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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

Agenda Item #2: Authorize negotiation and execution of a sixth amendment to the interlocal 

agreement with Travis County for the City's provision of animal services, for a 12-month period 

beginning October 1, 2018, in an amount not to exceed $1,817,740.

QUESTION: Please provide a breakdown of the programmatic expenses for the $1,817,740.

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

See attached.

2.

Agenda Item #6: Authorize the use of the competitive sealed proposal procurement method for 

solicitation of construction improvements for the Faulk Central Library Roof Replacement project. 

(Note: MBE/WBE goals will be established prior to issuance of this solicitation.)

QUESTION: Is this project planned as part of the 2018 Bond package? Why are we doing this 

maintenance project now?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

The roof replacement project for the Faulk Library Building is not a component of the 2018 Bond 

Program.  The existing, aged roof has suffered water penetration for a number of years. This 

project to repair the building envelope was funded in Fiscal Year 2017 with a transfer from the 

General Fund. Since October of 2017, the project has undergone a robust preliminary and 

schematic phase and is currently in Design Development.

The 2018 Bond Program provides $14.5 million in funding for the Faulk Library Building 

Repurposing Project that will allow for a complete Mechanical/Electrical, Plumbing and Elevator 

Retrofit of the facility, along with the conversion of two floors of the four storied building to serve 

as state-of-the-art archival repository areas.

6.

Agenda Item #7: Authorize negotiation and execution of a professional services agreement with 

Black & Veatch Corporation (staff recommendation) or one of the other qualified responders for 

Request for Qualifications Solicitation No. CLMP245 to provide engineering services for the 

McNeil Road

Water Transmission Main Project in an amount not to exceed $3,800,000.

QUESTION: What is the distance, in miles, for the construction area of the water main?  How will 

the construction services impact the public?
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COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

What is the distance, in miles, for the construction area of the water main?  

The McNeil Transmission Main will be approximately 1.5 miles along McNeil Rd. from the 

Jollyville Reservoir to Parmer Lane.  This RCA is to request authorization to initiate the design 

phase of the project.  The extent of the limits of construction (LOC) is unknown at this point, the 

selected engineer will evaluate the route of the pipeline via open cut and/or tunneling methods.  

Tunneling will reduce the construction impact to the public but generally is higher cost than open 

cut.  Please see attached map showing the general pipeline route.

How will the construction services impact the public?

This RCA is to request authorization to initiate the design phase of the project.  The extent of the 

construction impact is unknown at this point as the selected engineer will evaluate the route of the 

pipeline via open cut and/or tunneling methods.  Tunneling will reduce the construction impact to 

the public but generally is higher cost than open cut.  The construction method will be evaluated 

during the Preliminary Engineering phase of the project, several community meetings will be held 

during Preliminary Engineering to discuss the project, construction method, impacts, and receive 

input from the community.  After the design phase is complete, Austin Water and Public Works will 

come back to Council for authorization of the construction contract, at which point, the 

construction method, impacts, and mitigation measures will be defined.

Agenda Item #8: Authorize negotiation and execution of an interlocal agreement with the Capital 

Area Emergency Communications District for the City to service and operate public safety 

answering points at the Combined Transportation, Emergency, and Communications Center and 

maintain the associated voice recording and logging equipment for 9-1-1 calls.

QUESTION: Is there are a plan to expand this program to Williamson County areas?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

An ILA of this type does currently exist for Williamson County, however, the Williamson County 

ILA with the CAECD is a separate document and does not include CTECC.  The public safety 

answering points in Williamson County and the public safety answering points in Travis County 

each have their own ILA with the CAECD

8.

Agenda Item #11: Approve a resolution adopting the Austin Convention and Visitors Bureau 

(doing business as Visit Austin) 2018-2019 Marketing Plan and Proposed Budget of 

$15,714,496, setting the contract payment as required by chapter 351 of the Texas Tax Code; 

and authorizing the City Manager to file the approved documents with the City Clerk’s Office as 

required by the Texas Tax Code.

QUESTION: 

(Draft Visit Austin Marketing Plan) For objectives 2 and 3 on page 16 please provide detail on 

goals based on the requested budget dollar amount up for approval. Please explain how and why it 

is different from the previous year, if applicable. 

(Proposed Budget Document) Please explain what % of each “Budget by Program” line item is 
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funded by a transfer of dollars from the Austin Convention Center operating budget. 

(Proposed Budget Document) Please explain what % of each “Budget by Program” line item is 

dedicated to no convention center activities, including staff costs/time/share of FTEs. 

Please provide a copy of the reserve policy(ies) for Visit Austin; if the policy(ies) reference 

reserves in months of operation please translate to dollars. 

(Draft Visit Austin Marketing Plan) Regarding “Hotel Room Nights Booked” and “Convention 

Center Lead Room Nights” on page 12, please provide up data for the past 5 years, as available. 

COUNCIL MEMBER ALTER’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

This item is being postponed to the October 18, 2018 Council meeting. An answer will be 

provided for the 10/18 Q&A Report.

Agenda Item #15: Approve negotiation and execution of an interlocal agreement with the Texas 

Department of Motor Vehicles to withhold vehicle registrations for people with outstanding traffic 

warrants, fines, and unpaid red light camera cases for a term of five years for a total contract 

amount not to exceed $10,000 per year.

QUESTION: Have the fines increased or decreased over the last four years?  Are there options, 

from paying the fee to performing community services, to satisfy the fines?  What are the 

community services options that are available from which people may choose?

COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

1) Have the fines increased or decreased over the last four years?  

The actual fines amounts have stayed the same; there have been no increases for many years. Fines 

collected have decreased because case filings have decreased.  

2) Are there options, from paying the fee to performing community services, to satisfy the fines?   

Yes.  If an individual cannot pay, they have the right to see a judge to request a modified pay plan 

(lowered amount), community service, and in some cases, full indigency waivers.  This right remains 

through the case lifecycle.   

3) What are the community services options that are available from which people may choose? 

If an individual is approved by a judge to perform community service, he/she may choose any 

non-profit, governmental agency, or other organization that provides a benefit to the community.  

Tutoring and other forms of education/counseling may also be considered.   There is a list of court 

approved vendors on our website; however, judges may approve other agencies.  

<http://www.austintexas.gov/department/alternate-forms-payment>.

15.

Agenda Item #17: Authorize negotiation and execution of an encroachment agreement with Austin 

300 Colorado Project, L.P. for the aerial encroachment of approximately 632 square feet of 

right-of-way for a proposed balcony within West 3rd Street between Colorado Street and Lavaca 

Street, located at 300 Colorado Street.
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QUESTION: Aerial Encroachment in right-of-way- Does this occur at 2nd floor level?  Single 

balcony level or multiple?  Is it conditioned space or open to weather?  Are their images proposed 

for the façade to better understand the nature of the encroachment?

COUNCIL MEMBER KITCHEN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

See attachment.

Agenda Item #18: Authorize negotiation and execution of a 36-month lease extension for 5,000 

square feet of warehouse space for the Austin Police Department with LGC Techni Center LLC, 

successor in interest to Technicenter Partners, Ltd., for property located at 6014 Technicenter Dr. 

Suite 2-201, in an amount not to exceed $129,600.

QUESTION: Is this a lease that has an option for the City to own the facility at the end of the 

period? Do we have a plan to build or buy a facility that meets the need of this space? Is this a type 

of needed space that the City will always lease the space instead of buying the space? If so, why? 

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE 

ANSWER:

Is this a lease that has an option for the City to own the facility at the end of the period?

No. There is no option for the city to own. This lease is for 5,000 square feet of open space out of 

a much larger warehouse facility. The only mechanism for the City to obtain use and possession is 

through a lease. APD is in urgent need of the warehouse space.

Do we have a plan to build or buy a facility that meets the need of this space?

No, at this time there is no plan to build or buy a facility that meets the needs of this space. Staff 

continues to pursue acquisition options strategically. As the end of the lease term draws closer, 

Staff will research the feasibility of building or purchasing a facility that meets space needs. APD 

expressed a strong interest in locating some storage space in another APD owned facility. 

However, no current space for this function was currently available. APD opted for a shorter term 

lease with future intentions of locating in an APD owned facility when possible.

Is this a type of needed space that the City will always lease the space instead of buying the space? 

If so, why? 

The City-owned space is always the preferred alternative for a location of City Departments, 

including the possibility of purchasing new City facilities. Due to immediate need and the difficulty of 

purchases in the current economic environment, a lease with a competitive market rental is 

generally the only immediately available option. Also, it is quite challenging to locate a freestanding 

building with only 5,000 square feet of space. As the City studies its need for warehouse space, the 

possibility of Departments sharing this type of space is probable.

18.

Agenda Item #19: Approve an ordinance adopting the Amended and Restated Strategic 

Partnership Agreement between the City and the Cascades Municipal Utility District (MUD), and 

annexing the MUD for full-purposes (approximately 136 acres in southern Travis County east of 

IH-35 South, approximately four-tenths of a mile south of the intersection of IH-35 South and 

Onion Creek Parkway).

19.



QUESTION: Under the existing Strategic Partnership Agreement is the City legally required to 

annex this area? Please provide a copy of the existing Strategic Partnership Agreement.Please 

provide any cost-benefit analysis that was conducted for this annexation request. If annexed, what 

is the estimated annual revenue to the City associated with this annexation? If annexed, what is the 

estimated annual cost to the City to provide all municipal services to this area? If annexed, what 

level of service will this area receive in regards to municipal services compared to other areas of the 

City?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

1. Under the existing Strategic Partnership Agreement is the City legally required to annex this 

area?

No, the City is not legally required to annex this area, however, full purpose annexation is the most 

efficient and effective method to dissolve the MUD.  Article III of the SPA speaks to the City’s 

rights and obligations regarding full purpose annexation.  Section 3.07 states: 

The City may convert all of the remaining land within the District to full purpose annexation 

status at such time as it determines such conversion to be appropriate, subject to the terms of the 

Consent Agreement and this SPA, but, except as otherwise provided in the Consent Agreement, in 

no event sooner than December 31, 2024.  In accordance with Sections 43.0751(f)(5) and 

43.0751(h), Texas Local Government Code, the District and the City agree that any land within the 

District which has not been previously annexed by the City for full purposes may be converted to 

full purpose annexation status on or after December 31, 2024, at the City’s sole discretion.  This 

full purpose annexation conversion may be effected by City Council adoption of an ordinance 

including the area of the District within the full purpose City limits.  Except as set out in this SPA, 

no additional procedural or substantive requirements of State or local annexation law will apply to 

such annexation or to the annexation ordinance.

2. Please provide a copy of the existing Strategic Partnership Agreement.

Attached is a copy of the executed Strategic Partnership Agreement and Consent Agreement as 

they are related to one another.

3. Please provide any cost-benefit analysis that was conducted for this annexation request. 

The attached One Volume Report dated January 30, 2014 provides a staff analysis of the benefits 

and drawbacks of the Cascades MUD proposal.  In addition, the attached Memo to Council from 

Elaine Hart, Chief Financial Officer, and dated August 6, 2014 provides additional information on 

the tax implications of the MUD proposal.  Estimates in these analyses were based on information 

provided by the developer regarding proposed future development within the MUD.  Today, the 

area remains undeveloped and details about a new development proposal have not been filed.

4. If annexed, what is the estimated annual revenue to the City associated with this annexation?

The 2018 taxable assessed value for this area is $584,827.  The City’s recently adopted tax rate 

for of 44.03 cents per $100 of taxable property value will generate approximately $2,575 in annual 



ad valorem taxes until the area is developed.  Other revenues include user fees such as drainage, 

transportation, and clean communities and City sales tax as applicable.

5. If annexed, what is the estimated annual cost to the City to provide all municipal services to this 

area?

This area is currently undeveloped.  No capital improvements are required to provide city services 

to this area.

6. If annexed, what level of service will this area receive in regards to municipal services 

compared to other areas of the City?

The City will provide full municipal services as described in the attached Service Plan.

Agenda Item #20:  Approve an ordinance authorizing the negotiation and execution of an interlocal 

agreement regarding the release of approximately 33 acres of extraterritorial jurisdiction (“ETJ”) to 

the City of Dripping Springs.

QUESTION: Please compare the water quality and impervious regulations in Austin’s ETJ to the 

proposed agreement of the property owners and the City of Dripping Springs. Are the 33 acres 

subject to the Save Our Springs ordinance and would this release the land from the applicability of 

SOS?

MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

1)  Please provide a comparison between the water quality and impervious regulations in Austin’s 

ETJ and the proposed agreement of the property owners and the City of Dripping Springs.

Dripping Springs allows up to 35% impervious cover on a gross site area basis for development 

within the Edwards Aquifer contributing zone and within their extraterritorial jurisdiction.  The 

proposed development agreement limits impervious cover to 30% on a gross site area basis.  

There is existing development on both sites.  City of Austin regulations in this area would allow up 

to 25% impervious cover on a net site area basis within the Bear Creek Watershed and 20% 

impervious cover on a net site area basis within the Barton Creek Watershed. 

 

Dripping Springs regulations desire to achieve no net increase in pollutants from storm water runoff.  

Dripping Springs achieves this by requiring water quality treatment sufficient to remove 90% of 

total suspended solids, total phosphorus, and oil and grease, for a 2-year, 3-hour design storm.  It 

is difficult to make a direct comparison between City of Austin and Dripping Springs water quality 

treatment regulations, since City of Austin regulations do not size water quality controls based on a 

design storm but instead use the ½” plus requirement.  However, Dripping Springs regulations 

would be less protective than the non-degradation controls of the Save Our Springs Ordinance. 

 

Dripping Springs does have water quality buffer zones on creeks although they are smaller in size 

than City of Austin requirements, and Dripping Springs does have some critical environmental 

feature protections that do not allow untreated runoff from developed areas into critical 
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environmental features.  

2)  Are the 33 acres subject to the Save Our Springs ordinance and would this release the land 

from the applicability of SOS?

The land area in question is currently subject to the City of Austin Save Our Springs Ordinance.  

The release of the land from City of Austin jurisdiction would make the land subject to the 

development requirements of the City of Dripping Springs, not the City of Austin Save Our Springs 

Ordinance, except that impervious cover shall be limited to 30% gross site area per the conditions 

of the proposed Interlocal Agreement.

Agenda Item #24: Authorize negotiation and execution of eight interlocal agreements with the 

municipalities of Bee Cave, Lakeway, Manor, Rollingwood, Village of San Leanna, Sunset Valley, 

Village of Volente and West Lake Hills to provide public health services for a 12-month period 

beginning October 1, 2018, with up to four 12-month extension options.

QUESTION: What is the total amount of fees, by municipality, that the eight municipalities will pay 

the City for public health services?

COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

Seven of the eight ILA municipalities (Bee Cave, Lakeway, Manor, Rollingwood, Sunset Valley, 

Village of Volente and West Lake Hills) will not directly pay any fees to the City of Austin for 

public health services provided through the ILA:  rather, individual businesses located within those 

cities (e.g., food establishments, commercial pool/ spas, custodial care facilities) will remit permit 

fees directly to the City of Austin during the annual permit application process, based on the same 

City Council-adopted fee schedule applicable to City of Austin businesses.  The amount of revenue 

the City of Austin receives from each of these seven ILA municipalities through their businesses will 

be a direct function of the number of food establishments by type, commercial pool/ spas and 

custodial care facilities located in each ILA municipality.  The eighth ILA municipality, the Village of 

San Leanna, will only receive services related to environmental complaints.  For those 

environmental investigation-related services, the Village of San Leanna will pay the City of Austin a 

flat fee of $1500 per year.   Based on the current number and mix of businesses operating in the 

ILA municipalities, the revenue forecast for each jurisdiction is as follows:  

                                Est. Revenue

Bee Cave:              $66,822           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments & 

Custodial Care Facilities

Lakeway:               $69,350           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, 

Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities

Manor:                   $46,456           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, 

Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities

Rollingwood:         $  4,613           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, 

Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities

Sunset Valley:       $24,364           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, 

Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities

Volente:                 $  1,967           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, 
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Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities

West Lake Hills:    $29,215           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, 

Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities

San Leanna:           $  1,500           Paid by the Municipality for Environmental Nuisance Services

                                TOTAL ESTIMATED:    $238,287

.

Agenda Item #25: Authorize negotiation and execution of an interlocal agreement with Austin 

Independent School District for Austin Public Health to provide youth development services within 

school campuses for a twelve-month term beginning October 1, 2018 with four, 12-month renewal 

options.

QUESTION: What determined the target of the 78744 zip code for the CYD program? Which 

campuses are the other programs being offered to and how were they selected? Do the City of 

Austin offer Shots for Tots throughout the entirety of the city, or only the areas in Travis County?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

What determined the target of the 78744 zip code for the CYD program?

The Department of Family and Protective Services (DFPS), grantor,  selected zip codes where 

there appears to be incidents of juvenile crime and other risk factors that contribute to juvenile 

crime and adverse outcomes for youth. 78744 was a selected zip code that had the highest 

incidence of juvenile violent crime in the State of Texas. This information was found when the CYD 

Interagency Planning Workgroup completed the research in 1995. Based on the most recent data 

for 78744, there is a 27.15% juvenile probation rate, 7.9 % confirmed child abuse and neglect 

cases, 29.4 % teen pregnancy rate, and 23.3 % of families that have youth under the age of 18 

years that are living in poverty. Based on this information 78744 has stayed one of the zip codes 

that is considered “high risk for juvenile delinquency” that is in need of the preventative services.

Which campuses are the other programs being offered to and how were they selected?

AHA focuses on zip codes in the eastern crescent with the most challenging numbers of teen birth 

rates. Zip Codes where AHA focuses their efforts include: 78758 , 78753, 78724, 78723, 78721, 

78741, 78617, and 78744. Based on 2015 teen birth rates, these zip codes had over 630 teen 

births for females aged 13-19.  Travis County teen birth rate is 18% compared to Caldwell County 

with a 30.8% rate, and Williamson County with a 10% teen birth rate. (Date aggregated: 

3/15/2017; Source: Texas Department of State Health Services, Center for Health Statistics). 

DSHS has responded to APH that 2016 data won’t be finalized until the end of 2018.  Staff is 

working with campuses in the identified zip codes to make the final decision about service delivery.                     

The AYD program is offered to all students who meet the programs age criteria of 17-22 years 

and have or are working toward a high school diploma or GED.                

Do the City of Austin offer Shots for Tots throughout the entirety of the city, or only the areas in 

Travis County?

AISD selected 5 campuses (Martin, Burnet, Dobie, Fulmore and Webb Middles Schools) that 

were most out of compliance with required vaccinations and reached out to APH Immunization 

Program to assist.  The Shots for Tots program serves any/all children at Far South and St. John’s 

Clinics as long as they are Vaccines for Children (VFC) eligible (i.e. Medicaid/no insurance). 
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Annually both locations serve nearly 10,000 clients.   There are 75 Vaccines for Children providers 

throughout Travis County providing the same type of services as Shots for Tots.  We are the 

administrator for these clinics and they deliver vaccinations to approximately 100,000 additional 

low income/uninsured children in Travis County

QUESTION: What criteria will be used to determine which campuses receive particular youth 

development services?  What is the expected term (half or full school year) of the youth 

development services?  Will the services be offered during summer?  What is the frequency of the 

youth development services?  What is the cost?  Please identify the schools.

COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

Community Youth Development (CYD) Program 

1) What criteria will be used to determine which campuses receive particular youth development 

services?  

The main criteria is that the campus is in the 78744 zip code or if 30% of youth attending campus 

live in 78744.  Current sub-contractors partner with these schools to provide services and/or 

inquire if services are needed to any of the 78744 school campuses.

2) What is the expected term (half or full school year) of the youth development services?  

Full Year

3) Will the services be offered during summer?  

Yes

4) What is the frequency of the youth development services? 

See attached.

5) What is the cost? 

See below for cost for 3 subcontractors and 1 in-house (APH) service

-          Mexic-Arte Museum: $78,000

-          Creative Action: $80,000

-          Workers Assistance Program: $73,469

-          Police Activities League: $7,500

-          Youth Advisory Council: $57,417 (includes partial APH FTE [60%] plus program costs)

6) Please identify the schools.  

See grid attached.  Services are also provided at Dove Springs Rec Center, SE Austin Public 

Library and other 78744 locations.  Only school campuses listed for this response

Austin Youth Development (AYD) Program

1) What criteria will be used to determine which campuses receive particular youth development 

services?

The criteria for youth to participate in the Austin Youth Development Program(AYD) is they must 

be between the ages of 17-22 years old, live in within City of Austin, Travis County Area, have 

obtained or working towards obtaining their GED or high school diploma.  Participants from all 

schools are accepted.

2) What is the expected term (half or full school year) of the youth development services? 

The Austin Youth Development Program is one calendar year and is on an open entry/open exit 

basis.

3) Will the services be offered during summer?  



Youth Development Services are offered year round for all participants.

4) What is the frequency of the youth development services? 

Youth Development Services are available Monday-Friday, except City holidays

5) What is the cost?  

There is no cost to participate in the Austin Youth Development Program(AYD).

6) Please identify the schools.

All schools within City of Austin, Travis County area are eligible to participate in the AYD 

Program.  Currently, there are students from Clifton, Manor, and Austin High School participating.

Shots for Tots Program

1) What criteria will be used to determine which campuses receive particular youth development 

services?  

AISD selected 5 campuses (Martin, Burnet, Dobie, Paredes and Webb Middle Schools) that were 

most out of compliance with required vaccinations and reached out to APH Immunization Program 

to assist. 

2) What is the expected term (half or full school year) of the youth development services?  

Shots for Tots will set up one clinic per month at a Middle School selected by AISD based on 

non-compliance rates.  We will “catch-up” 7th graders in the Fall and prepare 6th graders for entry 

to 7th grade in the Spring.

3) Will the services be offered during summer?  No

4) What is the frequency of the youth development services?  

One clinic per month, based on AISD request 

5) What is the cost?  

There is no cost to the school; clients must be Vaccines for Children eligible (uninsured, 

underinsured or Medicaid eligible) - Shots for Tots has the capacity to provide this monthly 

outreach clinic)

6)  Please identify the schools. 

Webb, Dobie, Burnet, Martin and Paredes Middle Schools.  (AISD switched out Fulmore for 

Paredes).

Agenda Item #29: Authorize an amendment to an existing contract with Wolters Kluwer Financial 

Services, Inc., to provide continued and additional automated audit management software and 

support, for an increase in the amount of $439,948 and to extend the term by five years, for a 

revised total contract amount not to exceed $564,970.

QUESTION: Is this contract amendment renewing the contract with Wolters Kluwer Financial 

Services, Inc? Why is this contract exempt from competitive bidding?

COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR’S OFFICE.

ANSWER:

1) Is this contract amendment renewing the contract with Wolters Kluwer Financial Services, 

Inc.?

The proposed amendment is extending the current contract with Wolters Kluwer Financial 

Services, Inc. The current contract, which provides TeamMate software and support services for 

the Office of the City Auditor, expires on October 10, 2018. This proposed amendment will 

extend the current contract by five years and add TeamMate software and support services for 
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Austin Water. 

2) Why is this contract exempt from competitive bidding?

Wolters Kluwer Financial Services, Inc. is the sole owner and has full right and title to license the 

TeamMate software package and is the sole entity permitted to license TeamMate. There are no 

resellers of TeamMate in the United States.

Agenda Item #36:  Authorize negotiation and execution of a multi-term contract with 

lookthinkmake, LLC to provide consulting services for a cultural tourism marketing strategy, for up 

to 18 months for a total contract amount not to exceed $150,000.

QUESTION: Please explain in detail how this contract works with Visit Austin. Please clarify if this 

is a duplication with Visit Austin activities/roles.

COUNCIL MEMBER ALTER’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

This item is being withdrawn and brought back for the October 18, 2018 Council meeting. An 

answer will be provided for the 10/18 Q&A report.

36.

Agenda Item #47: Authorize award and execution of a construction contract with Muniz Concrete 

& Contracting, Inc. (MBE), for ADA Sidewalks & Ramp Improvements 2018 Group 20 Citywide 

IDIQ contract in the amount of $5,000,000 for an initial 2-year term, with one 1-year extension 

option of

$1,500,000, for a total contract amount not to exceed $6,500,000.

QUESTION: Did other contractors bid on either of the contracts?  Were there opportunities to 

divide the work and the allocation?

COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

A total of two bids were received for this solicitation. We contacted the seven Prime Contractors 

who attended the pre-bid meeting to determine why they did not submit a bid.  Their response was 

their inability to compete against a specific bidder who attended the pre-bid meeting. The noted 

bidder is the Contractor recommended for contract award. Another reason provided was their 

limited bonding capacity. 

Staff did attempt to maximize contracting opportunities for the contractor community. Specifically, 

the contract authorization for this project was minimized to create a separate solicitation at a lower 

dollar amount. The smaller dollar amount solicitation would provide companies with lower bonding 

capacity the ability to submit a bid. This effort resulted in two contracts awards noted as Council 

agenda items #47 and #48. Muniz Concrete and Contracting is being recommend for both 

contracts.  Local Government Code Chapter 252 outlines competitive sealed bidding procedures 

for municipal expenditures exceeding $50,000. This method is used for most construction projects 

and is commonly known as the “low bid” method. The City solicited bids for Council agenda items 

#47 and #48 using the “low bid” method. A contract procured using the low bid method must be 

awarded to the lowest responsive bid submitted by a responsible bidder.  Responsiveness refers to 

the bid. A bid is a responsive bid if it generally conforms to the bid specifications. Responsibility 

refers to the bidder.  Generally speaking, a bidder is considered a responsible bidder if it has the 
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skill, sufficient financial resources, and ability to perform the work.

Agenda Item #48: Authorize award and execution of a construction contract with Muniz Concrete 

& Contracting, Inc., (MBE) for the ADA Sidewalks & Ramp Improve 2018 Group 21 Citywide 

IDIQ contract in the amount of $1,500,000 for a 2-year term, with no extension option, for a total 

contract amount not to exceed $1,500,000.

QUESTION: Did other contractors bid on either of the contracts?  Were there opportunities to 

divide the work and the allocation?

COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

A total of five bids were received for this solicitation. Please see response provided for same 

question on item 47.

48.

Agenda Item #55: Approve a resolution relating to the reduction or waiver of fees for full-time 

active duty military personal whose residences are unoccupied for extended periods of time during 

their deployment

QUESTION: Can City Staff please provide an estimate on the impact to City resources, including 

City Staff time, required to accomplish the task(s) required in this resolution if approved?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

As drafted, the resolution directs the City Manager to examine current Austin Resource Recovery 

policies that may unintentionally burden service members with fees during a period of active duty. 

Following the conversation during the Council Work Session on September 18 regarding this item, 

it is our understanding that there may be a desire to expand the scope of this item to include other 

fees paid by residents of Austin. 

 

In order to accomplish this task all departments who manage user fees will be required to review 

the applicable policies, ordinances and administrative rules related to those fees. Any proposed 

revisions would require detailed legal review to ensure compliance with local and state laws 

regarding fees, as well as extensive public engagement and feedback to ensure that any waivers are 

structured to truly benefit the target audience of active duty military personnel. Certain 

recommendations may require briefings/action at relevant Boards and Commissions, as well as 

Council action. Also depending on the fee and the recommendation regarding the fee, it may 

require redesign of billing systems. Because of the above, it is difficult to accurately estimate the 

impact to City resources (staff time + financial costs) at this time.

QUESTION: What historic data is available to indicate how often this situation has occurred?  

How were the situations handled once the Department was made aware of the situation?  How is 

this situation handled by Austin Energy and Austin Water?

COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

1) What historic data is available to indicate how often this situation has occurred?  
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Within the last twelve months, there was one request made jointly to Austin Energy and Austin 

Resource Recovery to waive fees for this type of situation. Other departments that administer fees 

did not have record of any requests being made. 

2) How were the situations handled once the Department was made aware of the situation?

Austin Energy was able to waive the deposit requirement. In accordance with Austin Resource 

Recovery’s Administrative Rules, the requestor was not billed for cart fees while away from the 

residence.  However, the requestor was billed the Base service fee as well as the Clean 

Community Fee as required by the City’s code.

3)  How is this situation handled by Austin Energy and Austin Water?

There is no provision to waive utility fees or other charges on an active account for deployed 

military personnel. To avoid utility charges during deployment, the customer would need to contact 

the Utility Contact Center and request utility services be stopped/terminated. Upon return, the 

customer would need to contact the Utility Contact Center to reconnect utility services. 

Reconnection fees and generally a deposit would be billed. Earlier this year, City of Austin Utilities 

brought forward proposed utility regulation changes including the types of credit security that are 

accepted to waive deposits. The utility regulation changes were approved on April 12, 2018, and 

the associated policy included a deposit waiver for service members returning after deployment.

Agenda Item #56: Approve a resolution identifying one or more council committees responsible for 

nominating public and private sector members to the Community Development Commission.

QUESTION: Can City Staff please provide an estimate on the impact to City resources, including 

City Staff time, required to accomplish the task(s) required in this resolution if approved?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

Answer 1 (Austin Public Health): The resolution is a critical component and next step to meeting 

the tripartite requirements of the Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) and the Texas 

Administrative Code.  It would have minimum impact on APH staff.  APH staff are already in the 

process of reviewing and updating procedures so the tasks identified in this resolution would be 

included in that process.  

Answer 2 (City Clerk): The OCC currently processes nominations and assists Council Committees 

with their nomination processes, the impact of this resolution is adding two additional Council 

Committees to work with on nominations and developing a formal process that is constant for both 

Committees.  Once that has been developed, there would be minimal impact to OCC staff time.

56.

Agenda Item #57: Approve an ordinance waiving or reimbursing certain development fees for the 

Highland Neighborhood Park located at 401 West St. Johns Ave, Austin, TX 78752.

QUESTION: Starting in FY 2019 the Development Services Department (DSD) will be funded 

primarily through a separate Enterprise Fund. Moving forward, what does it mean to waive or 
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reimburse fees for an enterprise department? Can City Staff please provide an estimate on the 

impact to City resources, including City Staff time, required to accomplish the task(s) required in 

this resolution if approved?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

Waiving an enterprise department’s fees means that the related revenue will not be realized. Each 

enterprise department expects, and budgets for, a certain level of fees to be waived annually; 

however, the specific projects or events whose fees are waived are often not known ahead of time. 

Any unrealized revenue in excess of what is budgeted would directly impact the fund’s ending 

balance and could potentially affect future year’s rates and/or fees. Fees can only be waived by 

council action either through an IFC or as part of a development package (such as the recently 

approved soccer stadium agreement).   

Specific to Development Services, beginning in FY 2019, the newly-created Development 

Services Fund will receive a transfer in from the General Fund for waived development fees. This 

transfer to DSD for waived fees in FY 2019 is budgeted at $4.1 million. The amount of the transfer 

was estimated using prior year data and is necessary because DSD does not have the ability to 

recover waived revenue since state law mandates that fees be set at the cost of providing a service. 

If the unrealized revenue exceeds budgeted levels, the General Fund will increase the transfer to 

DSD incurring unplanned for expenditures.

Agenda Item #94: Approve an ordinance repealing Exhibits A, B, C, and D of Ordinance No. 

20180809-113 ordering the November 6, 2018 general and special municipal elections, and 

replacing them with new and additional exhibits that adopt changes to election day and early voting 

polling places, attach an executed contract for election services, attach executed joint election 

agreements, and list election day judges, central counting station staff, and early voting ballot board 

members; and declaring an emergency.

QUESTION: Please post the list of Travis County voting and early voting locations.

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

The documents from Travis County will be uploaded following adoption by Travis County 

Commissioner’s Court on Tuesday.

94.

Agenda Item #96: Approve a resolution initiating zoning, rezoning, and where appropriate, Future 

Land Use Map (FLUM) amendments for properties located at 7901 East Ben White Boulevard; 

810 Bastrop Highway Southbound; 4811 South Congress Avenue; 711 West Powell Lane; 101 

Hergotz Lane; 1709 East State Highway 71 Westbound; 401 Chaparral Road; 4511 Lucksinger 

Lane; 11606 North Lamar Boulevard; 6111 South Congress Avenue; 3201 Burleson Road; 7501 

Bluff Springs Road; 1301 West Oltorf Street; 2807 Cameron Loop; 1308 Thornberry Road; 

7100 East US Highway 290; 8001 Lee Hill Drive; 423 Thompson Lane; 2815 East State Highway 

71 Westbound Service Road; and 6402 McNeil Drive to the appropriate mobile home residence 

(MH) district; and initiating City Code Title 25 amendments, as necessary, to implement the zoning 

changes

QUESTION: Can City Staff please provide an estimate on the impact to City resources, including 
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City Staff time, required to accomplish the task(s) required in this resolution if approved?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

The approximate time spent by the Planning and Zoning Department to complete a rezoning case 

without opposition is 5 hours.  By contrast, the amount of time spent by the Planning and Zoning 

Department to complete a rezoning case with opposition varies greatly.



City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3304, Agenda Item #: 2. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #2: Authorize negotiation and execution of a sixth amendment to the interlocal agreement with Travis
County for the City's provision of animal services, for a 12-month period beginning October 1, 2018, in an amount not to

exceed $1,817,740.

QUESTION: Please provide a breakdown of the programmatic expenses for the $1,817,740.
COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
See attached.
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Item #2: Below is a breakdown of the $1,817,740 in the FY19 Interlocal Agreement with Travis County:

Program/Service Travis County Portion
Animal Control $                 635,948 
Prevention - Education & Outreach $                   30,277 
Shelter Services $              1,014,824 
Mobile Spay/Neuter Clinic $                 100,000 
Wildlife Services $                   36,691 

$              1,817,740 



City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3305, Agenda Item #: 6. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #6: Authorize the use of the competitive sealed proposal procurement method for solicitation of construction
improvements for the Faulk Central Library Roof Replacement project. (Note: MBE/WBE goals will be established prior to

issuance of this solicitation.)

QUESTION: Is this project planned as part of the 2018 Bond package? Why are we doing this maintenance project now?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
The roof replacement project for the Faulk Library Building is not a component of the 2018 Bond Program.  The existing,
aged roof has suffered water penetration for a number of years. This project to repair the building envelope was funded
in Fiscal Year 2017 with a transfer from the General Fund. Since October of 2017, the project has undergone a robust
preliminary and schematic phase and is currently in Design Development.

The 2018 Bond Program provides $14.5 million in funding for the Faulk Library Building Repurposing Project that will
allow for a complete Mechanical/Electrical, Plumbing and Elevator Retrofit of the facility, along with the conversion of

two floors of the four storied building to serve as state-of-the-art archival repository areas.

City of Austin Printed on 9/17/2018Page 1 of 1

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3354, Agenda Item #: 7. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #7: Authorize negotiation and execution of a professional services agreement with Black & Veatch
Corporation (staff recommendation) or one of the other qualified responders for Request for Qualifications Solicitation
No. CLMP245 to provide engineering services for the McNeil Road
Water Transmission Main Project in an amount not to exceed $3,800,000.

QUESTION: What is the distance, in miles, for the construction area of the water main?  How will the construction
services impact the public?
COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

What is the distance, in miles, for the construction area of the water main?
The McNeil Transmission Main will be approximately 1.5 miles along McNeil Rd. from the Jollyville Reservoir to
Parmer Lane.  This RCA is to request authorization to initiate the design phase of the project.  The extent of the
limits of construction (LOC) is unknown at this point, the selected engineer will evaluate the route of the
pipeline via open cut and/or tunneling methods.  Tunneling will reduce the construction impact to the public but
generally is higher cost than open cut.  Please see attached map showing the general pipeline route.

How will the construction services impact the public?
This RCA is to request authorization to initiate the design phase of the project.  The extent of the construction
impact is unknown at this point as the selected engineer will evaluate the route of the pipeline via open cut
and/or tunneling methods.  Tunneling will reduce the construction impact to the public but generally is higher
cost than open cut.  The construction method will be evaluated during the Preliminary Engineering phase of the
project, several community meetings will be held during Preliminary Engineering to discuss the project,
construction method, impacts, and receive input from the community.  After the design phase is complete,
Austin Water and Public Works will come back to Council for authorization of the construction contract, at which
point, the construction method, impacts, and mitigation measures will be defined.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3307, Agenda Item #: 8. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #8: Authorize negotiation and execution of an interlocal agreement with the Capital Area Emergency
Communications District for the City to service and operate public safety answering points at the Combined
Transportation, Emergency, and Communications Center and maintain the associated voice recording and logging

equipment for 9-1-1 calls.

QUESTION: Is there are a plan to expand this program to Williamson County areas?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
An ILA of this type does currently exist for Williamson County, however, the Williamson County ILA with the CAECD is a

separate document and does not include CTECC.  The public safety answering points in Williamson County and the

public safety answering points in Travis County each have their own ILA with the CAECD
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3359, Agenda Item #: 11. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #11: Approve a resolution adopting the Austin Convention and Visitors Bureau (doing business as Visit
Austin) 2018-2019 Marketing Plan and Proposed Budget of $15,714,496, setting the contract payment as required by
chapter 351 of the Texas Tax Code; and authorizing the City Manager to file the approved documents with the City
Clerk’s Office as required by the Texas Tax Code.

QUESTION:

(Draft Visit Austin Marketing Plan) For objectives 2 and 3 on page 16 please provide detail on goals based on the

requested budget dollar amount up for approval. Please explain how and why it is different from the previous year, if

applicable.

(Proposed Budget Document) Please explain what % of each “Budget by Program” line item is funded by a transfer of

dollars from the Austin Convention Center operating budget.

(Proposed Budget Document) Please explain what % of each “Budget by Program” line item is dedicated to no

convention center activities, including staff costs/time/share of FTEs.

Please provide a copy of the reserve policy(ies) for Visit Austin; if the policy(ies) reference reserves in months of

operation please translate to dollars.

(Draft Visit Austin Marketing Plan) Regarding “Hotel Room Nights Booked” and “Convention Center Lead Room Nights”

on page 12, please provide up data for the past 5 years, as available.

COUNCIL MEMBER ALTER’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
This item is being postponed to the October 18, 2018 Council meeting. An answer will be provided for the 10/18 Q&A

Report.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3355, Agenda Item #: 15. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #15: Approve negotiation and execution of an interlocal agreement with the Texas Department of Motor
Vehicles to withhold vehicle registrations for people with outstanding traffic warrants, fines, and unpaid red light camera
cases for a term of five years for a total contract amount not to exceed $10,000 per year.

QUESTION: Have the fines increased or decreased over the last four years?  Are there options, from paying the fee to
performing community services, to satisfy the fines?  What are the community services options that are available from
which people may choose?
COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

1) Have the fines increased or decreased over the last four years?

The actual fines amounts have stayed the same; there have been no increases for many years. Fines collected have
decreased because case filings have decreased.

2) Are there options, from paying the fee to performing community services, to satisfy the fines?

Yes.  If an individual cannot pay, they have the right to see a judge to request a modified pay plan (lowered amount),
community service, and in some cases, full indigency waivers.  This right remains through the case lifecycle.

3) What are the community services options that are available from which people may choose?

If an individual is approved by a judge to perform community service, he/she may choose any non-profit,
governmental agency, or other organization that provides a benefit to the community.  Tutoring and other forms of
education/counseling may also be considered.   There is a list of court approved vendors on our website; however,
judges may approve other agencies. <http://www.austintexas.gov/department/alternate-forms-payment>.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3318, Agenda Item #: 17. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #17: Authorize negotiation and execution of an encroachment agreement with Austin 300 Colorado

Project, L.P. for the aerial encroachment of approximately 632 square feet of right-of-way for a proposed balcony within

West 3rd Street between Colorado Street and Lavaca Street, located at 300 Colorado Street.

QUESTION: Aerial Encroachment in right-of-way- Does this occur at 2nd floor level?  Single balcony level or multiple?  Is it
conditioned space or open to weather?  Are their images proposed for the façade to better understand the nature of the
encroachment?
COUNCIL MEMBER KITCHEN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

See attachment.
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300 COLORADO AERIAL ENCROACHMENT: CM KITCHEN Q&A 
September 20, 2018 Council Meeting 
 
 
Question: 
Aerial Encroachment in right-of-way- Does this occur at 2nd floor level?  Single balcony level or 
multiple?  Is it conditioned space or open to weather?  Are their images proposed for the façade to better 
understand the nature of the encroachment? 

 
Answer: 
The encroachment occurs at 2nd Floor level (Level 02) – Single balcony along the side of building. It is 
proposed as an open outdoor seating area for the restaurant. The exhibit below illustrates the 
encroachment area in section (side elevation) outlined and highlighted in red.  The 2nd exhibit below 
shows the 4 foot encroachment (outlined in yellow) on a building illustration.    
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3326, Agenda Item #: 18. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item

Agenda Item #18: Authorize negotiation and execution of a 36-month lease extension for 5,000 square feet of

warehouse space for the Austin Police Department with LGC Techni Center LLC, successor in interest to Technicenter

Partners, Ltd., for property located at 6014 Technicenter Dr. Suite 2-201, in an amount not to exceed $129,600.

QUESTION: Is this a lease that has an option for the City to own the facility at the end of the period? Do we have a plan
to build or buy a facility that meets the need of this space? Is this a type of needed space that the City will always lease
the space instead of buying the space? If so, why?
COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

Is this a lease that has an option for the City to own the facility at the end of the period?
No. There is no option for the city to own. This lease is for 5,000 square feet of open space out of a much larger

warehouse facility. The only mechanism for the City to obtain use and possession is through a lease. APD is in

urgent need of the warehouse space.

Do we have a plan to build or buy a facility that meets the need of this space?
No, at this time there is no plan to build or buy a facility that meets the needs of this space. Staff continues to

pursue acquisition options strategically. As the end of the lease term draws closer, Staff will research the

feasibility of building or purchasing a facility that meets space needs. APD expressed a strong interest in locating

some storage space in another APD owned facility. However, no current space for this function was currently

available. APD opted for a shorter term lease with future intentions of locating in an APD owned facility when

possible.

Is this a type of needed space that the City will always lease the space instead of buying the space? If so, why?

The City-owned space is always the preferred alternative for a location of City Departments, including the

possibility of purchasing new City facilities. Due to immediate need and the difficulty of purchases in the current

economic environment, a lease with a competitive market rental is generally the only immediately available

option. Also, it is quite challenging to locate a freestanding building with only 5,000 square feet of space. As the

City studies its need for warehouse space, the possibility of Departments sharing this type of space is probable.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3327, Agenda Item #: 19. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #19: Approve an ordinance adopting the Amended and Restated Strategic Partnership Agreement between
the City and the Cascades Municipal Utility District (MUD), and annexing the MUD for full-purposes (approximately 136
acres in southern Travis County east of IH-35 South, approximately four-tenths of a mile south of the intersection of IH-
35 South and Onion Creek Parkway).

QUESTION: Under the existing Strategic Partnership Agreement is the City legally required to annex this area? Please
provide a copy of the existing Strategic Partnership Agreement.Please provide any cost-benefit analysis that was
conducted for this annexation request. If annexed, what is the estimated annual revenue to the City associated with this
annexation? If annexed, what is the estimated annual cost to the City to provide all municipal services to this area? If
annexed, what level of service will this area receive in regards to municipal services compared to other areas of the City?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
1. Under the existing Strategic Partnership Agreement is the City legally required to annex this area?

No, the City is not legally required to annex this area, however, full purpose annexation is the most efficient and
effective method to dissolve the MUD.  Article III of the SPA speaks to the City’s rights and obligations regarding full
purpose annexation.  Section 3.07 states:

The City may convert all of the remaining land within the District to full purpose annexation
status at such time as it determines such conversion to be appropriate, subject to the terms
of the Consent Agreement and this SPA, but, except as otherwise provided in the Consent
Agreement, in no event sooner than December 31, 2024. In accordance with Sections
43.0751(f)(5) and 43.0751(h), Texas Local Government Code, the District and the City agree
that any land within the District which has not been previously annexed by the City for full
purposes may be converted to full purpose annexation status on or after December 31,
2024, at the City’s sole discretion. This full purpose annexation conversion may be effected
by City Council adoption of an ordinance including the area of the District within the full
purpose City limits. Except as set out in this SPA, no additional procedural or substantive
requirements of State or local annexation law will apply to such annexation or to the
annexation ordinance.

2. Please provide a copy of the existing Strategic Partnership Agreement.

Attached is a copy of the executed Strategic Partnership Agreement and Consent Agreement as they are related to

one another.
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File #: 18-3327, Agenda Item #: 19. 9/20/2018���

3. Please provide any cost-benefit analysis that was conducted for this annexation request.

The attached One Volume Report dated January 30, 2014 provides a staff analysis of the benefits and drawbacks of

the Cascades MUD proposal.  In addition, the attached Memo to Council from Elaine Hart, Chief Financial Officer,

and dated August 6, 2014 provides additional information on the tax implications of the MUD proposal.  Estimates

in these analyses were based on information provided by the developer regarding proposed future development

within the MUD.  Today, the area remains undeveloped and details about a new development proposal have not

been filed.

4. If annexed, what is the estimated annual revenue to the City associated with this annexation?

The 2018 taxable assessed value for this area is $584,827.  The City’s recently adopted tax rate for of 44.03 cents

per $100 of taxable property value will generate approximately $2,575 in annual ad valorem taxes until the area is

developed.  Other revenues include user fees such as drainage, transportation, and clean communities and City

sales tax as applicable.

5. If annexed, what is the estimated annual cost to the City to provide all municipal services to this area?

This area is currently undeveloped.  No capital improvements are required to provide city services to this area.

6. If annexed, what level of service will this area receive in regards to municipal services compared to other areas of
the City?

The City will provide full municipal services as described in the attached Service Plan.
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M E M O R A N D U M 
 

 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
FROM:   Elaine Hart, Chief Financial Officer  
  Greg Guernsey, Director, Planning and Development Review Department 
 
DATE:   August 6, 2014 
 
RE:   Cascades Municipal Utility District No. 1 (MUD), information requested by City Council 
 
 
On  February  13,  2014  City  Council  approved,  on  first  reading,  the  applicant’s  request  for  City  consent  to  the 
creation of the Cascades MUD. Council requested that staff work with the applicant to develop an agreement for 
future Council  consideration  and  that  staff provide  additional  information on  the  tax  implications of  the MUD 
proposal.  
 
Analysis of ad valorem tax implications associated with proposed MUD 
The table below covers three scenarios for the proposed Cascades MUD including: 
 

• Create Cascades MUD and MUD bonds issued with 25 year term 
• Create Cascades MUD and MUD bonds issued with 15 year term 
• Full Purpose Annexation in lieu of creating Cascades MUD and no MUD bonds issued  

 
For each of these scenarios, the table presents the  impact on City tax collections,  impact on MUD tax collection 
estimates, and the impact of MUD bonds outstanding upon full purpose annexation.   
 

 
Our  initial  analysis  of  full  purpose  annexation  in December  2013  showed  a  positive  net  present  value  of  $6.2 
million and we recommended full purpose annexation at that time. 
   
If  the Cascades MUD  is  created,  staff  recommends  the  term  for MUD bonds be  limited  to 15 years due  to  the 
location of this proposed development in relation to the existing city limits and availability of city utility service and 
other city services, as well as the scale and nature of improvements to be financed with MUD bonds.  City Council 
has authorized  the  issuance of MUD bonds  for  several Austin area MUDs  in  the  last 3 years  that were  sold on 

Tax Analysis Scenarios
25 Year MUD Bonds  15 Year MUD Bonds No MUD 

$0 City Taxes for 35 years  $0 City Taxes for 25 years  Full City Taxes collected upon 
annexation 

$65.1 million MUD Taxes  $27.6 million MUD Taxes $0 MUD Taxes 
Outstanding MUD Bonds 
become a City liability if 
annexation is scheduled prior to 
repayment 

Outstanding MUD Bonds 
become a City liability if 
annexation is scheduled prior to 
repayment 

City assumes no MUD Bond 
debt upon full purpose 
annexation 

$$$ ESD Reimbursement  $$ ESD Reimbursement $ ESD Reimbursement
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terms  shorter  than  the  25  year  term  requested  for  this MUD.    The  amount  and  term  of  authorized  bonds 
requested  by  the  developer would  be  2.34  times  as  generous  as  the  similarly  situated  Estancia  PID  that was 
created just last year.  The 25 year term requested by the Cascades developer increases the time period in which 
the City will collect no City property tax by 10 years.  With a 25 year term, the MUD would be able to divert the 
full city tax rate for 35 years. 
 
Key Issues with Cascades MUD Proposal 
Using  the Council adopted MUD policy guidance  to  review  the Cascades MUD proposal, staff has  identified key 
issues  related  to  the developer’s  request  for your consideration.   The  location of  this project  relative  to nearby 
centers identified in the Imagine Austin comprehensive plan and in close proximity to the interchange with State 
Highway  45  Southeast  is  noteworthy.    Creation  of  a MUD  at  this  location  is  certain  to  be  problematic  as  the 
surrounding properties become available and succumb  to development pressures along  the  IH 35 corridor.   The 
developer’s proposed 25  year  term  for  the MUD bonds  and  the MUD’s  ability  to expand  its boundaries  in  the 
future are of great  concern  to  staff due  to  the negative  impact  these allowances have on  the City’s otherwise 
unimpeded ability to annex other developing areas in accordance with customary policies and procedures.  On the 
other  hand,  the  developer  is  agreeable  to  several  enhancements  to  the  previously  approved  preliminary  plat 
(2008) contingent on the City’s approval of the MUD.   However, these  improvements could be  incorporated  into 
the project without the MUD as part of normal development expenses.  Finally, the developer is unable to provide 
a  solution  to  address  the  Planning  Commission  condition  of  providing  a mechanism  to  guarantee  affordable 
homeownership as was presented to Council as a benefit at first reading. 
 

 

Cascades MUD Proposed Bond Summary 

$36,900,000 Proposed MUD Bonds issued over 7 years, payable through 2046 
$4.1 million 
(2016‐2040) 

$2.9 million 
(2017‐2041) 

$4.6 million 
(2018‐2042) 

$4.0 million 
(2019‐2043) 

$7.1 million 
(2020‐2044) 

$7.1 million 
(2021‐2045) 

$7.1 million 
(2022‐2046) 

Construction and non‐construction expenses (in millions): 
  $0.3  general construction, erosion & sedimentation
  $8.5  street & drainage*
  $4.8  water & wastewater
  $0.8  ponds 
  $2.4  dry utilities*
  $1.8  MUD civic center*
  $0.7  incidental construction
  $0.8  regional stormwater fees (RSMP)*
  $7.2  construction contingency*
  $3.0  engineering, surveying, processing & administration
  $3.0  inspections & testing
  $3.0  governmental fees
  $0.7  legal fees 
  $0.7  financial fees
  $0.6  engineering fees
  $2.2  interest 
  $1.8  developer interest
  $1.1  bond discount
  $0.3  MUD creation
  $0.2  MUD administration & organization

 
*Although allowable these expenses (approximately $20.7 million or 56% of the proposed MUD Bond issuances) 
are  generally  not MUD  expenditures.    Typically  the  developer  assumes  payment  of  these  obligations,  and 
recaptures the expense from homes sales revenue. 
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We hope this  information  is helpful  in your decision to support or deny consent to the creation of the Cascades 
MUD which  is posted on your August 7 Council Agenda.    If you have questions or need any clarification, please 
contact Virginia Collier by email at virginia.collier@austintexas.gov or phone at 512‐974‐2022. 
 
 
Cc:  Marc A. Ott, City Manager 

Sue Edwards, Assistant City Manager 
Greg Guernsey, Director, Planning and Development Review 



 

Exhibit C 
Page 1 of 5 
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C I T Y   O F   A U S T I N 
 

A N N E X A T I O N   S E R V I C E   P L A N 
 
 
     Case Name:  Cascades MUD No. 1   
     Subject to the Amended Strategic Partnership Agreement 
     Date:  October 1, 2018 
 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
This Service Plan (“Plan”) is made by the City of Austin, Texas (“City”) in accordance with a 
First Amended and Restated Strategic Partnership Agreement (“Amended SPA”) between the 
City and Cascades Municipal Utility District No. 1 (“MUD”) pursuant to Texas Local 
Government Code Section 43.0751.  This Plan relates to the annexation to the City of land 
(“annexation area”) known as the Cascades MUD No. 1 area.  The MUD was created under 
Chapter 8477, Subtitle F, Title 6, Special District Local Laws Code, and Chapters 49 and 54 of 
the Texas Water Code.  The annexation area is located in southeastern Travis County and is 
currently in the City’s limited purpose jurisdiction. 
 
The annexation area is described by metes and bounds in Exhibit A, which is attached to this 
Plan and to the annexation ordinance of which this Plan is a part.  The annexation area is also 
shown on the map in Exhibit A.  
 
EFFECTIVE TERM 
 
This Plan shall be in effect for a ten-year period commencing on the effective date of the 
annexation, unless otherwise stated in this Plan.  Renewal of this Plan shall be at the option of 
the City.  Such option may be exercised by the adoption of an ordinance by the City Council, 
which refers to this Plan and specifically renews this Plan for a stated period of time. 
 
INTENT 
 
It is the intent of the City that services under this Plan shall include full municipal services as 
described in the Texas Local Government Code.  
 
The City reserves the right guaranteed to it by the Texas Local Government Code to amend this 
Plan if the City Council determines that changed conditions or subsequent occurrence or any 
other legally sufficient circumstances exist under the Texas Local Government Code or other 
Texas laws to make this Plan unworkable or obsolete or unlawful. 
 
 
SERVICE COMPONENTS 
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In General.  This Plan includes three service components: (1) the Early Action Program, (2) 
Additional Services, and (3) a Capital Improvement Program.   
 
As used in this Plan, providing services includes having services provided by any method or 
means by which the City extends municipal services to any other area of the City.  This may 
include causing or allowing private utilities, governmental entities and other public service 
organizations to provide such services by contract, in whole or in part.  It may also include 
separate agreements with associations or similar entities. 
 
EARLY ACTION PROGRAM 
 
The following services will be provided in the annexation area commencing on the effective date 
of the annexation, unless otherwise noted. 
 
a. Police Protection.  The Austin Police Department (“APD”) will provide protection and 

law enforcement services in the annexation area.   
 
b. Fire Protection.  The Austin Fire Department (“AFD”) will provide emergency and fire 

prevention services in the annexation area.  
 
c. Emergency Medical Service.  The City of Austin/Travis County Emergency Medical 

Services (“EMS”) Department will provide emergency medical services in the annexation 
area. 

 
d. Solid Waste Collection.  The Austin Resource Recovery Department will provide services 

in the annexation area.  Services will be provided by City personnel or by solid waste 
service providers under contract with the City.   
 

e. Maintenance of Water and Wastewater Facilities.   Water and wastewater service will be 
provided to areas that are not within the certificated service area of another utility 
through existing City facilities located within or adjacent to the area, unless otherwise 
mutually agreed upon by the utilities. The facilities will be maintained and operated by 
Austin Water as governed by standard policies and procedures, and under the provisions 
of the attached City service extension policy as amended from time to time.  Water and 
wastewater services to new development and subdivisions will be provided according to 
the standard policies and procedures of Austin Water, which may require the developer 
of a new subdivision or site plan to install water and wastewater lines.  The extension of 
water and sewer service will be provided in accordance with the attached water and 
wastewater service extension policy as amended from time to time. 

 
f. Maintenance of Roads and Streets, Including Street Lighting.  The Public Works 

Department will maintain public streets over which the City has jurisdiction.   
 
The Transportation Department will also provide regulatory signage services in the 
annexation area.  
 
Street lighting will be maintained in accordance with the City of Austin ordinances, 
Austin Energy criteria and state law. 

 
g. Maintenance of Parks, Playgrounds, and Swimming Pools.  At this time there are no 

public recreation facilities in the annexation area. 
 



 

Exhibit C 
Page 3 of 5 

Recreational facilities and area amenities, including parks, pools, splash pads, 
community centers, and medians, that are privately owned, maintained, or operated will 
be unaffected by the annexation. 

 
h. Maintenance of Any Other Publicly-Owned Facility, Building, or Service.  Should the City 

acquire any other facilities, buildings, or services necessary for municipal services 
located within the annexation area, an appropriate City department will provide 
maintenance services for them. 

 
ADDITIONAL SERVICES 
 
Certain services, in addition to the above services, will be provided within the annexation area if 
they are provided elsewhere in the city limits.  They are as follows: 
 
a. Watershed Protection.  The Watershed Protection Department will provide drainage 

services in accordance with and as limited by applicable codes, laws, ordinances and 
special agreements.  Drainage planning and maintenance are fee-based services. 
 

b. Planning and Development Review.  The Planning and Zoning Department and the 
Development Services Department will provide comprehensive planning, land 
development and building review and inspection services in accordance with and as 
limited by applicable codes, laws, ordinances and special agreements.   

 
c. Code Compliance.  In order to attain compliance with City codes regarding land use 

regulations and the maintenance of structures, the City’s Code Compliance Department 
will provide education, cooperation, enforcement and abatement relating to code 
violations 

 
d. Library. Upon annexation, residents may utilize all Austin Public Library facilities. 
 
e. Public Health, Social, and Environmental Health Services.  The Austin/Travis County 

Health and Human Services Department will continue to work in partnership with the 
community to promote health, safety, and well being.   

 
f. Austin Energy.  Austin Energy will continue to provide electric utility service to all areas 

which the City is authorized to serve by the Public Utility Commission of Texas. 
 
g. Anti-litter Services.  Austin Resource Recovery will provide anti-litter services in the 

annexed area. Anti-litter is a fee-based service. 
 
h. Other Services.  All other City Departments with jurisdiction in the area will provide 

services according to City policy and procedure. 
 
 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM 
 
The City will initiate the construction of capital improvements necessary for providing 
municipal services for the annexation area as necessary.  
 
Each component of the Capital Improvement Program is subject to the City providing the 
related service directly.  In the event that the related service is provided through a contract 
service provider, the capital improvement may not be constructed or acquired by the City but 
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may be provided by the contract provider.  The City may also lease buildings in lieu of 
construction of any necessary buildings. 
 
The annexation area will be included with other territory in connection with planning for new or 
expanded facilities, functions, and services.  No capital improvements are necessary at this time 
to provide the following services:  
 

 Police Protection 

 Fire Protection 

 Emergency Medical Services 

 Solid Waste Collection 

 Water and Wastewater Facilities 

 Roads and Streets 

 Street Lighting 

 Parks, Playgrounds and Swimming Pools 

 Watershed Protection 
 
 
AMENDMENT: GOVERNING LAW 
 
This Plan may not be amended or repealed except as provided by the Texas Local Government 
Code or other controlling law.  Neither changes in the methods or means of implementing any 
part of the service programs nor changes in the responsibilities of the various departments of 
the City shall constitute amendments to this Plan, and the City reserves the right to make such 
changes.  This Plan is subject to and shall be interpreted in accordance with the Constitution 
and laws of the United States of America and the State of Texas, the Texas Local Government 
Code, and the orders, rules and regulations of governmental bodies and officers having 
jurisdiction. 
 
 
FORCE MAJEURE 
 
In case of an emergency, such as force majeure as that term is defined in this Plan, in which the 
City is forced to temporarily divert its personnel and resources away from the annexation area 
for humanitarian purposes or protection of the general public, the City obligates itself to take all 
reasonable measures to restore services to the annexation area of the level described in this Plan 
as soon as possible.  Force majeure shall include, but not be limited to, acts of God, acts of the 
public enemy, war, blockages, insurrection, riots, epidemics, landslides, lightning, earthquakes, 
fires, storms, floods, washouts, droughts, tornadoes, hurricanes, arrest and restraint of 
government, explosions, collisions and other inability of the City, whether similar to those 
enumerated or otherwise, which is not within the control of the City.  Unavailability or shortage 
of funds shall not constitute force majeure for purposes of this Plan. 
 
SUMMARY OF THE WATER AND WASTEWATER UTILITY SERVICE EXTENSION 
POLICY 
 
The following information is a summary of the Austin Water Service Extension Policy, as set out 
in Chapter 25-9 of the Austin Land Development Code. 
 
Application for Service 
Water and wastewater service is only provided to lots that have been properly subdivided and 
platted or are a legal lot.  If a lot does not have accessible City water or wastewater infrastructure 
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within 100 feet from the property’s boundary or the existing City infrastructure cannot meet the 
needs of the proposed development, the owner must make an application for an extension of 
service to the Director of Austin Water for review.  The Director may approve an application in 
certain circumstances; otherwise, City Council approval is required.   
 
Cost Participation 
If the City requires oversizing of the proposed infrastructure, with City Council approval, the 
City may reimburse the developer for the City’s proportionate share of the cost of constructing 
certain facilities.  The actual calculation of the cost participation amounts, including limits and 
the schedules for the payments, are included in the City’s Land Development Code.  
 
Impact Fee Waiver 
For lots served by an existing well or septic system at the time of annexation, the owner will not 
be required to pay impact fees (also known as capital recovery fees) if an Austin Water tap 
permit is obtained by the property owner on or before the second anniversary of the date of 
annexation.  The owner will still be required to pay other applicable connection fees. 
 
This policy is set by the City Council and can be amended in the future by ordinance. 
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BACKGROUND 

In January 2013, Onion Associates, Ltd. submitted a petition requesting the City’s consent to the 
creation of the Cascades MUD.  The proposed MUD includes 136 acres located along the south side of 
Onion Creek east of IH 35 South in Travis County, Texas.  The site is undeveloped and proposed future 
development includes single family and multi-family residential, commercial, and park land uses.   

Cascades MUD Assumptions 
Description 
 Acreage 136 
 Population at Build-out 2,886 
Land Use 
 Single Family Residential Units 370 
 Condos/Town Homes 1,458 
 Commercial sq ft (non-retail) 62,000 
 Retail sq ft 63,555 
 Community Center 1 
 Parkland/Open Space acres 5 
Financial 
 Assessed Value at Build-out $232,519,026 
 MUD Bond Reimbursables $36,900,000 
 Proposed MUD Tax Rate $0.97/$100 

 

CITY PROCESS 

The City’s practice regarding new MUDs is to require enabling legislation in order to have certain 
protections for the City in the MUD bill, including a City representative on the Board.  Negotiation of a 
consent agreement would follow.  On March 26, 2013, legislation was filed to create this MUD.  On April 
11, 2013, City Council approved a resolution in support of this special legislation. This resolution, 
however, does not limit the Council’s action on the Applicant’s MUD application after it has been 
reviewed by boards and commissions.  

The City Code process for applications for new MUDs requires review by staff and boards and 
commissions prior to action by Council, including the Parks Board, Environmental Board, Urban 
Transportation Commission, Planning Commission, and Water and Wastewater Commission.   

If Council does not consent to the creation of this MUD at the conclusion of the Board and Commission 
reviews described above, the City could commence full purpose annexation, extending city regulations 
and services to the area; execute a cost reimbursement agreement; and the Applicant would likely build 
a standard subdivision similar to the development described in the approved preliminary plan. The 
legislation provides that if the City does not consent to the MUD, the MUD would dissolve automatically 
on September 1, 2014. 
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CITY MUD POLICY 

The City’s adopted MUD policy, Resolution No. 20110217-030, states that requests for consent to 
creation of a district shall be evaluated according to the following: 

• Benefits to the City exceed those that would result through the standard development process 
or other types of districts, 

• Applicant commitment to provide superior development, 
• Adherence to the City’s comprehensive plan, 
• Provision of extraordinary public benefits including environmental improvement, affordable 

housing, community amenities, connectivity with other city infrastructure, open space, school 
sites, public safety sites, and public transportation infrastructure, 

• City land use control, 
• Water and wastewater service provided by the City of Austin, 
• Applicant will contribute a portion of infrastructure without reimbursement by the MUD or the 

City, 
• MUD financing allows City to redirect CIP funds to other high priority needs,  
• Will not impair the City's future annexation of the MUD or adjacent property, or impose costs 

not mutually agreed upon, and  
• Located entirely in the City’s ETJ. 

STAFF EVALUATION 

Pros to MUD Creation: 
The Applicant is agreeable to incorporating 
many desirable elements into the proposed 
Cascades at Onion Creek subdivision, which are 
described in greater detail on the following 
pages of this report. 
 

Cons to MUD Creation: 
The City will be prohibited from annexing the 
area for full purposes for at least 30 years so 
that property owners would be allowed to pay 
taxes that support MUD bonds in lieu of city 
taxes which support amenities and quality of 
life that benefit taxpayers city wide. 

The MUD may be able to expand its boundaries 
to another specific property in the future, 
creating further impediments to the city’s 
ability to continue to expand its tax base and 
increase efficiencies in municipal service 
delivery. 

Disorderly growth and fragmented, inefficient 
service delivery may occur. 

This project meets the Imagine Austin criteria 
and state law requirements for full purpose 
annexation at this time.  Accordingly, unlike in 
some areas of the ETJ, creation of a MUD and 
limited purpose annexation at this location is 
not necessary to allow the City to extend land 
use controls. 

If Council decides to grant consent to the creation of the MUD, staff will need specific direction on MUD 
Bonds and MUD Boundary expansion to resolve issues related to these aspects of the proposed consent 
agreement as described below.
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DEPARTMENTAL ANALYSIS OF ISSUES 

 
Staff from multiple City departments have reviewed the proposal and met with the applicant to discuss 
desired City outcomes as expressed in the City’s MUD policy. Normally staff would not recommend that 
the City consent to the creation of a MUD at a location such as this due to its proximity to existing 
development and completed road and utility infrastructure.  The overall negative impact of creating a 
MUD includes the limitations on the City’s ability to annex the area and the precedent of supporting 
creation of a MUD adjacent to the existing city limits. 

The staff has assessed the benefits and drawbacks of the Cascades MUD proposal as discussed below.  
The benefits identified below assume that the City would immediately annex the property upon the 
filing of a site plan or subdivision plan and applicable City ordinances would have applied.  The 
applicant’s response to staff recommendations are offered contingent upon approval of the MUD.  The 
applicant, unless otherwise stated below, has committed to provide each of the “Benefits” in a Consent 
Agreement. 

Affordable Housing 
 
The market analysis for this project suggests the average lot sales price of approximately $50,148 and an 
average home value of $210,000 would be market justified.   The average value for a multi-family condo 
unit within this project is $126,167. Current median family income (MFI) in the Austin metropolitan 
statistical area is $73,200.  Consistent with the trend of other developers requesting special 
consideration from the City, and if Council consents to the creation of a MUD, the applicant has 
committed to provide the following “Benefits” in regard to affordable housing:  
 

Benefits: 
• A $545,800 financial contribution to the City’s affordable housing program equal to 2% of 

the net reimbursements for “hard” construction costs received by the Applicant out of the 
district’s bonds. 

• 10% of the residential rental units within the district will be set aside by restrictive covenant 
for households with an income level of 60% or less of the MFI for a period of 40 years. 

• 10% of the owner-occupied residential units within the district by restrictive covenant will 
be priced, at the time of their initial offering for sale, at a price that is affordable to a 
household with an income level of 80% of the MFI. 
 

Deficiencies: 
• None 

 
Annexation 
 
Over the years, staff has recommended against the creation of new political subdivisions (including 
MUDs) in the City’s ETJ because of the impact they have on the City’s otherwise unimpeded ability to 
annex territory.  State law requires that upon annexation, the City must dissolve the MUD and assume 
its bonded indebtedness.  The applicant proposes approximately $36.9 million dollars in MUD bonds to 
finance improvements for this development.  If the MUD is annexed before this debt is paid in full, the 
City must absorb the remaining debt at the expense to ratepayers citywide.  The impact on annexation is 
arguably the most significant detriment to creation of this MUD. 
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The proposed MUD is located entirely within the City’s extraterritorial jurisdiction and is contiguous to 
the City’s full purpose jurisdiction.  This project meets the Imagine Austin criteria for annexation, and 
the Planning and Development Review Department recommends that it should be annexed for full 
purposes in 2013 so the City can extend all of its regulatory and taxation authority.  MUDs can be 
annexed for limited purposes to extend City planning and zoning authority, but they are incompatible 
with full purpose annexation due to the high property tax burden resulting from MUD bond debt. 

Benefits: 
• None   

 
Deficiencies: 

• Projected cash flows provide an analytical tool for assessing the expected annual financial 
impact to the City of a proposed annexation.  Estimated revenue and requirements 
associated with annexation of the Cascades development based on the assumption that the 
area will build out as anticipated and if it were to be annexed this year results in a positive 
25-year NPV of $6.2 million.  This analysis is not intended to identify or predict exact costs 
or revenue. Under this analysis the annexation would break even at year 15. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Art in Public Places 
 
Art in public places can be considered a benefit to the City.  If Council consents to the creation of a 
MUD, the applicant has committed to provide the following “Benefits” in regard to public art:  

 
Benefits: 

• An art master plan for the project which includes the following language, requested by City 
Staff, in the Consent Agreement: 

“The Applicant will prepare a Public Art Master Plan, which will identify 
opportunities, guiding principles and locations within the Project for 
outdoor art installations to be implemented and managed by the 
Applicant.  All subsequent operations and maintenance of the artwork 
will be the responsibility of the Applicant or the owners association.” 

• Interpretive signage and related artwork along the Onion Creek trail system describing the 
history of the area. 

 
Deficiencies: 

• None  
 
 
 

Full Purpose Annexation Scenario 
 Assessed Value at Build-out $232,519,026 
 Annual City Property Tax – O&M $875,128 
 Annual City Property Tax – G.O. Debt $276,670 
 Annual City Sales Tax $95,333 
 25-year NPV of annexation $6,161,075 
 Austin Water Cost Reimbursement ($3,445,939) 
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MUD Bonds 
 
The reality is that the longer the term of the bonds the longer the City must wait to annex the area. 

 
Benefits: 

• None  
 

Deficiencies: 
• The Applicant has submitted a Bond Capacity pro forma showing a 25-year bond schedule in 

accordance with the City’s MUD policy.  Staff recommends that the term of the bonds be 
decreased to 15 years with the first bond issuance starting within a 10-year period. A 
shorter bond term would reduce the negative impact of delayed full purpose annexation on 
the City’s general fund. 
 

MUD Boundary Expansion 
 
Any further expansion of the MUD is a significant risk to the City.  Presumably the expanded MUD would 
require additional bond capacity to develop, creating further constraints to the City’s ability to annex. 

Benefits: 
• The Applicant will donate a site for a school if he is able to expand the MUD boundary. 

 
Deficiencies: 

• The Applicant requests that a 158 acre tract in the ETJ be designated as additional project 
area that may be annexed to the district in the future. 

 
Drainage 
 
The applicant is not proposing on-site stormwater detention and is agreeable to the following methods 
of detention pending demonstration that there will be no adverse impact to downstream properties: 

 
Benefits: 

• Participation in the RSMP for the entire project.  (215 acres has received conditional 
approval to participate in the RSMP by letter dated May 1, 2007 and 12 acres has received 
conditional approval to participate in the RSMP by letter dated September 19, 2012) 

• If RSMP is not approved, the development will design their detention pond to meet the 
Volumetric Design Procedure. 

 
Deficiencies: 

• None 
 
Energy Efficiency 

 
Benefits: 

• The Applicant has agreed to include the following language in the Consent Agreement, as 
recommended by City Staff:  “All buildings will achieve a two star rating under the City’s 
Austin Energy Green Building program using the applicable ratings versions in effect at the 
time ratings applications are submitted for individual buildings.”   
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Deficiencies: 
• None 

 
Parkland and Open Space 
 
The proposed Cascades MUD does not meet the parkland dedicated requirement for land.  The trail 
described below is also described as a benefit in the transportation section of this report. 

Additional “Benefits” that the applicant has committed to provide if Council consents to the creation of 
a MUD include:  

 
Benefits: 

• An extension of the Onion Creek Trail from IH35 through the entirety of the project, with 
connectivity of the Onion Creek Trail within the project through an easement dedicated to 
the City.   

• The Onion Creek Trail extension through the project will be constructed of 12-foot wide 
concrete, with 2-foot shoulders, which exceeds City design criteria and meets the additional 
width requested by the City’s neighborhood connectivity division. 

• All park land, open space and trails will be open for use by the public.   
• Park facilities will be owned and maintained by either the homeowners association or the 

district. 
• A Park Facility Investment of $200 per LUE, or $226,400 is required; the developer has 

agreed to fund at least $645,000 in improvements, including playing fields, an observation 
pier, soccer field and extensive hike and bike trail improvements, which will be owned by 
the district and open to the public. 

 
Deficiencies: 

• The proposed Cascades MUD does not meet the parkland dedicated requirement for land; 
however, the 13.62 acre parkland deficiency is being met by a fee-in-lieu amount of 
$15,019.62 per acre based on a third party appraisal.  The appraisal submitted was for 
117.1880 acres and valued at $1,760,000.   

 
Public Facilities 
 
Similar to other new developments and what homebuyers expect to find in newer neighborhoods, the 
applicant is proposing to incorporate a community civic reserve center in the project. 

Other public facilities that MUDs have donated in the past include land for schools.  This project is 
located within the Austin Independent School District.  AISD has indicated that this development would 
add approximately 476 students over all grade levels.  Although this development by itself would not 
generate enough students to merit a school site, population projections and development trends 
indicate a new elementary school for the southeast area of Austin will be needed within the next five 
years.  The applicant has indicated that a school site will not made available within original project area 
but could be made available within any additional project area that is added to the MUD in the future. 

Benefits: 
• A community civic reserve center not open to the public. 
• If the proposed additional project area is added to the MUD, a school site will be made 

available within that area. 
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Deficiencies: 

• School site not made available within original project area. 
 
Public Safety 
 
The City will be required to provide public safety services to the area upon full purpose annexation.  
Travis County and the Emergency Service District (ESD) will continue to provide these services to the 
area prior to annexation.  In the past, some MUDs have provided sites and funding for public facilities 
such as fire stations.  If Council consents to the creation of a MUD, the developer is agreeable to 
donating a site for a future fire station containing two net buildable acres.  The location will be 
designated as part of the PUD process, and will be a site mutually agreeable to the Applicant and AFD 
within the project.  This represents a potential future opportunity cost as the City would not be able to 
utilize the site until after full purpose annexation and funding for construction and staffing of a new 
station are secured. 

Benefits: 
• A fire station site containing two net buildable acres.  The location will be designated as part 

of the PUD process, and will be a site mutually agreeable to the Applicant and AFD within 
the project.   

• As agreed with City staff, the initially designated fire station site may be relocated to 
another site within the project in the future with the approval of the City. 

 
Deficiencies: 

• None 
 
Transportation 
 
A significant drawback to creating a MUD and excluding these properties from the City’s full purpose 
jurisdiction for the next several decades is that the CapMetro service area will not be extended to 
incorporate this new development and residents will not have access to CapMetro services.  Staff 
requested and the applicant rejected the donation of a 10-acre site for a multi-modal transit center 
similar to what other developers have provided.  The trail described below is also described as a benefit 
in the parkland and open space section of this report 

The applicant has committed to provide the following “Benefits” if Council consents to the creation of 
the MUD: 
 

Benefits: 
• Provide connectivity of the Onion Creek Trail within the project in order to provide 

connectivity between MUD amenities and City amenities outside the MUD District 
boundary. 

• Install two ADA-compliant, sixteen-foot wide pedestrian/bicycle tunnels under Cascades 
Parkway to provide connectivity to parks and other destinations without crossing major 
roads within the project. 

• Provide bicycle routes, including a connection to the Onion Creek greenway, to connect to 
existing or planned bicycle routes. 

• Dedicate and construct in accordance with American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials standards of a publicly accessible twelve-foot wide concrete multi-
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use path with two-foot graded area with a maximum 1V:6H slope on each side identified as 
the Onion Creek Greenway / Route 963.0002 within COA Bicycle Master Plan within the 
boundaries of the MUD. 

• Provide for collector street(s)  buffered bicycle lanes (consisting of a six-foot six-inch bicycle 
lane with a two-foot buffer between bicycle lane and motor vehicle lane in accordance with 
National Association of City Transportation Officials guidance) with restricted on-street 
parking and minimum five-foot sidewalks (seven-foot sidewalks in a 15-foot module if 
Commercial Design Standards apply). 

• Bicycle parking for multi-family, amenity center(s), and mixed-use/commercial meeting City 
Code requirements. 

• Provide a minimum of one shower/changing facility within the civic reserve community 
center that will be available for use by the public. 

 
Deficiencies: 

• No donation of a 10-acre site for a multi-modal transit center. 
• Properties in the MUD will be excluded from CapMetro service area. 

 
Tree Preservation and Mitigation 
 
Tree preservation is important; trees provide many benefits to the community and can significantly 
enhance property values.  The applicant has committed to provide the following benefits if Council 
consents to the creation of the MUD: 
 

Benefits: 
• A tree preservation plan in consultation with the City’s arborist during the PUD process that, 

at a minimum will satisfy the requirements of the City’s tree preservation ordinance, 
Protected and Heritage Tree, with additional emphasis given to trees less than 19” in 
diameter, where feasible, counting towards or fulfilling the tree planting/preservation 
requirements. 

• A tree care plan, prepared by a certified arborist, will be provided for construction-related 
impacts within the critical root zone of all trees that are required to be preserved. 

• Properly maintained landscaping, subject to any applicable water use or other restrictions 
imposed by the City or other governmental authority. 

• Upon reclaimed water being brought to the project, use reclaimed water for irrigation in 
open space areas where such use is economically feasible, subject to any applicable water 
use restrictions imposed by the City. 

• A tree corridor planned in consultation with the City’s arborist along the Onion Creek Trail 
extension. 

• Implementation of species diversity in any landscaping or revegetation requirement, using 
no more than 25% of any one species. 

• A minimum of three trees selected from the City’s appropriate species list will be provided 
on each residential lot. 
 

Deficiencies: 
• None 
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Urban Design 
 
Good urban design should be standard of new development.  Developers who expect to be competitive 
should acknowledge that potential homebuyers presume to find these elements in modern 
communities.  The results provide significant benefits to future property owners however and will 
benefit the project significantly more than the City as a whole. 

The applicant has committed to provide the following “Benefits” if Council consents to the creation of 
the MUD: 
 

Benefits: 
• Sidewalk modules and building placement for the commercial and mixed-use multifamily 

areas will be designed in accordance with the Commercial Design Standards (Subchapter E) 
with: 

o Cascades Parkway is designated as a Core Transit Corridor;  
o the other roadways within these areas designated as Urban Roadways; and  
o lots over five acres designed according to Internal Circulation Route standards.   

 
Deficiencies: 

• None 
 
Water and Wastewater 
 

Benefits: 
• A Certificate of Convenience and Necessity (CCN) release agreement from Creedmoor-Maha 

WSC and payment of all related release fees.  The release has been processed by USDA, 
Creedmoor-Maha’s lender, and the removal of the property from Creedmoor-Maha’s CCN 
and its inclusion into the City’s CCN is in process at the Texas Commission on Environmental 
Quality (TCEQ).   The City would be the retail provider of water and wastewater service and 
collect all fees including capital recovery fees.  Applicant will fully support the City’s CCN 
application to the TCEQ 

• Waive reimbursement of the $3,445,939 amount authorized by City Council Resolution No. 
20081218-005 on December 18, 2008, for reimbursement of the actual construction costs, 
engineering, design, and project management costs associated with the 24-inch water 
transmission main that would cross through the property. 

• The Applicant has agreed to do the following, at the Applicant’s cost (Cascades Tract): 
o Water:  The addition of a second water feed into the proposed MUD when the 

development reaches 600 LUEs, with the preferred second feed being an extension 
of the proposed 24-inch water transmission main from its eastern terminus to the 
City’s existing 42-inch water transmission main in the proposed realignment of 
Bradshaw Road and, if easements for the preferred location cannot be secured, the 
alternative being an extension of the proposed 16-inch water main along the IH35 
frontage of the MUD south along IH35 to the existing 42-inch water transmission 
main. 

o Wastewater:  The addition of a 12-inch wastewater main with a minimum slope of 
1.2% originating from the middle “wastewater tie-in” on the City’s existing 24-inch 
wastewater interceptor and running south parallel to the creek that bisects the 
project to the southern boundary of the MUD.  Construct a wastewater main within 
the project appropriately sized to convey the flows from the eastern single-family 

http://www.cityofaustin.org/edims/document.cfm?id=124693
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portion of the proposed MUD and an additional 430 gpm of peak wet weather flow 
to allow wastewater service for an additional 125 acres south of the proposed MUD; 
and dedicate to City without cost at least two (2) appropriately sized wastewater 
easements at the southern boundary of the MUD District. 

•  The Applicant has agreed to do the following, at the Applicant’s cost (Cascades and Burratti 
Tracts): 

o Water:  The addition of a second water feed into the proposed MUD when the 
development reaches 600 LUEs, being the “looping” of the proposed 24-inch water 
transmission main from the City’s existing 36-inch water transmission main stub at 
the western boundary of the proposed MUD and IH35 frontage to the City’s existing 
42-inch water transmission main in the proposed realignment of Bradshaw Road. 

o Wastewater:  Construct an 18-inch wastewater interceptor from the eastern 
terminus of the City’s existing 24-inch wastewater interceptor to the low point at 
the eastern property line of the Burratti Tract along the existing Bradshaw Road.  

 
Deficiencies: 

• None 
 
Watershed Protection 
 

Benefits: 
• Provide innovative water quality controls, including 25% additional capture volume 
• Use of biofiltration and vegetative filter strips 
• A reduction in the use of potable water for onsite irrigation, including providing rainwater 

harvesting for commercial buildings 
• Implementing an Integrated Pest Management Plan 
• Native plant revegetation 
• Creek setbacks consistent with proposed amendments to Austin’s watershed protection 

ordinance 
• Restoration of riparian areas using native plant species with no-disturbance within 100’ of 

creek centerline other than proposed trail 
• Stabilization of areas of the creek bank using City of Austin preferred methods 
• Use of ribbon curbs and vegetative filter strips adjacent to parking in commercial areas (ie, 

innovative water management for parking areas) 
• Compliance with commercial landscape ordinance 
• Prohibition of polluting uses, especially within the creek setback area 
• Any areas annexed into the MUD must comply with all environmental requirements 

 
Deficiencies: 

• None 
 
Austin Resource Recovery 
 
Similar to if the project was annexed for full purposes, solid waste and recycling services will be provided 
by the City.  However, property owners would not be obligated to comply with City Ordinances until full 
purpose annexation. 

 
Benefits: 

• Solid waste and recycling services will be provided by the City. 
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Deficiencies: 

• Property owners in the MUD would not be obligated to comply with City Ordinances. 
 
 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Parks and Recreation Board 06/25/13 Unanimous recommendation on a 6-0 vote 

that Council approve the MUD following 
recommendation from the Community Development 
Commission 

Water and Wastewater Commission 07/10/13 Approved on a 4-1 vote with Commissioner 
Faust abstaining and Commissioner Gray absent 

Urban Transportation Commission 08/13/13 Unanimous recommendation on a 6-0 vote to 
deny consent to the creation of the MUD on the basis 
that the proposal does not meet the requirement of 
providing superior transportation infrastructure and 
precludes it in the future 

Environmental Board 10/02/13 No recommendation after a motion to 
recommend approval with conditions failed on a 3-4 
vote 

Planning Commission 01/28/14 Recommended approval of the consent 
agreement that incorporates the items contained in the 
staff report with five additional conditions as follows: 

1. The area will be annexed for limited purposes 
and receive an interim rural residence (I-RR) zoning 
designation.  This will ensure that the applicant applies 
for Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning which will 
be reviewed by the Planning Commission to ensure that 
the desired density and land uses that the Imagine 
Austin comprehensive plan envisions for this area will 
be required as part of the zoning for any future 
development. 

2. The applicant will have a conversation with 
Capital Metro to discuss a multi-modal transit location 
in the MUD. 

3. As part of any consent to the Cascade MUD, the 
MUD property owner must convey to the City, at the 
time of Council approval, in a location, form, and 
content acceptable to the City, water and wastewater 
easements across the MUD property for the purpose of 
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the City providing water and wastewater service to the 
58 acre tract (located at 12000 S IH 35 Service Road) 
and to other areas within the City’s service area. 

4. Prior to Council approval, the applicant will 
provide a definitive answer as to whether or not this 
development is going to negatively impact the 
surrounding pieces of property from a flood 
perspective. 

5. Prior to Council approval, the applicant will 
provide a mechanism to guarantee affordable 
homeownership at the level promised for 99 years. 

 



City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3362, Agenda Item #: 20. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #20: Approve an ordinance authorizing the negotiation and execution of an interlocal agreement
regarding the release of approximately 33 acres of extraterritorial jurisdiction (“ETJ”) to the City of Dripping Springs.

QUESTION: Please compare the water quality and impervious regulations in Austin’s ETJ to the proposed agreement of
the property owners and the City of Dripping Springs. Are the 33 acres subject to the Save Our Springs ordinance and
would this release the land from the applicability of SOS?
MAYOR PRO TEM TOVO’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

1)  Please provide a comparison between the water quality and impervious regulations in Austin’s ETJ and the
proposed agreement of the property owners and the City of Dripping Springs.

Dripping Springs allows up to 35% impervious cover on a gross site area basis for development within the
Edwards Aquifer contributing zone and within their extraterritorial jurisdiction.  The proposed development
agreement limits impervious cover to 30% on a gross site area basis.  There is existing development on both
sites.  City of Austin regulations in this area would allow up to 25% impervious cover on a net site area basis
within the Bear Creek Watershed and 20% impervious cover on a net site area basis within the Barton Creek
Watershed.

Dripping Springs regulations desire to achieve no net increase in pollutants from storm water runoff.  Dripping
Springs achieves this by requiring water quality treatment sufficient to remove 90% of total suspended solids,
total phosphorus, and oil and grease, for a 2-year, 3-hour design storm.  It is difficult to make a direct
comparison between City of Austin and Dripping Springs water quality treatment regulations, since City of
Austin regulations do not size water quality controls based on a design storm but instead use the ½” plus
requirement.  However, Dripping Springs regulations would be less protective than the non-degradation controls
of the Save Our Springs Ordinance.

Dripping Springs does have water quality buffer zones on creeks although they are smaller in size than City of
Austin requirements, and Dripping Springs does have some critical environmental feature protections that do
not allow untreated runoff from developed areas into critical environmental features.

2)  Are the 33 acres subject to the Save Our Springs ordinance and would this release the land from the applicability
of SOS?

The land area in question is currently subject to the City of Austin Save Our Springs Ordinance.  The release of
the land from City of Austin jurisdiction would make the land subject to the development requirements of the
City of Dripping Springs, not the City of Austin Save Our Springs Ordinance, except that impervious cover shall be
limited to 30% gross site area per the conditions of the proposed Interlocal Agreement.

City of Austin Printed on 9/19/2018Page 1 of 2

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: 18-3362, Agenda Item #: 20. 9/20/2018���

City of Austin Printed on 9/19/2018Page 2 of 2

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3365, Agenda Item #: 24. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #24: Authorize negotiation and execution of eight interlocal agreements with the municipalities of Bee
Cave, Lakeway, Manor, Rollingwood, Village of San Leanna, Sunset Valley, Village of Volente and West Lake Hills to
provide public health services for a 12-month period beginning October 1, 2018, with up to four 12-month extension
options.

QUESTION: What is the total amount of fees, by municipality, that the eight municipalities will pay the City for public
health services?
COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

Seven of the eight ILA municipalities (Bee Cave, Lakeway, Manor, Rollingwood, Sunset Valley, Village of Volente and West
Lake Hills) will not directly pay any fees to the City of Austin for public health services provided through the ILA:  rather,
individual businesses located within those cities (e.g., food establishments, commercial pool/ spas, custodial care
facilities) will remit permit fees directly to the City of Austin during the annual permit application process, based on the
same City Council-adopted fee schedule applicable to City of Austin businesses.  The amount of revenue the City of
Austin receives from each of these seven ILA municipalities through their businesses will be a direct function of the
number of food establishments by type, commercial pool/ spas and custodial care facilities located in each ILA
municipality.  The eighth ILA municipality, the Village of San Leanna, will only receive services related to environmental
complaints.  For those environmental investigation-related services, the Village of San Leanna will pay the City of Austin
a flat fee of $1500 per year.   Based on the current number and mix of businesses operating in the ILA municipalities, the
revenue forecast for each jurisdiction is as follows:
                                Est. Revenue
Bee Cave:              $66,822           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments & Custodial Care Facilities
Lakeway:               $69,350           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities
Manor:                   $46,456           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities
Rollingwood:         $  4,613           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities
Sunset Valley:       $24,364           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities
Volente:                 $  1,967           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities
West Lake Hills:    $29,215           Paid by Businesses/ Permit Fees for Food Establishments, Pools/ Spas & Custodial Care Facilities
San Leanna:           $  1,500           Paid by the Municipality for Environmental Nuisance Services
                                TOTAL ESTIMATED:    $238,287

.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3308, Agenda Item #: 25. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #25: Authorize negotiation and execution of an interlocal agreement with Austin Independent School District
for Austin Public Health to provide youth development services within school campuses for a twelve-month term

beginning October 1, 2018 with four, 12-month renewal options.

QUESTION: What determined the target of the 78744 zip code for the CYD program? Which campuses are the other
programs being offered to and how were they selected? Do the City of Austin offer Shots for Tots throughout the entirety
of the city, or only the areas in Travis County?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
What determined the target of the 78744 zip code for the CYD program?

The Department of Family and Protective Services (DFPS), grantor,  selected zip codes where there appears to be

incidents of juvenile crime and other risk factors that contribute to juvenile crime and adverse outcomes for

youth. 78744 was a selected zip code that had the highest incidence of juvenile violent crime in the State of

Texas. This information was found when the CYD Interagency Planning Workgroup completed the research in

1995. Based on the most recent data for 78744, there is a 27.15% juvenile probation rate, 7.9 % confirmed child

abuse and neglect cases, 29.4 % teen pregnancy rate, and 23.3 % of families that have youth under the age of 18

years that are living in poverty. Based on this information 78744 has stayed one of the zip codes that is

considered “high risk for juvenile delinquency” that is in need of the preventative services.

Which campuses are the other programs being offered to and how were they selected?
AHA focuses on zip codes in the eastern crescent with the most challenging numbers of teen birth rates. Zip

Codes where AHA focuses their efforts include: 78758 , 78753, 78724, 78723, 78721, 78741, 78617, and 78744.

Based on 2015 teen birth rates, these zip codes had over 630 teen births for females aged 13-19.  Travis County

teen birth rate is 18% compared to Caldwell County with a 30.8% rate, and Williamson County with a 10% teen

birth rate. (Date aggregated: 3/15/2017; Source: Texas Department of State Health Services, Center for Health

Statistics). DSHS has responded to APH that 2016 data won’t be finalized until the end of 2018.  Staff is working

with campuses in the identified zip codes to make the final decision about service delivery.

The AYD program is offered to all students who meet the programs age criteria of 17-22 years and have or are

working toward a high school diploma or GED.

Do the City of Austin offer Shots for Tots throughout the entirety of the city, or only the areas in Travis County?
AISD selected 5 campuses (Martin, Burnet, Dobie, Fulmore and Webb Middles Schools) that were most out of

compliance with required vaccinations and reached out to APH Immunization Program to assist.  The Shots for

Tots program serves any/all children at Far South and St. John’s Clinics as long as they are Vaccines for Children

(VFC) eligible (i.e. Medicaid/no insurance). Annually both locations serve nearly 10,000 clients.   There are 75

Vaccines for Children providers throughout Travis County providing the same type of services as Shots for Tots.
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We are the administrator for these clinics and they deliver vaccinations to approximately 100,000 additional low

income/uninsured children in Travis County

QUESTION: What criteria will be used to determine which campuses receive particular youth development
services?  What is the expected term (half or full school year) of the youth development services?  Will the
services be offered during summer?  What is the frequency of the youth development services?  What is the
cost?  Please identify the schools.
COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

Community Youth Development (CYD) Program

1) What criteria will be used to determine which campuses receive particular youth development services?
The main criteria is that the campus is in the 78744 zip code or if 30% of youth attending campus live in
78744.  Current sub-contractors partner with these schools to provide services and/or inquire if services
are needed to any of the 78744 school campuses.

2) What is the expected term (half or full school year) of the youth development services?
Full Year

3) Will the services be offered during summer?
Yes

4) What is the frequency of the youth development services?
See attached.

5) What is the cost?
See below for cost for 3 subcontractors and 1 in-house (APH) service

- Mexic-Arte Museum: $78,000
- Creative Action: $80,000
- Workers Assistance Program: $73,469
- Police Activities League: $7,500
- Youth Advisory Council: $57,417 (includes partial APH FTE [60%] plus program costs)

6) Please identify the schools.

See grid attached.  Services are also provided at Dove Springs Rec Center, SE Austin Public Library and

other 78744 locations.  Only school campuses listed for this response

Austin Youth Development (AYD) Program

1) What criteria will be used to determine which campuses receive particular youth development services?
The criteria for youth to participate in the Austin Youth Development Program(AYD) is they must be

between the ages of 17-22 years old, live in within City of Austin, Travis County Area, have obtained or

working towards obtaining their GED or high school diploma.  Participants from all schools are accepted.

2) What is the expected term (half or full school year) of the youth development services?
The Austin Youth Development Program is one calendar year and is on an open entry/open exit basis.

3) Will the services be offered during summer?
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Youth Development Services are offered year round for all participants.

4) What is the frequency of the youth development services?
Youth Development Services are available Monday-Friday, except City holidays

5) What is the cost?
There is no cost to participate in the Austin Youth Development Program(AYD).

6) Please identify the schools.
All schools within City of Austin, Travis County area are eligible to participate in the AYD Program.

Currently, there are students from Clifton, Manor, and Austin High School participating.

Shots for Tots Program

1) What criteria will be used to determine which campuses receive particular youth development services?
AISD selected 5 campuses (Martin, Burnet, Dobie, Paredes and Webb Middle Schools) that were most

out of compliance with required vaccinations and reached out to APH Immunization Program to assist.

2) What is the expected term (half or full school year) of the youth development services?
Shots for Tots will set up one clinic per month at a Middle School selected by AISD based on non-

compliance rates.  We will “catch-up” 7th graders in the Fall and prepare 6th graders for entry to 7th

grade in the Spring.

3) Will the services be offered during summer?  No
4) What is the frequency of the youth development services?

One clinic per month, based on AISD request

5) What is the cost?
There is no cost to the school; clients must be Vaccines for Children eligible (uninsured, underinsured or

Medicaid eligible) - Shots for Tots has the capacity to provide this monthly outreach clinic)

6) Please identify the schools.
Webb, Dobie, Burnet, Martin and Paredes Middle Schools.  (AISD switched out Fulmore for Paredes).
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3360, Agenda Item #: 29. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #29: Authorize an amendment to an existing contract with Wolters Kluwer Financial Services, Inc., to
provide continued and additional automated audit management software and support, for an increase in the amount of
$439,948 and to extend the term by five years, for a revised total contract amount not to exceed $564,970.

QUESTION: Is this contract amendment renewing the contract with Wolters Kluwer Financial Services, Inc? Why is this
contract exempt from competitive bidding?

COUNCIL MEMBER TROXCLAIR’S OFFICE.

ANSWER:

1) Is this contract amendment renewing the contract with Wolters Kluwer Financial Services, Inc.?

The proposed amendment is extending the current contract with Wolters Kluwer Financial Services, Inc.
The current contract, which provides TeamMate software and support services for the Office of the City
Auditor, expires on October 10, 2018. This proposed amendment will extend the current contract by five
years and add TeamMate software and support services for Austin Water.

2) Why is this contract exempt from competitive bidding?
Wolters Kluwer Financial Services, Inc. is the sole owner and has full right and title to license the
TeamMate software package and is the sole entity permitted to license TeamMate. There are no
resellers of TeamMate in the United States.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3364, Agenda Item #: 36. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #36: Authorize negotiation and execution of a multi-term contract with lookthinkmake, LLC to provide
consulting services for a cultural tourism marketing strategy, for up to 18 months for a total contract amount not to
exceed $150,000.

QUESTION: Please explain in detail how this contract works with Visit Austin. Please clarify if this is a duplication with
Visit Austin activities/roles.
COUNCIL MEMBER ALTER’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
This item is being withdrawn and brought back for the October 18, 2018 Council meeting. An answer will be provided for

the 10/18 Q&A report.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3366, Agenda Item #: 47. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #47: Authorize award and execution of a construction contract with Muniz Concrete & Contracting, Inc.
(MBE), for ADA Sidewalks & Ramp Improvements 2018 Group 20 Citywide IDIQ contract in the amount of $5,000,000 for
an initial 2-year term, with one 1-year extension option of
$1,500,000, for a total contract amount not to exceed $6,500,000.

QUESTION: Did other contractors bid on either of the contracts?  Were there opportunities to divide the work and the
allocation?
COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
A total of two bids were received for this solicitation. We contacted the seven Prime Contractors who attended the pre-
bid meeting to determine why they did not submit a bid.  Their response was their inability to compete against a specific
bidder who attended the pre-bid meeting. The noted bidder is the Contractor recommended for contract award.
Another reason provided was their limited bonding capacity.

Staff did attempt to maximize contracting opportunities for the contractor community. Specifically, the contract
authorization for this project was minimized to create a separate solicitation at a lower dollar amount. The smaller dollar
amount solicitation would provide companies with lower bonding capacity the ability to submit a bid. This effort
resulted in two contracts awards noted as Council agenda items #47 and #48. Muniz Concrete and Contracting is being
recommend for both contracts.  Local Government Code Chapter 252 outlines competitive sealed bidding procedures for
municipal expenditures exceeding $50,000. This method is used for most construction projects and is commonly known
as the “low bid” method. The City solicited bids for Council agenda items #47 and #48 using the “low bid” method. A
contract procured using the low bid method must be awarded to the lowest responsive bid submitted by a responsible
bidder.  Responsiveness refers to the bid. A bid is a responsive bid if it generally conforms to the bid specifications.
Responsibility refers to the bidder.  Generally speaking, a bidder is considered a responsible bidder if it has the skill,

sufficient financial resources, and ability to perform the work.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3367, Agenda Item #: 48. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #48: Authorize award and execution of a construction contract with Muniz Concrete & Contracting, Inc.,
(MBE) for the ADA Sidewalks & Ramp Improve 2018 Group 21 Citywide IDIQ contract in the amount of $1,500,000 for a
2-year term, with no extension option, for a total contract amount not to exceed $1,500,000.

QUESTION: Did other contractors bid on either of the contracts?  Were there opportunities to divide the work and the
allocation?
COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

A total of five bids were received for this solicitation. Please see response provided for same question on item 47.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3349, Agenda Item #: 55. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #55: Approve a resolution relating to the reduction or waiver of fees for full-time active duty military
personal whose residences are unoccupied for extended periods of time during their deployment

QUESTION: Can City Staff please provide an estimate on the impact to City resources, including City Staff time, required
to accomplish the task(s) required in this resolution if approved?
COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
As drafted, the resolution directs the City Manager to examine current Austin Resource Recovery policies that may
unintentionally burden service members with fees during a period of active duty. Following the conversation during the
Council Work Session on September 18 regarding this item, it is our understanding that there may be a desire to expand
the scope of this item to include other fees paid by residents of Austin.

In order to accomplish this task all departments who manage user fees will be required to review the applicable policies,
ordinances and administrative rules related to those fees. Any proposed revisions would require detailed legal review to
ensure compliance with local and state laws regarding fees, as well as extensive public engagement and feedback to
ensure that any waivers are structured to truly benefit the target audience of active duty military personnel. Certain
recommendations may require briefings/action at relevant Boards and Commissions, as well as Council action. Also
depending on the fee and the recommendation regarding the fee, it may require redesign of billing systems. Because of
the above, it is difficult to accurately estimate the impact to City resources (staff time + financial costs) at this time.

QUESTION: What historic data is available to indicate how often this situation has occurred?  How were the situations
handled once the Department was made aware of the situation?  How is this situation handled by Austin Energy and
Austin Water?
COUNCIL MEMBER HOUSTON’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

1) What historic data is available to indicate how often this situation has occurred?

Within the last twelve months, there was one request made jointly to Austin Energy and Austin Resource
Recovery to waive fees for this type of situation. Other departments that administer fees did not have record of
any requests being made.

2) How were the situations handled once the Department was made aware of the situation?

Austin Energy was able to waive the deposit requirement. In accordance with Austin Resource Recovery’s
Administrative Rules, the requestor was not billed for cart fees while away from the residence.  However, the
requestor was billed the Base service fee as well as the Clean Community Fee as required by the City’s code.
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File #: 18-3349, Agenda Item #: 55. 9/20/2018���

3) How is this situation handled by Austin Energy and Austin Water?
There is no provision to waive utility fees or other charges on an active account for deployed military personnel.
To avoid utility charges during deployment, the customer would need to contact the Utility Contact Center and
request utility services be stopped/terminated. Upon return, the customer would need to contact the Utility
Contact Center to reconnect utility services. Reconnection fees and generally a deposit would be billed. Earlier
this year, City of Austin Utilities brought forward proposed utility regulation changes including the types of credit
security that are accepted to waive deposits. The utility regulation changes were approved on April 12, 2018,
and the associated policy included a deposit waiver for service members returning after deployment.
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LIST THE NAME OF 
CYD PROGRAM OR 
SUBGRANTEE (use 
a new line for each 

service)

SERVICE

(List 
individually, 

EACH TYPE of 
service to be 

offered. Include 
any Ancillary 

Services)

AVERAGE 
FREQUENCY 
OF SERVICES 
(Identify daily, 

weekly, 
monthly, as 

needed, etc.)

AVERAGE 
INTENSITY OF 

SERVICES

(Total # of 
sessions, visits, or 

interactions per 
participant)

AVERAGE 
DURATION OF 

SERVICES

(Identify the 
average amount 
of time it will take 
a participant to 
complete the 

program)

LOCATION 
SERVICES WILL BE 

DELIVERED 
(program, office, 

client’s school, client’s 
home, etc.)

DAYS/TIMES 
SERVICES 
WILL BE 

PROVIDED

(M-F 9-5, 
24/7 

services, 
weekend 
services, 

etc.)

Worker’s 
Assistance 
Program Mentoring

Monthly

48 Sessions

Cohort 1:

24 sessions

Cohort 2:

24 sessions

12 months

Cohort 1:

6 Months

Cohort 2:

6 Months

        Rodriguez 
Elementary 
(EM)

        Houston EM 

M-TH

2:45pm -5:15 
pm 

Worker’s 
Assistance 
Program 

Family 
Sessions

Monthly Families

12 sessions

12 months         Rodriguez 
EM 

        Houston EM 

M-TH

5:15 pm-

6:15pm



Worker’s 
Assistance 
Program 

Youth 
Leadership 
Development

Monthly

48 Sessions

Cohort 1:

24 sessions

Cohort 2:

24 sessions

12 months

Cohort 1:

6 Months

Cohort 2:

6 Months

        Rodriguez 
EM 

        Houston EM 

M-TH

2:45 pm-5:15 
pm

Fiscal Agent –
Youth Advisory 
Committee

Youth 
Advisory 
Committee 
(YAC)

Monthly 12 sessions 12 months         Mendez 
Middle 
School (MS)

        Harmony 
School of 
Excellence

M-SUN

5:00 pm to 
8:00 pm

Fiscal Agent –
Youth Advisory 
Committee

Youth 
Leadership 
Development 
(YLD)

Monthly 12 sessions 12 months         Mendez MS
        Harmony 

School of 
Excellence

M-SUN

5:00 pm to 
8:00 pm

Creative Action

Youth- Based 
Curriculum

Average of 3 
sessions per 
month per 
child

6 sessions 
(Sessions 2-5 
delivered 1-4 
weeks after the 
1st session. 
Session 6 
delivered 4-12 
weeks later

4-12 weeks         Rodriguez 
EM 

        Hillcrest EM
        Widen EM 
        Newton 

Collins EM 
        Ojeda MS
        Harmony 

School of 
Excellence

        Perez EM
        Sci-Tech 

Prep

M-F 8am-
5pm 



Mexic-Arte 
Museum

Youth- Based 
Curriculum

Weekly 6-8 sessions for 
Art outreach 
during School

6-8 sessions for 
Art outreach 
After School

10-12 Weeks 
During School

10-12 Weeks

After School

        Blazier EM
        Palm EM
        Widen EM 
        Hillcrest EM
        Harmony 

School of 
Innovation

        Ojeda MS

M-F

8am - 5pm 
and some 
weekends

Fiscal Agent- Austin 
Police Department 
(Police Activities 
League)

Recreational 
Services 

Weekly 60 sessions 5 months 

(2 season)

        Houston EM
        Rodriguez 

EM
        Perez EM
        Mendez MS

Afterschool, 
weekends



City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3350, Agenda Item #: 56. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #56: Approve a resolution identifying one or more council committees responsible for nominating
public and private sector members to the Community Development Commission.

QUESTION: Can City Staff please provide an estimate on the impact to City resources, including City Staff time, required
to accomplish the task(s) required in this resolution if approved?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:

Answer 1 (Austin Public Health): The resolution is a critical component and next step to meeting the tripartite
requirements of the Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) and the Texas Administrative Code.  It would have
minimum impact on APH staff.  APH staff are already in the process of reviewing and updating procedures so the tasks
identified in this resolution would be included in that process.

Answer 2 (City Clerk): The OCC currently processes nominations and assists Council Committees with their nomination
processes, the impact of this resolution is adding two additional Council Committees to work with on nominations and
developing a formal process that is constant for both Committees.  Once that has been developed, there would be
minimal impact to OCC staff time.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3346, Agenda Item #: 57. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #57: Approve an ordinance waiving or reimbursing certain development fees for the Highland

Neighborhood Park located at 401 West St. Johns Ave, Austin, TX 78752.

QUESTION: Starting in FY 2019 the Development Services Department (DSD) will be funded primarily through a separate
Enterprise Fund. Moving forward, what does it mean to waive or reimburse fees for an enterprise department? Can City
Staff please provide an estimate on the impact to City resources, including City Staff time, required to accomplish the
task(s) required in this resolution if approved?
COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
Waiving an enterprise department’s fees means that the related revenue will not be realized. Each enterprise
department expects, and budgets for, a certain level of fees to be waived annually; however, the specific projects or
events whose fees are waived are often not known ahead of time. Any unrealized revenue in excess of what is budgeted
would directly impact the fund’s ending balance and could potentially affect future year’s rates and/or fees. Fees can
only be waived by council action either through an IFC or as part of a development package (such as the recently
approved soccer stadium agreement).

Specific to Development Services, beginning in FY 2019, the newly-created Development Services Fund will receive a
transfer in from the General Fund for waived development fees. This transfer to DSD for waived fees in FY 2019 is
budgeted at $4.1 million. The amount of the transfer was estimated using prior year data and is necessary because DSD
does not have the ability to recover waived revenue since state law mandates that fees be set at the cost of providing a
service. If the unrealized revenue exceeds budgeted levels, the General Fund will increase the transfer to DSD incurring
unplanned for expenditures.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3352, Agenda Item #: 94. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #94: Approve an ordinance repealing Exhibits A, B, C, and D of Ordinance No. 20180809-113 ordering the
November 6, 2018 general and special municipal elections, and replacing them with new and additional exhibits that
adopt changes to election day and early voting polling places, attach an executed contract for election services, attach
executed joint election agreements, and list election day judges, central counting station staff, and early voting ballot
board members; and declaring an emergency.

QUESTION: Please post the list of Travis County voting and early voting locations.
COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
The documents from Travis County will be uploaded following adoption by Travis County Commissioner’s Court on

Tuesday.
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City of Austin

Recommendation for Action

301 W. Second Street
Austin, TX

File #: 18-3351, Agenda Item #: 96. 9/20/2018���

Agenda Item
Agenda Item #96: Approve a resolution initiating zoning, rezoning, and where appropriate, Future Land Use
Map (FLUM) amendments for properties located at 7901 East Ben White Boulevard; 810 Bastrop Highway
Southbound; 4811 South Congress Avenue; 711 West Powell Lane; 101 Hergotz Lane; 1709 East State Highway
71 Westbound; 401 Chaparral Road; 4511 Lucksinger Lane; 11606 North Lamar Boulevard; 6111 South
Congress Avenue; 3201 Burleson Road; 7501 Bluff Springs Road; 1301 West Oltorf Street; 2807 Cameron Loop;
1308 Thornberry Road; 7100 East US Highway 290; 8001 Lee Hill Drive; 423 Thompson Lane; 2815 East State
Highway 71 Westbound Service Road; and 6402 McNeil Drive to the appropriate mobile home residence (MH)
district; and initiating City Code Title 25 amendments, as necessary, to implement the zoning changes

QUESTION: Can City Staff please provide an estimate on the impact to City resources, including City Staff time, required
to accomplish the task(s) required in this resolution if approved?

COUNCIL MEMBER FLANNIGAN’S OFFICE

ANSWER:
The approximate time spent by the Planning and Zoning Department to complete a rezoning case without opposition is
5 hours.  By contrast, the amount of time spent by the Planning and Zoning Department to complete a rezoning case
with opposition varies greatly.
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