous OHSU agreements generated for the City? 
COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: 1) ? The anticipated revenue generated by this agreement is 

reflected in the amended budget for Fiscal Year 15 so no fiscal note is 
required. 2) The average revenue received from previous agreements with 
OHSU is $3,114 and fluctuates based on the number of students participating 
in the program.  The anticipated revenue for FY15 is $2,880 for 3 students in 
Summer 2015. 

 
4. Agenda Item # 14 - Authorize negotiation and execution of an interlocal 

cooperation agreement between the City and Austin Community College (ACC) 
for the Emergency Medical Services Department to provide clinical program 
components as part of ACC’s clinical educational program. 

 
a. QUESTION:  Where is the Fiscal Note for this agreement? COUNCIL 

MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 
 

b. ANSWER: The anticipated revenue generated by this agreement is reflected in 
the amended budget for Fiscal Year 15 so no fiscal note is required. 

 
5. Agenda Item # 16 - Approve an ordinance authorizing negotiation and execution 

of an agreement between the Quality of Life Foundation and the City for job 
placement and training services and amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Human 
Resources Department Operating Budget Special Revenue Fund (Ordinance No. 
20140908-001) to accept and appropriate $25,500 in grant funds from the Quality 
of Life Foundation for the Emerging Leader Summer Internship Program to 
provide paid internships for Austin area youth. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) How many youth are anticipated to participate in this 

program? 2) How will youth be selected?3) What is the outreach plan for this 
initiative?4) The City also funds youth employment through a partnership with 
Travis County. How will this program interface or complement the existing 
youth employment program? 5) What kinds of jobs will be available for the 
youth and, if there are positions with the city, which departments? MAYOR 
PRO TEM TOVO'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The funding for the Emerging Leaders Summer Internship 

Program allows for 32 youth to be placed in summer employment 
opportunities in the City and other non-profit employers.   The program is 
advertised by providing flyers to the twenty-six schools  represented on the 



 

 

Austin Youth Council; to all recreation centers; to all libraries; to high school 
counselors in several of the districts in Austin; emailing flyers to all affinity 
groups within the city; hanging posters in public locations; and a job posting 
on the City’s eCareer website. The Emerging Leaders program is unique and 
not affiliated with the City/County Work Based Summer Youth Employment 
Program.  The City/County Program provides opportunities for youth to 
apply, and they are assigned to positions based on availability.  The Emerging 
Leaders program is a project based internship that provides leadership 
development opportunities.  Youth are selected after they apply and interview 
for positions.  Placements of youth are in alignment with their career interests 
and students are put into positions with specified projects.  The project 
assignments encourage students to develop their skills in the area that aligns 
with their career interests.  The program also includes three training sessions 
during the work assignment which involve taking the students on field trips 
and performing community service projects. Work assignments will vary by 
entity, but projects have been reviewed and approved by the Youth and 
Family Services division.  Participating City departments include: Parks and 
Recreation, Human Resources Department, Austin Fire Department, 
Communications and Technology Management (CTM), Animal Services, 
Neighborhood Housing and Community Development, Public Works, 
Communication and Public Information, Economic Development 
Department, Homeland Security and Emergency Management, and Austin 
Public Library.  Participating Council offices include: Mayor Adler and 
Councilmembers Gallo and Renteria. 

 
6. Agenda Item # 19: Approve an ordinance designating the CHESTNUT 

NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION CORPORATION and the 
GUADALUPE NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION as 
community land trusts and granting the corporations a property tax exemption on 
certain properties. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) Could staff provide a map of both proposed Community 

Land Trusts that identifies which properties would be included and which 
would not? 2) How many properties would be included an d what is the total 
taxable value of all the properties that would be included? 3) What are the two 
other designated community land trusts approved by Council on June 12th, 
2014? 4) Please provide number of properties, type of properties, and total 
taxable value for these as well. 5) Being that State law already provides a 
vehicle for tax exemption, what additional benefits do this designation provide 
besides the tax exemption? COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: 1) Please see Attachment 1 for a map of the properties included. 2) 

This would include a total of 9 properties:  6 belonging to the Chestnut 
Neighborhood Revitalization Corporation (CNRC) and 4 belonging to the 
Guadalupe Neighborhood Development Corporation (GNDC).  Please see 
Attachment 2 for the list of properties and 2015 taxable values. 3) The two 
organizations designated as CLTs in 2014 were CNRC and GNDC. 4) Please 
see Attachment 3 for the list of 2014 properties and taxable values. 5) No 



 

 

other benefits are provided by this designation. 
 

7. Agenda Item # 20 - Authorize negotiation and execution of an encroachment 
agreement with the BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF 
TEXAS SYSTEM for the encroachment of street right-of-way by a pedestrian 
bridge at the 300 block of West Dean Keeton Street, located approximately one 
block east of Guadalupe Street. (District 9). 

 
a. QUESTION: Will the pedestrian bridge have external access points on either 

side of the bridge to allow the general public to use the bridge without having 
to go into a UT building? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: The pedestrian bridge will connect the College of 

Communications buildings on the north and south sides of Dean Keeton.   
Use of the bridge is intended for students, faculty, and staff.     There has been 
no representation at this time of any access point outside of these buildings. 

 
8. Agenda Item # 21 - Approve an ordinance authorizing the negotiation and 

execution of all documents and instruments necessary or desirable to purchase in 
fee simple approximately 63 properties at high risk of flooding in the 25-year 
floodplain located within the Williamson Creek Watershed, in an amount not to 
exceed $17,986,000, establishing acquisition and relocation guidelines, and waiving 
the requirements of City Code Chapter 14-3 (District 2 and District 3). 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) For each of the 63 properties, please provide the address, 

owner’s name, when the owner purchased the property, the TCAD 2015 
value, and if the house has ever flooded and if so when. 2) How many homes 
in Austin are in a 25 year floodplain and what is the total TCAD value for 
these homes? 3) Please provide the following information and breakdown that 
Council requested at the May 19, 2015 City Council Work Session: o Number 
of homes in a 25-year flood risk area; o Number of homes in a 25-year 
floodplain; o Number of homes in a 100-year flood risk area; o Number of 
homes in a 100-year floodplain; o The total TCAD value of each of these four 
categories and the total cost of relocation for each of these four categories. 
COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
9. Agenda Item # 23 - Authorize award and execution of a 24-month contract with 

AUSTIN WHITE LIME COMPANY for the supply of quicklime for Austin 
Water Utility in an amount not to exceed $6,858,000, with two 12-month 
extension options in an amount not to exceed $3,429,000 per extension option, 
for a total contract amount not to exceed $13,716,000. 

 
a. QUESTION: What was the previous contractual history with Austin White 

Lime? Are there no other vendors for this product? COUNCIL MEMBER 
GALLO'S OFFICE 

 



 

 

b. ANSWER: Austin White Lime Co. has provided quicklime to the City 
through multiple contracts since 2003.To our knowledge there are a few other 
vendor for quicklime. These other vendors, however, did not bid in response 
to this solicitation. When we contacted them some reasons they provided for 
not bidding included: - One vendor stated they chose not to bid because their 
supplier was also bidding; - Another vendor stated that they could not provide 
quicklime; and - A third vendor is located outside of the Austin area and 
would have a great difficulty meeting the delivery requirements – as Austin 
Water often requires multiple truckloads of quicklime each day. 

 
10. Agenda Item # 28 - Authorize award and execution of a 12-month service 

contract with STAPLES CONTRACT & COMMERCIAL, INC., to provide for 
the printing and mailing of Austin Energy’s monthly PowerPlus Newsletter, in an 
amount not to exceed $78,053, with four 12-month extension options in an 
amount not to exceed $78,053 per extension option, for a total contract amount 
not to exceed $390,265. 

 
a. QUESTION: What was the reason Commissioner Hadden voted No at the 

Electric Utility Commission meeting? MAYOR ADLER'S OFFICE 
 

b. ANSWER: On May 18, the Electric Utility Commission voted to recommend 
approval of the contract with Staples Contract & Commercial Inc. on a vote 
of 5-1, with Commissioner Hadden voting no. The recycled content of the 
paper used to print the PowerPlus newsletter complies with the City’s 
Sustainable Printer and Paper Policy (Administrative Bulletin 13-03). While 
staff cannot speak for Ms. Hadden, she stated at the commission meeting that 
the recycled content of the paper should be higher and referred to 100% 
recycled content paper. The City currently uses a 60# , 10% post-consumer 
recycled, coated paper stock for the PowerPlus mailer. The utility bill-insert 
company requires that we use 60# , 10% post-consumer recycled coated stock. 
60# , 100% post-consumer recycled, coated stock is not available under this 
contract. Adding this paper to the contract would require significantly higher 
quantities and contractor storage. Adding this paper would also increase the 
contract’s pricing by up to three times more and may not be acceptable for use 
by the utility bill-insert company. 

 
11. Agenda Item # 30 - Authorize award and execution of a 36-month service 

contract with RECORDED BOOKS INC. to provide unabridged audiobooks 
for the Austin Public Library in an amount not to exceed $975,000, with three 
12-month extension options in an amount not to exceed $325,000 per extension 
option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $1,950,000. 

 
a. QUESTION: In the “Advantage 3 Program Budgeting - Daily FY 2015” 

(http://afstwomain.ci.austin.tx.us/web/controller/afs3/budget/BudgetDaily.cfm); 
what is the Fund; Dept; Prog; Actv; and Budget for this request? COUNCIL 
MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
b. REVISED ANSWER: Fund - 1000, Department - 8500, Program - 3CDL, 



 

 

Activity - 3CLL, Budget - 3200. The budget for this purchase is in object code 
7486. This item was budgeted last year but will not exceed the available funds 
in the budget for this Fiscal Year.  Our contract authorization with Recorded 
Books, Inc., ended in December 2014 and we no longer have the contract 
authority to purchase content from this vendor.  It is the contract 
authorization we are requesting with this item.  Upon approval of this item, 
the Library would have the authorization and would anticipate spending no 
more than $81,250 from this contract for the remainder of the current FY 
(July-September 2015) based on spending patterns, which is less than the 
$472,031 remaining in the budget to be used to purchase materials in all 
formats. 

 
12. Agenda Item # 31: Authorize award and execution of a 36-month supply contract 

with ZOLL MEDICAL CORPORATION to provide impedance threshold 
devices for the Emergency Medical Services Department in an amount not to 
exceed $356,643, with three 12-month extension options in an amount not to 
exceed $130,977 for the first extension option, $137,526 for the second 
extension option, and $144,403 for the third extension option, for a total 
contract amount not to exceed $769,548. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) Are there any other competitors that sell similar items? 2) 

What are the criteria used when choosing this specific item? 3) Is there a 
solicitation/RFP that was used to make this decision? If so, please provide a 
copy. 4) Funding – is the remaining amount approved in the budget? MAYOR 
ADLER'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: 1) The recommended item is a medical device. It is prescribed by 

the City’s EMS Medical Director. There are no other similar or equal devices 
that meet the clinical specifications for emergency patient care defined by the 
Medical Director. 2) Per the brand justification letter signed and dated March 
4, 2015 which reads as follows: “The Office of the Medical Director (OMD), 
through its System Equipment Committee and the approval of the Medical 
Director has approved and certified the purchase of Zoll Medical/Advanced 
Circulatory Systems ResQPod – Impedance Threshold Device as the 
authorized device for use on patients under the care of any provider in the 
ATCEMS System. There are no other brands or devices that meet the same 
specifications or design for use in patients in cardiac arrest.” This specific 
medical device has been in use by the Austin Travis County Emergency 
Medical System that includes Austin Fire and Travis County Emergency 
Service Districts, since 2007 because of its published success rate during 
cardiac arrest. The device is used to enhance the effectiveness of CPR 
compressions in patients that suffer from Cardiac Arrest in the prehospital 
setting. The US Patent for the ResQPOD® ITD was extended on 
10/02/2014 for one year. Because of this patent, the detailed public disclosure 
of the ResQPOD® design is not otherwise available. Therefore no one else 
can manufacture the ResQPOD®. 3) No solicitation or RFP was conducted. 
The conditions of this procurement satisfy the Sole Source authorization set 
forth in Texas Statute 252.022. 4) Funding for RESQPOD purchase is 



 

 

included in the EMS department’s operating budget. 
 

13. Agenda Item # 32: Authorize award and execution of a supply contract with 
KNOX ASSOCIATES INC. DBA THE KNOX COMPANY to provide mini 
narcotics lockers for the Emergency Medical Services Department in an amount 
not to exceed $63,009. 

 
a. QUESION: 1) Are there any other competitors that sell similar items? 2) What 

are the criteria used when choosing this specific item? What are the 
dimensions and was that a determining factor? 3) Is there a solicitation/RFP 
that was used to make this decision? If so, please provide a copy. MAYOR 
ADLER'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: 1) There are other similar narcotics storage safes that are digitally 

managed, but none that are compatible with our existing Knox MedVault 
system or the regional Knox KeySecure system already installed on the City’s 
fleet of EMS vehicles. 2) As noted in the sole source justification document, 
the department is required to secure all Class II narcotics as defined by the 
Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA). In order to comply with the recent 
interpretation of the DEA regulation, ambulances must be outfitted with a 
standardized narcotics storage unit, in order to ensure interoperability of 
medics while maintaining the security of the medication. This includes digital 
audit tracking and accountability, which is essential in preventing and 
detecting fraud, waste or abuse of class II narcotics. The need to secure 
controlled medications is governed by the Department of Justice, Drug 
Enforcement Administration, Office of Diversion Control, Title 21, Code of 
Federal Regulations, PART 1301 — Registration of manufacturers, 
Distributors and Dispensers of controlled substances, sections 1301.72-
1301.76 which provide the standards for the physical security controls and 
operating procedures necessary to prevent diversion. Austin-Travis County 
EMS has streamlined its controlled medication program to store controlled 
medications in ambulances.  All 79 ambulances are already equipped with 
Knox KeySecure® LockBoxes, which allows access to secure businesses and 
20 of the 79 ambulances are already equipped with Knox MedVault Mini 
narcotic lockers, which utilizes the same security system. This purchase will 
allow for the upgrade of an additional 52 ambulances to a total of 72 
ambulances configured to store narcotics and be compliant with DEA and 
Department of Public Safety guidelines.  The Knox MedVault Mini provides 
the same access control as the standard Knox MedVault narcotics locker, but 
in a smaller size space which is part of the design of the ambulance. These 
units fully integrate with the Knox Key Secure for a seamless security system. 
Controlled substances are secured until two authorized personnel access them 
with their unique PIN code. An audit trail showing the time, date and PIN 
code is recorded each time the vault is opened. This audit trail is monitored by 
WiFi and Ethernet connectivity. This unit is specifically designed and 
constructed for mounting in a frontline ambulance. Austin-Travis County 
EMS seeks to purchase and install the same Knox Medvault storage systems in 
all ambulances maintaining standardized storage systems for keys and 



 

 

controlled medications while ensuring monitored controlled storage systems 
compliant with DEA and DPS regulatory guidance. 3) No solicitation or RFP 
was conducted. The conditions of this procurement satisfy the Sole Source 
authorization set forth in Texas Statute 252.022. 

 
14. Agenda Item # 36 - 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: In what way does the proposed agreement ensure compliance 

with the intent of City Code Section 6-5-33 (A) since that section of the code 
was repealed on May 7, 2015 with the intent to come before boards and 
commissions in mid-June (or 30-45 days from the repeal date). MAYOR PRO 
TEM TOVO'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
15. Agenda Item # 37: Approve issuance of a street closure permit under City Code 

Chapter 14-8 for the ESPN’s X-Games, a fee-paid event in the 900 and 1000 
blocks of Congress Avenue and 11th Street from Colorado Street to Brazos 
Street, to be held on Thursday, June 4, 2015. 

 
a. QUESTION: 1) The RCA says that the City is entitled to 4.5% of “Total Gate 

Charges  Collected.” What are the Gate Charges? 2) Do they include all gate 
charges or just gate charges for this one-day event? 3) What fund does the 
revenue for gate charges go to and does the City share any of that revenue 
with CELOC or do they receive a different percentage? 4) Are the fees for 
street closures on Congress Avenue different from other parts of town? If so, 
what is the difference? COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: 1) $20.00 per person General Admission; $1300 VIP area (which 

includes tickets to all events at COTA) 2) Percentage would be only for the 
Thursday event taking place in the City of Austin right of way.  Ticket sales 
are for a reserved viewing area; other areas inside the closure are free and open 
to the public. 3) Revenue goes into the General Fund and is not shared with 
CELOC. 4) No.  Charges for Street Event Permits are $200.00 per block with 
a maximum of 20 blocks (per day). 

 
c. QUESTION: 1) Why is a street closure request for June 1-5, 2015, first 

appearing on a Council agenda for June 4, 2015? 2) Generally, what's the usual 
timeframe for these requests in advance of an event? COUNCIL MEMBER 
POOL'S OFFICE 

 
d. ANSWER: 1) The inaugural 2014 X-Games showcase in downtown Austin 

was free and open to the public.  When planning began for 2015 X-Games in 
December, event organizers told ACE staff it would be the same free event 



 

 

except the competition would feature a motorcycle jump rather than 
skateboards/BMX bicycles.  Event organizers made the decision to sell tickets 
to the viewing area without informing staff and were unaware of the 
Ordinance requirement regarding a Council vote for gated fee events.  It was 
only during the final logistics meeting May 21 that ticket sales were mentioned. 
Options were to ask X-Games to refund tickets or ask for Council action so 
gate sale percentages could be collected. The actual event is scheduled for June 
4th.  The other days are for set up and tear down.  2) In general, Austin 
Transportation Department would adhere to the Council item submission 
deadlines at least six weeks in advance of the event if possible. 

 
16. Agenda Item # 38 - Approve an ordinance authorizing the issuance and sale of 

tax-exempt City of Austin, Texas, Water and Wastewater System Revenue 
Refunding Bonds, Series 2015A, in a par amount not to exceed $380,000,000, in 
accordance with the parameters set out in the ordinance, authorizing related 
documents, approving the payment of the costs of issuance, and providing that 
the issuance and sale be accomplished by December 4, 2015. 

 
a. QUESTION: How much of principal for each of the Series 2005; 2005A; 

2006A; 2007; and 2009A are outstanding? What was the original amount 
issued of each bond series?  What is the coupon rate of each of the bonds? 
What is the maturity date of each of the bonds? What are the fees associated 
with refinancing these bonds? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S 
OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
17. Agenda Item # 39 - Approve an ordinance authorizing the issuance and sale of 

City of Austin, Texas, Water and Wastewater System Revenue Refunding Bonds, 
Taxable Series 2015B, in a par amount not to exceed $40,000,000, in accordance 
with the parameters set out in the ordinance, authorizing related documents, 
approving the payment of the costs of issuance, and providing that the issuance 
and sale be accomplished by December 4, 2015. 

 
a. QUESTION: How much of principal of the Series 2006 is outstanding? What 

was the original amount issued of this bond series?  What is the coupon rate of 
this bond? What is the maturity date of this bond? What are the fees associated 
with refinancing this bond series? Why is this Series taxable? COUNCIL 
MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
18. Agenda Item # 40 - Approve a resolution directing the publication of an Official 

Notice of Intention to Issue $80,655,000 City of Austin, Texas, Certificates of 
Obligation, Series 2015. 

 
a. QUESTION: Can more details be given about the $9.2M for Communications 

and Technology Management? What is the equipment? What is the expected 



 

 

life span of it? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE 
 

b. ANSWER: The item to be considered by the City Council is the legally 
required notice of intention for the sale of Certificates of Obligation. The 
Communications and Technology Management debt consists of Contractual 
Obligations, which do not require a notice of intention and, therefore, is not a 
part of this Council action. The issuance of these Contractual Obligations is 
part of the annual General Obligation Bond Sale that will occur this coming 
August. As a protocol, staff provided a briefing to the Audit & Finance 
Committee on May 27th on the entire bond sale, and the steps necessary for 
that sale, including the Notice of Intention to Issue Certificates of Obligation. 
Contractual Obligations proposed for sale for GATRRS (Greater 
Austin/Travis Regional Radio System) will fund replacement of the 
microwave network, radio repeaters, and dispatch consoles due to scheduled 
end-of-life.  This includes microwave antennas and radios, along with services 
to install and configures the entire simulcast radio system, which consists of 
12 radio towers.  The expected lifespan of the equipment is at least 10 years.  
Contractual Obligations proposed for sale for COATN (City of Austin 
Telecommunications Network) will fund a “super ring upgrade,” which 
consists of electronic devices, such as routers and switches, on the end points 
of the existing network fiber.  This increases network speed and capacity of 
the network, so that high-bandwidth voice, data and video applications can be 
handled, among other advantages.  The expected lifespan of the equipment is 
at least 10 years. 

 
c. QUESTION: What percent are certificates of obligation of the City’s total 

outstanding general obligation?  How many voters are required to file a 
petition protesting the issuance of certificates of obligation? COUNCIL 
MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE 

 
 ANSWER: See attachment  

 
19. Agenda Item # 56 - Consider and develop recommendations on negotiation and 

execution of an interlocal agreement between the City of Austin and Williamson 
County, Texas for the Neenah Avenue Widening Project (District 6). 

 
a. QUESTION: Why are we waiving fees for a street widening project in 

Williamson County? Is this pro forma/routine for roads? COUNCIL 
MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attachment 

 
20. Agenda Item # 64 - Conduct a public hearing and consider an ordinance 

amending the Restricted Parking Area Map under City Code Section 12-5-29 by 
adding two new areas, Highland Park West Balcones Area Neighborhood 
Association (District 10) and Southeast Combined Neighborhood Planning Area 
(District 2). 

 



 

 

a. QUESTION:  Can staff please provide a copy of each of the neighborhood 
applications. COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE 

 
b. ANSWER: See attached applications 

 
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. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

2015 CLT Properties 
 

Council Q&A – Item 19 
June 4, 2015 Agenda 

 
Chestnut Neighborhood Revitalization Corporation (CNRC) and 

Guadalupe Neighborhood Development Corporation (GNDC) 
 

CLT Address 
TCAD 

ID 
Appraised 

Value 

2015 
Taxable 

Value 

 
Taxes 

without 
Exemptions 

CNRC 1807 E. 13th 
Street 

# 197289 $157,164 $0.00 $3,740.19 

CNRC 1212 Chicon 
Street 

# 197290 $157,339 $0.00 $3,744.35 

CNRC 1309 Chicon 
Street   

# 198693 $312,040 $0.00 $7,425.93 

CNRC 1301 Chicon 
Street 

# 198700 $120,000 $0.00 $2,855.76 

CNRC 1301 ½ 
Chicon Street 

# 198701 $120,000 $0.00 $2,855.76 

CNRC 1305 Chicon 
Street 

# 198702 $156,020 $0.00 
 

$3,712.96 

GNDC 3000 Father 
Joe Znotas St. 

# 809903 $211,322 $0.00 
 

$5,029.04 

GNDC 3001 Father 
Joe Znotas St. 

# 809905 $229,020 $0.00 
 

$5,450.22 

GNDC 3004 Father 
Joe Znotas St. 

# 809902 $282,154 $0.00 
 

$6,714.70 

GNDC 3005 Father 
Joe Znotas St. 

# 809906 $331,028 $0.00 
 

$7,877.80 

 TOTAL 
VALUES 

 $2,076,451 $0.00 $49,406.72 

 

The CNRC properties are currently vacant land.  The GNDC properties have 
homes that were relocated from Rainey Street and are being rehabilitated for sale 
to low- to moderate-income buyers. 



ATTACHMENT 3 

2014 CLT Properties 
 

Council Q&A – Item 19 
June 4, 2015 Agenda 

 
Chestnut Neighborhood Revitalization Corporation (CNRC) and 

Guadalupe Neighborhood Development Corporation (GNDC) 
 

CLT Address 
TCAD 

ID 
Appraised 

Value 

2014 
Taxable 

Value 

 
Taxes 

without 
Exemptions 

CNRC 1807 E. 13th 
Street 

# 197289 $117,873 $0.00 $2,805.14 

CNRC 1212 Chicon 
Street 

# 197290 $118,004 
 

$0.00 $2,808.26 
 

CNRC 1309 Chicon 
Street   

# 198693 $202,500 $0.00 $4,819.10 
 

CNRC 1301 Chicon 
Street 

# 198700 $120,000 
 

$0.00 $2,855.76 
 

CNRC 1301 ½ 
Chicon Street 

# 198701 $120,000 
 

$0.00 $2,855.76 
 

CNRC 1305 Chicon 
Street 

# 198702 $54,607 
 

$0.00 
 

$1,299.54 
 

GNDC 807 Waller 
Street 

# 192903 $86,696 $0.00 $2,063.19 

 TOTAL 
VALUES 

 $819,680 $0.00 $19,506.75 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 



 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #21 Meeting Date June 4, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
QUESTION:  1) For each of the 63 properties, please provide the address, owner’s name, when the owner purchased 
the property, the TCAD 2015 value, and if the house has ever flooded and if so when. 2) How many homes in Austin 
are in a 25 year floodplain and what is the total TCAD value for these homes? 3) Please provide the following 
information and breakdown that Council requested at the May 19, 2015 City Council Work Session:  
o Number of homes in a 25-year flood risk area 
o Number of homes in a 25-year floodplain 
o Number of homes in a 100-year flood risk area 
o Number of homes in a 100-year floodplain 
o The total TCAD value of each of these four categories and the total cost of relocation for each of these four 
categories. COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO’S OFFICE 
 
ANSWER:   
1) Please see attached map of the 63 subject properties and associated information table.  The map provided shows the 
63 homes in this buyout area.  The table provided contains the most recent deed dates, the 2014 TCAD values, and the 
expected depth of interior flooding during 25yr and 100yr storm events.  Please note, the 2015 TCAD data has not yet 
been certified, so the 2014 TCAD data has been provided. 
 
Comprehensive information about exactly which properties flooded and when is not readily available.  Many of these 
properties flooded during the 1998 and October 13th & 31st, 2013 storm events.  These neighborhoods were also 
evacuated during the 1998 storm.  Staff collects flooded structure data during post-storm field evaluations and 
supplements this data with information received from residents.  However, these lists cannot be considered to be fully 
comprehensive as flooding may not have been detected during the field visits and/or residents may not have reported 
the flooding to the City.  The table includes the expected level of inundation (inside the house) of each of the 63 
properties during a 25-year and 100-year storm event in order to provide a sense of how much flooding each property 
may experience during these types of storm events. 
 
2) There are approximately 1,550 structures estimated to be in the 25-year floodplain.   The associated cumulative 
TCAD value for these structures is estimated to be approximately $1.38 billion.  
*Please note that the numbers of structures include residential, multifamily and commercial buildings.  Buyouts are only for residential 
structures.  We were not able to separate out the residential from the commercial buildings values in a timely manner. 
 
3) Please see table below:  
 

Category of structures  Number of 
structures* 

Approximate cumulative TCAD appraised value 

In 100-year floodplain 5,120 $6.16 billion, including commercial buildings 
Having 100-year flood risk 2,370 $2.15 billion, including commercial buildings 
In 25-year floodplain 1,550 $1.38 billion, including commercial buildings 
Having 25-year flood risk 850 $783 million, including commercial buildings 
Other structures with known 
localized flooding 

1,560 $1.84 billion, including commercial buildings 

 
*Please note that the numbers of structures include residential, multifamily and commercial buildings.  Buyouts are only for residential 
structures.  We were not able to separate out the residential from the commercial buildings values in a timely manner. 
 



 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item # 36 Meeting Date June 4, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION: In what way does the proposed agreement ensure compliance with the intent of City Code 
Section 6-5-33 (A) since that section of the code was repealed on May 7, 2015 with the intent to come before 
boards and commissions in mid-June (or 30-45 days from the repeal date). MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO’S 
OFFICE   
 
ANSWER:  The following language included in the terms and conditions and proposed agreement will ensure City 
Code Compliance:  

• “The Contractor shall fully and timely perform the tasks described herein in strict accordance with the terms, 
covenants, and conditions of the Contract and all applicable Federal, State, and local laws, rules, and 
regulations.” 

• “Copies of all licenses, certificates of insurance, permits, inspections, registrations, and manifests. Copies of 
these documents will be supplied to the Contract Manager on an on-going basis with the Monthly Report.” 

 
The proposed agreement is not required to go before a board or commission. The proposed revisions to Article 2 of 
Chapter 6-5 of the Austin City Code are to be brought before boards and commissions which include language similar 
to that in the applicable State rule described below.  

 
Though Section 6-5-33 (A) was repealed on May 7, 2014, all boats are still required to and currently comply with 30 
TAC 321, Subchapter A (Boat Sewage Disposal), Rule § 321.4(e) of the Texas Administrative Code. 

 
Contents of a holding tank, whether permanently installed or portable, may be disposed of only by the following 
methods:  
 

1. discharge into a boat pump-out station approved and certified under this subchapter;  
2. discharge into an adequately-sized on-site sewage facility permitted to receive boat sewage in accordance with 

Texas Health and Safety Code, Chapter 366 and Chapter 285 of this title (relating to On-Site Sewage Facilities); 
or  

3. pick up and discharge by a transporter registered under Chapter 312, Subchapter G of this title (relating to 
Transporters and Temporary Storage Provisions), for disposal at a facility permitted or authorized by the 
commission to receive boat sewage. 

 
Additionally, other water quality restrictions in City Code Section 6-5-12 prohibit the discharge (direct and indirect) of 
“sewage …or [any] other substance that causes pollution” into the City’s water supply. 
 
Other proposed revisions to this article of the Code would also provide the City with the authority to require additional 
waste documentation and reporting to the City if deemed necessary by the City.   
 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item # 38 Meeting Date June 4, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION: How much of principal for each of the Series 2005; 2005A; 2006A; 2007; and 2009A are 
outstanding? What was the original amount issued of each bond series? What is the coupon rate of each of 
the bonds? What is the maturity date of each of the bonds? What are the fees associated with refinancing 
these bonds?  COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE 
 
ANSWER: See table below:   
 

 Series 2005 Series 2005A Series 2006A Series 2007 Series 2009A 

Current principal 
amount 
outstanding  

$155,195,000 $5,205,000 $117,660,000 $120,115,000 $152,215,000 

Original debt 
amount issued $198,485,000 $142,335,000 $135,000,000 $135,000,000 $166,575,000 

Coupon rate 5.00% 4.30% - 5.00% 4.50% - 5.00% 4.40% - 5.25% 5.00% 
Final maturity 
date at issuance 2030 2035 2036 2037 2039 

Maturities 
currently 
proposed for 
refunding bonds  

Each May and 
November 
from 2016 
through 2019; 
then each May 
from 2020 
through 2030 

Each May 
from 2016 
through 2035 

Each 
November 
from 2017 
through 2036 

Each 
November 
from 2018 
through 2029 

November 
2018 

 
Bond transactions are complex and highly regulated involving a number of participants who provide 
professional services.  Total fees estimated for this refinancing, including Underwriters’ Takedown, Bond 
Counsel, Financial Advisor, Underwriters’ Counsel, Disclosure Counsel, Printing, Paying Agent, External 
Auditor, and Attorney General are approximately $1,673,000.  A breakdown of fees for professional services 
related to this proposed refinancing follows:   
 

• Underwriters’ Takedown, estimated at $1,269,000, is based upon a negotiated price per bond.   Underwriters’ 
Counsel is estimated at $89,000 based on a fee per bond and is to be paid from the Underwriters’ Takedown.   

• Bond Counsel and Financial Advisor charge fees established in current contracts that are formula-based 
using the final amount of refunding bonds at closing.  Their fees are currently estimated at $175,000 and 
$181,000, respectively.   

• Disclosure Counsel is a fixed fee of $30,000.   
• Printing estimated at $2,500 varies based upon the number of investors wishing to receive paper Official 

Statements.   
• The Paying Agent’s fee is estimated at $300 per year plus a $750 one-time setup charge.   
• The External Auditor’s consent letter is anticipated to cost $5,000. 
• The Texas Attorney General will require a $9,500 fee. 



 

 

 
The estimated net present value savings from the proposed refinancing are net of the cost of professional 
services for this proposed refinancing.   
 
 
 



 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item # 39 Meeting Date June 4, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION: How much of principal of the Series 2006 is outstanding? What was the original amount issued of this 
bond series?  What is the coupon rate of this bond? What is the maturity date of this bond? What are the fees 
associated with refinancing this bond series? Why is this Series taxable?    
COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE 
 
ANSWER:  See table below:   
 

 Series 2006 

Current principal amount outstanding  $39,670,000 
Original debt amount issued $63,100,000 
Coupon rate 5.00% 
Final maturity date at issuance 2025 
Maturities currently proposed for refunding bonds  Each November 

from 2017 through 2025 
 
Bond transactions are complex and highly regulated involving a number of participants who provide professional 
services.  Total fees estimated for this refinancing, including Underwriters’ Takedown, Bond Counsel, Financial 
Advisor, Underwriters’ Counsel, Disclosure Counsel, Printing, Paying Agent, External Auditor, and Attorney General 
are approximately $303,000.  A breakdown of fees for professional services related to this proposed refinancing 
follows:   
 

• Underwriters’ Takedown is estimated at $182,000 and is based upon a negotiated price per bond.  
Underwriters’ Counsel is estimated at $13,000 based on a fee per bond and is to be paid from the 
Underwriters’ Takedown.   

• Bond Counsel and Financial Advisor charge fees established in current contracts that are formula-based using 
the final amount of refunding bonds at closing.  Their fees are currently estimated at $47,000 and $26,000, 
respectively.   

• Disclosure Counsel is a fixed fee of $30,000.   
• Printing estimated at $2,500 varies based upon the number of investors wishing to receive paper Official 

Statements.   
• The Paying Agent’s fee is estimated at $300 per year plus a $750 one-time setup charge.   
• The External Auditor’s consent letter is anticipated to cost $5,000. 
• The Texas Attorney General will require a $9,500 fee. 

 
The estimated net present value savings from the proposed refinancing are net of the cost of professional services for 
this proposed refinancing.   
 
Why is this Series taxable?   
 
The 1986 tax law allows only one advance refunding of tax-exempt bonds on a tax-exempt basis.  To refund bonds that 
have already been advance refunded, options include:  (1) wait until the bonds would be eligible for a current refunding 
at a call date or (2) refund on a taxable basis. 



 

 

 
The Series 2006 bonds advance refunded Series 1996 bonds; thus a second advance refunding is not allowed under the 
1986 tax law.  AWU wants to take advantage of this savings opportunity now instead of waiting until next year when 
the Series 2006 bonds would be eligible for a current refunding.  Thus, to refund now requires a taxable refunding. 
 
(NOTE:  The Series 2006A bonds refunded tax-exempt commercial paper.  AWU has not used the advance refunding opportunity on the 
Series 2006A bonds, so an advance refunding is available on those bonds.) 
 
 
  



 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item #40 Meeting Date June 4, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION:  What percent are certificates of obligation of the City’s total outstanding general obligation?  How 
many voters are required to file a petition protesting the issuance of certificates of obligation? COUNCIL MEMBER 
ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE 
 
 
ANSWER:  Certificates of obligation (COs) represent 14.98% of the City’s total outstanding general obligation debt as 
of June 1, 2015 as shown in the table below.  However, of the $204,950,000 outstanding certificates of obligation, 
those supported by property taxes amount to $48,875,000 or 3.57% of the City’s total outstanding general 
obligation debt as of June 1, 2015.  The remaining $156,075,000 outstanding certificates of obligation are not 
supported by property taxes, but “self-supported” by other revenue sources (e.g., drainage user fee for Watershed 
Protection’s Flood Buyout Program) and represent 11.41% of the City’s total outstanding general obligation debt as of 
June 1, 2015.   

 
Type of Debt 

 
Amount 

Percent  
of Total 

Public Improvement Bonds (PIBs) $1,063,645,000 77.75% 
Certificates of Obligation (COs) $204,950,000 14.98% 
Contractual Obligations (KOs) $99,460,000 7.27% 
Total General Obligation (GO) Debt 
Outstanding as of June 1, 2015  

 
$1,368,055,000 

 
100.0% 

 
Publishing a Notice of Intent to issue certificates of obligation informs the public and provides an opportunity to 
consider whether they object to the issuance.  If there is an objection, this also provides time before City Council votes 
to approve the certificates to obtain the signatures of five percent (5%) of qualified voters required for a petition to 
protest the issuance of the certificates of obligation.   The City follows standards established under the Election Code 
for requirements the petition signatures must meet.  The Texas Local Government Code 271.049(c).provides the 
following guidance regarding the petition process:   
 

“If before the date tentatively set for the authorization of the issuance of the certificates or if before the 
authorization, the municipal secretary or clerk if the issuer is a municipality, or the county clerk if the issuer is a 
county, receives a petition signed by at least five percent of the qualified voters of the issuer protesting 
the issuance of the certificates, the issuer may not authorize the issuance of the certificates unless the 
issuance is approved at an election ordered, held, and conducted in the manner provided for bond elections 
under Chapter 1251, Government Code.”   

 
The number of registered voters is a constantly changing number.  The City Clerk’s Office is requesting the most 
recent number of registered voters from Travis County.  For the December 2014 Council runoff election data, there 
were 506,170 registered voters.  Using this data as an example for a petition to protest the issuance of the certificates of 
obligation, five percent of the 506,170 registered voters would indicate a need for approximately 25,310 valid 
signatures.    

 



 

 

Council Question and Answer 

Related To Item # 56 Meeting Date June 4, 2015 

Additional Answer Information 
 
QUESTION: Why are we waiving fees for a street widening project in Williamson County? Is this pro 
forma/routine for roads? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL’S OFFICE 
 
ANSWER:  City Council has routinely waived fees for projects undertaken by other Governmental entities within the 
City of Austin that benefit City infrastructure and for which the other entity has borne the project cost.  In this case, 
Neenah Avenue is within the City limits.   
 
The project details are summarized below: 
 
• The City of Austin (COA) received a request from Williamson County (WILCO) to allow WILCO to widen 

Neenah Avenue under an Interlocal Agreement (ILA). 

• Under State Statute (Chapter 791), interlocal agreements (ILAs) are the contractually enforceable mechanism used 
to enter into a joint transportation project between political subdivisions.   

• WILCO will bear all design and construction costs, and will build to City standards under an Interlocal Agreement 
(ILA) with the COA.  

• The current estimated construction cost through 60% design is $2,765,300.  

• WILCO will submit plans for City approval, through the Development Assistance Center, prior to construction. 

• COA, through the ILA, will allow construction within its limits. 

• COA will absorb operations, maintenance and repair costs upon completion and acceptance; and will waive all 
associated fees via the ILA. 

• WILCO has requested that the following fees be waived: 

FEE WAIVER REQUESTED AMOUNT 
Development Review Fee 
( $1430 Base  -$429  30 % Discount) $1,001 

Environment/Drainage Fee 
( $859 Base  -$257.70  30 % Discount) $601.30 

Environmental Inspection Fee $495 
Notification Fee $377 
Development Surcharge $98.97 
ROW Permit Fee $45 
Traffic Control Inspection Fee $1,500 

Total Fees: $4,118.27 
  

 














































































	AGENDA
	QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL
	1. Agenda Item #2: Authorize issuance of incentives to Foundation Communities for the installation of solar electric systems at its 140 residential units at 3226 W. Slaughter Lane, in an amount not to exceed $193,248. 
	a. QUESTION: Did Foundation Communities receive State tax credits for property? If so, was it a 4% or 9% tax credit? Did they receive any funds from the City of Austin in the form of loans, grants, or other sources? If so, how much? Foundation Communities has received energy efficiency and solar rebates in the past but have they received any other energy efficiency or solar rebates for this property specifically? COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: Foundation Communities received an award of 9% Low Income Housing Tax Credits in 2013 for the 140-unit Homestead Oaks Apartments.  The Austin Housing Finance Corporation provided a loan of $2.25 million to assist with the acquisition of the 29-acre property at 3226 W. Slaughter Lane, and a second loan of $1 million to assist with construction.  In addition to the incentive for installation of solar electric systems, it is our understanding that Foundation Communities plans to install a plug-in electric vehicle charging station which could be eligible for a rebate from Austin Energy for up to 50 percent of the cost.  It is also our understanding that Foundation Communities plans to utilize available incentives through Austin Water for water conservation features such as high-efficiency toilets and rainwater harvesting systems.

	2. Agenda Item #3: Approve issuance of a rebate to Cousins Properties Incorporated for the installation of energy efficiency measures at 303 Colorado Street, in an amount not to exceed $146,801.
	a. QUESTION: What is the total cost of the  energy efficiency installations for this item? The City rebate is listed but the total cost of the project is not. COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: This item is being postponed to June 18, 2015 via changes and corrections. 

	3. Agenda Item #13 - Authorize negotiation and execution of an interlocal cooperation agreement between the City and Oregon Health and Science University (OHSU) for the Emergency Medical Services Department to provide clinical program components as part of OHSU clinical educational program.
	a. QUESTION: Where is the Fiscal Note for this agreement? How much revenue have the previous OHSU agreements generated for the City? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE


	b. ANSWER: 1) ? The anticipated revenue generated by this agreement is reflected in the amended budget for Fiscal Year 15 so no fiscal note is required. 2) The average revenue received from previous agreements with OHSU is $3,114 and fluctuates based on the number of students participating in the program.  The anticipated revenue for FY15 is $2,880 for 3 students in Summer 2015.

	4. Agenda Item #14 - Authorize negotiation and execution of an interlocal cooperation agreement between the City and Austin Community College (ACC) for the Emergency Medical Services Department to provide clinical program components as part of ACC’s clinical educational program.
	a. QUESTION:  Where is the Fiscal Note for this agreement? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: The anticipated revenue generated by this agreement is reflected in the amended budget for Fiscal Year 15 so no fiscal note is required.

	5. Agenda Item #16 - Approve an ordinance authorizing negotiation and execution of an agreement between the Quality of Life Foundation and the City for job placement and training services and amending the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Human Resources Department Operating Budget Special Revenue Fund (Ordinance No. 20140908-001) to accept and appropriate $25,500 in grant funds from the Quality of Life Foundation for the Emerging Leader Summer Internship Program to provide paid internships for Austin area youth.
	a. QUESTION: 1) How many youth are anticipated to participate in this program? 2) How will youth be selected?3) What is the outreach plan for this initiative?4) The City also funds youth employment through a partnership with Travis County. How will this program interface or complement the existing youth employment program? 5) What kinds of jobs will be available for the youth and, if there are positions with the city, which departments? MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: The funding for the Emerging Leaders Summer Internship Program allows for 32 youth to be placed in summer employment opportunities in the City and other non-profit employers.   The program is advertised by providing flyers to the twenty-six schools  represented on the Austin Youth Council; to all recreation centers; to all libraries; to high school counselors in several of the districts in Austin; emailing flyers to all affinity groups within the city; hanging posters in public locations; and a job posting on the City’s eCareer website. The Emerging Leaders program is unique and not affiliated with the City/County Work Based Summer Youth Employment Program.  The City/County Program provides opportunities for youth to apply, and they are assigned to positions based on availability.  The Emerging Leaders program is a project based internship that provides leadership development opportunities.  Youth are selected after they apply and interview for positions.  Placements of youth are in alignment with their career interests and students are put into positions with specified projects.  The project assignments encourage students to develop their skills in the area that aligns with their career interests.  The program also includes three training sessions during the work assignment which involve taking the students on field trips and performing community service projects. Work assignments will vary by entity, but projects have been reviewed and approved by the Youth and Family Services division.  Participating City departments include: Parks and Recreation, Human Resources Department, Austin Fire Department, Communications and Technology Management (CTM), Animal Services, Neighborhood Housing and Community Development, Public Works, Communication and Public Information, Economic Development Department, Homeland Security and Emergency Management, and Austin Public Library.  Participating Council offices include: Mayor Adler and Councilmembers Gallo and Renteria. 



	6. Agenda Item #19: Approve an ordinance designating the CHESTNUT NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION CORPORATION and the GUADALUPE NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION as community land trusts and granting the corporations a property tax exemption on certain properties. 
	a. QUESTION: 1) Could staff provide a map of both proposed Community Land Trusts that identifies which properties would be included and which would not? 2) How many properties would be included an d what is the total taxable value of all the properties that would be included? 3) What are the two other designated community land trusts approved by Council on June 12th, 2014? 4) Please provide number of properties, type of properties, and total taxable value for these as well. 5) Being that State law already provides a vehicle for tax exemption, what additional benefits do this designation provide besides the tax exemption? COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE


	b. ANSWER: 1) Please see Attachment 1 for a map of the properties included. 2) This would include a total of 9 properties:  6 belonging to the Chestnut Neighborhood Revitalization Corporation (CNRC) and 4 belonging to the Guadalupe Neighborhood Development Corporation (GNDC).  Please see Attachment 2 for the list of properties and 2015 taxable values. 3) The two organizations designated as CLTs in 2014 were CNRC and GNDC. 4) Please see Attachment 3 for the list of 2014 properties and taxable values. 5) No other benefits are provided by this designation.
	[Attachment 1.pdf]
	[Attachment 2.doc]
	[Attachment 3.doc]


	7. Agenda Item #20 - Authorize negotiation and execution of an encroachment agreement with the BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS SYSTEM for the encroachment of street right-of-way by a pedestrian bridge at the 300 block of West Dean Keeton Street, located approximately one block east of Guadalupe Street. (District 9).
	a. QUESTION: Will the pedestrian bridge have external access points on either side of the bridge to allow the general public to use the bridge without having to go into a UT building? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: The pedestrian bridge will connect the College of Communications buildings on the north and south sides of Dean Keeton.   Use of the bridge is intended for students, faculty, and staff.     There has been no representation at this time of any access point outside of these buildings.

	8. Agenda Item #21 - Approve an ordinance authorizing the negotiation and execution of all documents and instruments necessary or desirable to purchase in fee simple approximately 63 properties at high risk of flooding in the 25-year floodplain located within the Williamson Creek Watershed, in an amount not to exceed $17,986,000, establishing acquisition and relocation guidelines, and waiving the requirements of City Code Chapter 14-3 (District 2 and District 3).
	a. QUESTION: 1) For each of the 63 properties, please provide the address, owner’s name, when the owner purchased the property, the TCAD 2015 value, and if the house has ever flooded and if so when. 2) How many homes in Austin are in a 25 year floodplain and what is the total TCAD value for these homes? 3) Please provide the following information and breakdown that Council requested at the May 19, 2015 City Council Work Session: o Number of homes in a 25-year flood risk area; o Number of homes in a 25-year floodplain; o Number of homes in a 100-year flood risk area; o Number of homes in a 100-year floodplain; o The total TCAD value of each of these four categories and the total cost of relocation for each of these four categories. COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE


	b. ANSWER: See attachment
	[060415 Council Q&A Item #21]


	9. Agenda Item #23 - Authorize award and execution of a 24-month contract with AUSTIN WHITE LIME COMPANY for the supply of quicklime for Austin Water Utility in an amount not to exceed $6,858,000, with two 12-month extension options in an amount not to exceed $3,429,000 per extension option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $13,716,000.
	a. QUESTION: What was the previous contractual history with Austin White Lime? Are there no other vendors for this product? COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: Austin White Lime Co. has provided quicklime to the City through multiple contracts since 2003.To our knowledge there are a few other vendor for quicklime. These other vendors, however, did not bid in response to this solicitation. When we contacted them some reasons they provided for not bidding included: - One vendor stated they chose not to bid because their supplier was also bidding; - Another vendor stated that they could not provide quicklime; and - A third vendor is located outside of the Austin area and would have a great difficulty meeting the delivery requirements – as Austin Water often requires multiple truckloads of quicklime each day.



	10. Agenda Item #28 - Authorize award and execution of a 12-month service contract with STAPLES CONTRACT & COMMERCIAL, INC., to provide for the printing and mailing of Austin Energy’s monthly PowerPlus Newsletter, in an amount not to exceed $78,053, with four 12-month extension options in an amount not to exceed $78,053 per extension option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $390,265.
	a. QUESTION: What was the reason Commissioner Hadden voted No at the Electric Utility Commission meeting? MAYOR ADLER'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: On May 18, the Electric Utility Commission voted to recommend approval of the contract with Staples Contract & Commercial Inc. on a vote of 5-1, with Commissioner Hadden voting no. The recycled content of the paper used to print the PowerPlus newsletter complies with the City’s Sustainable Printer and Paper Policy (Administrative Bulletin 13-03). While staff cannot speak for Ms. Hadden, she stated at the commission meeting that the recycled content of the paper should be higher and referred to 100% recycled content paper. The City currently uses a 60#, 10% post-consumer recycled, coated paper stock for the PowerPlus mailer. The utility bill-insert company requires that we use 60#, 10% post-consumer recycled coated stock. 60#, 100% post-consumer recycled, coated stock is not available under this contract. Adding this paper to the contract would require significantly higher quantities and contractor storage. Adding this paper would also increase the contract’s pricing by up to three times more and may not be acceptable for use by the utility bill-insert company.

	11. Agenda Item #30 - Authorize award and execution of a 36-month service contract with RECORDED BOOKS INC. to provide unabridged audiobooks for the Austin Public Library in an amount not to exceed $975,000, with three 12-month extension options in an amount not to exceed $325,000 per extension option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $1,950,000.
	a. QUESTION: In the “Advantage 3 Program Budgeting - Daily FY 2015” (http://afstwomain.ci.austin.tx.us/web/controller/afs3/budget/BudgetDaily.cfm); what is the Fund; Dept; Prog; Actv; and Budget for this request? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE
	b. REVISED ANSWER: Fund - 1000, Department - 8500, Program - 3CDL, Activity - 3CLL, Budget - 3200. The budget for this purchase is in object code 7486. This item was budgeted last year but will not exceed the available funds in the budget for this Fiscal Year.  Our contract authorization with Recorded Books, Inc., ended in December 2014 and we no longer have the contract authority to purchase content from this vendor.  It is the contract authorization we are requesting with this item.  Upon approval of this item, the Library would have the authorization and would anticipate spending no more than $81,250 from this contract for the remainder of the current FY (July-September 2015) based on spending patterns, which is less than the $472,031 remaining in the budget to be used to purchase materials in all formats.  

	12. Agenda Item #31: Authorize award and execution of a 36-month supply contract with ZOLL MEDICAL CORPORATION to provide impedance threshold devices for the Emergency Medical Services Department in an amount not to exceed $356,643, with three 12-month extension options in an amount not to exceed $130,977 for the first extension option, $137,526 for the second extension option, and $144,403 for the third extension option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $769,548.  
	a. QUESTION: 1) Are there any other competitors that sell similar items? 2) What are the criteria used when choosing this specific item? 3) Is there a solicitation/RFP that was used to make this decision? If so, please provide a copy. 4) Funding – is the remaining amount approved in the budget? MAYOR ADLER'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: 1) The recommended item is a medical device. It is prescribed by the City’s EMS Medical Director. There are no other similar or equal devices that meet the clinical specifications for emergency patient care defined by the Medical Director. 2) Per the brand justification letter signed and dated March 4, 2015 which reads as follows: “The Office of the Medical Director (OMD), through its System Equipment Committee and the approval of the Medical Director has approved and certified the purchase of Zoll Medical/Advanced Circulatory Systems ResQPod – Impedance Threshold Device as the authorized device for use on patients under the care of any provider in the ATCEMS System. There are no other brands or devices that meet the same specifications or design for use in patients in cardiac arrest.” This specific medical device has been in use by the Austin Travis County Emergency Medical System that includes Austin Fire and Travis County Emergency Service Districts, since 2007 because of its published success rate during cardiac arrest. The device is used to enhance the effectiveness of CPR compressions in patients that suffer from Cardiac Arrest in the prehospital setting. The US Patent for the ResQPOD® ITD was extended on 10/02/2014 for one year. Because of this patent, the detailed public disclosure of the ResQPOD® design is not otherwise available. Therefore no one else can manufacture the ResQPOD®. 3) No solicitation or RFP was conducted. The conditions of this procurement satisfy the Sole Source authorization set forth in Texas Statute 252.022. 4) Funding for RESQPOD purchase is included in the EMS department’s operating budget.



	13. Agenda Item #32: Authorize award and execution of a supply contract with KNOX ASSOCIATES INC. DBA THE KNOX COMPANY to provide mini narcotics lockers for the Emergency Medical Services Department in an amount not to exceed $63,009.
	a. QUESION: 1) Are there any other competitors that sell similar items? 2) What are the criteria used when choosing this specific item? What are the dimensions and was that a determining factor? 3) Is there a solicitation/RFP that was used to make this decision? If so, please provide a copy. MAYOR ADLER'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: 1) There are other similar narcotics storage safes that are digitally managed, but none that are compatible with our existing Knox MedVault system or the regional Knox KeySecure system already installed on the City’s fleet of EMS vehicles. 2) As noted in the sole source justification document, the department is required to secure all Class II narcotics as defined by the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA). In order to comply with the recent interpretation of the DEA regulation, ambulances must be outfitted with a standardized narcotics storage unit, in order to ensure interoperability of medics while maintaining the security of the medication. This includes digital audit tracking and accountability, which is essential in preventing and detecting fraud, waste or abuse of class II narcotics. The need to secure controlled medications is governed by the Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration, Office of Diversion Control, Title 21, Code of Federal Regulations, PART 1301 — Registration of manufacturers, Distributors and Dispensers of controlled substances, sections 1301.72-1301.76 which provide the standards for the physical security controls and operating procedures necessary to prevent diversion. Austin-Travis County EMS has streamlined its controlled medication program to store controlled medications in ambulances.  All 79 ambulances are already equipped with Knox KeySecure® LockBoxes, which allows access to secure businesses and 20 of the 79 ambulances are already equipped with Knox MedVault Mini narcotic lockers, which utilizes the same security system. This purchase will allow for the upgrade of an additional 52 ambulances to a total of 72 ambulances configured to store narcotics and be compliant with DEA and Department of Public Safety guidelines.  The Knox MedVault Mini provides the same access control as the standard Knox MedVault narcotics locker, but in a smaller size space which is part of the design of the ambulance. These units fully integrate with the Knox Key Secure for a seamless security system. Controlled substances are secured until two authorized personnel access them with their unique PIN code. An audit trail showing the time, date and PIN code is recorded each time the vault is opened. This audit trail is monitored by WiFi and Ethernet connectivity. This unit is specifically designed and constructed for mounting in a frontline ambulance. Austin-Travis County EMS seeks to purchase and install the same Knox Medvault storage systems in all ambulances maintaining standardized storage systems for keys and controlled medications while ensuring monitored controlled storage systems compliant with DEA and DPS regulatory guidance. 3) No solicitation or RFP was conducted. The conditions of this procurement satisfy the Sole Source authorization set forth in Texas Statute 252.022.



	14. Agenda Item #36 - 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: In what way does the proposed agreement ensure compliance with the intent of City Code Section 6-5-33 (A) since that section of the code was repealed on May 7, 2015 with the intent to come before boards and commissions in mid-June (or 30-45 days from the repeal date). MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: See attachment
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	15. Agenda Item #37: Approve issuance of a street closure permit under City Code Chapter 14-8 for the ESPN’s X-Games, a fee-paid event in the 900 and 1000 blocks of Congress Avenue and 11th Street from Colorado Street to Brazos Street, to be held on Thursday, June 4, 2015. 
	a. QUESTION: 1) The RCA says that the City is entitled to 4.5% of “Total Gate Charges  Collected.” What are the Gate Charges? 2) Do they include all gate charges or just gate charges for this one-day event? 3) What fund does the revenue for gate charges go to and does the City share any of that revenue with CELOC or do they receive a different percentage? 4) Are the fees for street closures on Congress Avenue different from other parts of town? If so, what is the difference? COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: 1) $20.00 per person General Admission; $1300 VIP area (which includes tickets to all events at COTA) 2) Percentage would be only for the Thursday event taking place in the City of Austin right of way.  Ticket sales are for a reserved viewing area; other areas inside the closure are free and open to the public. 3) Revenue goes into the General Fund and is not shared with CELOC. 4) No.  Charges for Street Event Permits are $200.00 per block with a maximum of 20 blocks (per day).
	c. QUESTION: 1) Why is a street closure request for June 1-5, 2015, first appearing on a Council agenda for June 4, 2015? 2) Generally, what's the usual timeframe for these requests in advance of an event? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE
	d. ANSWER: 1) The inaugural 2014 X-Games showcase in downtown Austin was free and open to the public.  When planning began for 2015 X-Games in December, event organizers told ACE staff it would be the same free event except the competition would feature a motorcycle jump rather than skateboards/BMX bicycles.  Event organizers made the decision to sell tickets to the viewing area without informing staff and were unaware of the Ordinance requirement regarding a Council vote for gated fee events.  It was only during the final logistics meeting May 21 that ticket sales were mentioned. Options were to ask X-Games to refund tickets or ask for Council action so gate sale percentages could be collected. The actual event is scheduled for June 4th.  The other days are for set up and tear down.  2) In general, Austin Transportation Department would adhere to the Council item submission deadlines at least six weeks in advance of the event if possible.

	16. Agenda Item #38 - Approve an ordinance authorizing the issuance and sale of tax-exempt City of Austin, Texas, Water and Wastewater System Revenue Refunding Bonds, Series 2015A, in a par amount not to exceed $380,000,000, in accordance with the parameters set out in the ordinance, authorizing related documents, approving the payment of the costs of issuance, and providing that the issuance and sale be accomplished by December 4, 2015.
	a. QUESTION: How much of principal for each of the Series 2005; 2005A; 2006A; 2007; and 2009A are outstanding? What was the original amount issued of each bond series?  What is the coupon rate of each of the bonds? What is the maturity date of each of the bonds? What are the fees associated with refinancing these bonds? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: See attachment
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	17. Agenda Item #39 - Approve an ordinance authorizing the issuance and sale of City of Austin, Texas, Water and Wastewater System Revenue Refunding Bonds, Taxable Series 2015B, in a par amount not to exceed $40,000,000, in accordance with the parameters set out in the ordinance, authorizing related documents, approving the payment of the costs of issuance, and providing that the issuance and sale be accomplished by December 4, 2015.
	a. QUESTION: How much of principal of the Series 2006 is outstanding? What was the original amount issued of this bond series?  What is the coupon rate of this bond? What is the maturity date of this bond? What are the fees associated with refinancing this bond series? Why is this Series taxable? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: See attachment
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	18. Agenda Item #40 - Approve a resolution directing the publication of an Official Notice of Intention to Issue $80,655,000 City of Austin, Texas, Certificates of Obligation, Series 2015.
	a. QUESTION: Can more details be given about the $9.2M for Communications and Technology Management? What is the equipment? What is the expected life span of it? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: The item to be considered by the City Council is the legally required notice of intention for the sale of Certificates of Obligation. The Communications and Technology Management debt consists of Contractual Obligations, which do not require a notice of intention and, therefore, is not a part of this Council action. The issuance of these Contractual Obligations is part of the annual General Obligation Bond Sale that will occur this coming August. As a protocol, staff provided a briefing to the Audit & Finance Committee on May 27th on the entire bond sale, and the steps necessary for that sale, including the Notice of Intention to Issue Certificates of Obligation. Contractual Obligations proposed for sale for GATRRS (Greater Austin/Travis Regional Radio System) will fund replacement of the microwave network, radio repeaters, and dispatch consoles due to scheduled end-of-life.  This includes microwave antennas and radios, along with services to install and configures the entire simulcast radio system, which consists of 12 radio towers.  The expected lifespan of the equipment is at least 10 years. 

Contractual Obligations proposed for sale for COATN (City of Austin Telecommunications Network) will fund a “super ring upgrade,” which consists of electronic devices, such as routers and switches, on the end points of the existing network fiber.  This increases network speed and capacity of the network, so that high-bandwidth voice, data and video applications can be handled, among other advantages.  The expected lifespan of the equipment is at least 10 years.


	c. QUESTION: What percent are certificates of obligation of the City’s total outstanding general obligation?  How many voters are required to file a petition protesting the issuance of certificates of obligation? COUNCIL MEMBER ZIMMERMAN’S OFFICE
	ANSWER: See attachment
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	19. Agenda Item #56 - Consider and develop recommendations on negotiation and execution of an interlocal agreement between the City of Austin and Williamson County, Texas for the Neenah Avenue Widening Project (District 6).
	a. QUESTION: Why are we waiving fees for a street widening project in Williamson County? Is this pro forma/routine for roads? COUNCIL MEMBER POOL'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: See attachment
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	20. Agenda Item #64 - Conduct a public hearing and consider an ordinance amending the Restricted Parking Area Map under City Code Section 12-5-29 by adding two new areas, Highland Park West Balcones Area Neighborhood Association (District 10) and Southeast Combined Neighborhood Planning Area (District 2).
	a. QUESTION:  Can staff please provide a copy of each of the neighborhood applications. COUNCIL MEMBER GALLO'S OFFICE
	b. ANSWER: See attached applications
	[Applications.pdf]
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