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[9:59:07 AM]

Good morning everybody, it’s 10 o’clock in the morning on August 27th, 2026, and | will call to order the
regular meeting of the Austin city council. We have a quorum of the city council present, and we are
meeting in the city council chambers, which are located in city hall at 301 west second street in Austin,
Texas. Members and members of the public. Let me walk through how this day is going to go. We will
have. We're going to take up one item that I've pulled.

[10:00:35 AM]

There's a couple of items that have been pulled from the consent agenda and members. Those are items
50, item 56 and item 61, items 50, 56 and 61. We are going to take up item 56 first, and then we will go
to the consent agenda when we take up the consent agenda, which is all the items except for the three
that I've mentioned. We will hear from the public and they will speak on each item as the item is called
up. We will then go to non consent items. The non consent items. We have items that are referred from
various council committees. Those are items 77, 78, 79, 80, 81 and 82. We then have eminent domain
items 83, 84 and 85. We will conduct public hearings on items 86, 87, 88 and 89. Wherever we are in the
agenda at Wright, at noon, as close to noon as we can pull it off, we will have our time certain of public
communication and we will have live music. We will recess at the end of the public communication,
which usually happens around 1230 to 1235. We will then have live. We will recess until about 110. And
we'll come back at 110, and we will finish other items that are on the agenda. And of course, as close as
we can to 2:00. We have a time certain for our zoning items. So with that, council members, the items,
there are no changes and corrections to read into the record on the agenda other than the items that
I've indicated that are pulled. And again, those are items 50, 56 and 61.



[10:02:18 AM]

With that being said, | will now call up item number 56 and item number 56 is related to the
confirmation of the manager's appointment of an interim fire chief before we. And as part of doing that,
we have some other things that we're going to do, and | want to recognize the city manager.

[10:02:39 AM]

>> Thank you, mayor and mayor pro tem and members of the city council and members of the Austin
fire department. Today, we have the privilege of recognizing someone who has devoted nearly four
decades of his life to protecting others. Our fire chief, Joel baker. Chief baker, as you prepare for to
retire from fire service, | want to thank you and take a moment on behalf of the city of Austin to simply
thank you publicly for your service. Thank you for your leadership, your steady hand, and most of all,
thank you for a lifetime of service. In December of 2018, you became the chief of the Austin fire
department and made history as the first African American to lead this department. That distinction
matters, but | know you've always viewed it a little differently. You've said that what mattered to you
was not simply being the first, but making sure you would not be the last. That says a great deal about
the kind of leader that you are. Chief, you've led this department through some extraordinary years.
You've helped guide our firefighters through a global pandemic, severe weather and natural disasters,
and the everyday emergencies that seem to never stop. You also understood something that public
safety organizations have not always talked about enough. Taking care of the people who take care of
us. Under your leadership, mental health assessments became a part of annual medical evaluations for
firefighters, an important acknowledgment of the physical and emotional demands we placed on the
men and women who answer all the calls on the hardest days of many people's lives.

[10:04:31 AM]

There's a phrase that you become well known for in the fire department. Every day is a holiday. Every
meal is a banquet. Every payday is a fortune. And there's a lot of chief baker in those words gratitude,
optimism, perspective, and an understanding that even in a profession built around responding to
difficult moments, there is still much in life to appreciate. Chief baker, after 40 years of answering the
call, you've earned the opportunity to enjoy a few more holidays and banquets, and we hope, many
good fortunes. So on behalf of the mayor and the city council, the city organization, the men and
women of the Austin fire department and the people of Austin, thank you for the lives you've touched,
the firefighters you've led and the community that you've served. Austin is better because you chose to
spend this chapter of your career with us. We wish you and your family good health, happiness, and
wonderful years ahead and chief from a grateful city. Thank you for your service and godspeed.



[10:05:47 AM]

>> Yes.

[10:06:18 AM]

>> We're not done. But hang on a second. Something I've always wanted to do since | came on as mayor
and the chief has been here, is. I've always wanted to be able. To see. I've always wanted to be able to
see eye to eye with the chief. He keeps telling me we need more ladder trucks, and now | understand
why we need more ladder trucks. | want to invite the entire city council. Chief, I'm going to ask the
entire city council and the manager to come down here and be part of this. The manager said it so well,
and | and I'm not going to give another speech about it. But one of the things that we want to do is
recognize you and your wonderful years of service and what you've meant to our city. With the
distinguished service award from the city of Austin. And I'll read this and present this to you on behalf of
the entire city council. This is a city of Austin distinguished service award for his untiring service and
commitment to our residents. During his seven years and eight months tenure as the fire chief for the
city of Austin, Joel G. Baker is deserving of public acclaim and recognition. This certificate is presented in
acknowledgment and appreciation thereof. This 27th day of August in the year 2026. Signed by me as
mayor of the city of Austin on behalf of the entire city council. And they join me in presenting this to
you. You know, the the manager said a lot of what all of us feel in our hearts about you. One of the
things that | want to say, and | think | speak on behalf of the city council and all of the people that are in
this room and that have come across you and know you. Thank you deeply for your public service. But
on top of all that, thank you for just being a good guy and somebody that we just love to be around.

[10:08:14 AM]

You've been a great public servant. We wish you the best in retirement. And, and | personally wish you a
lot of great time on that motorcycle. So, so, and I'll give you that.

[10:08:26 AM]

>> | don't have a whole lot to say, surprisingly. But thank you all to the citizens of Austin. Thank you to
the leadership of Austin. More importantly, thank you to the the heroic, brave women and men of the
Austin fire department who do come to work every day and put themselves in harm's way. Thank you
for allowing me to serve as your fire chief, along with our civilian staff and Austin fire department.



Without the civilian staff, there would be no one getting paid, no benefits being issued out. Et cetera. Et
cetera. But before | leave, | do have some personal thank yous | like to give to my deputy city manager,
my assistant city manager. They can come up real quickly here. | just wanted to thank you all, deputy
city manager, for your leadership and for always giving me words of encouragement and just really
leading the way. | want to present you with a a token of appreciation for myself that.

[10:09:35 AM]

Thank you. And also for the assistant city manager. We had a short time together and | know you was in
law enforcement, and | saw on CNN this morning and saw every law enforcement chief, that's the fire
chief trying to get out. So you are actually swell. Thank you. Thank you sir. Thank you. And for the city
manager, sir, you have really, really demonstrated some strong leadership here in the city of Austin. |
really appreciate all of your kind words and the phone calls to check in on me. The time | spend with you
is just. | just cannot say enough for for being an outstanding city manager. | want to present you with
this speaking trumpet here. So whenever you want to shout at the firefighters, just blow into it and. But,
but the trumpet represent leadership.

[10:10:39 AM]

You know, every fire chief have a trumpet, a bugle on their collars represent leadership. And | really
appreciate your leadership. And finally, Mr. Mayor, the the you always quick to answer the alarm
whenever a firefighter is injured or ill. You you call me, you you check on the firefighters during disaster.
You make sure we have the resources we need. So | want to present you with this bell that you can
always ring. And we'll be there running, standing by if you need anything from the Austin fire
department. So thank you all. Thanks to all the council members. Thank to all the citizens for your time.

[10:11:25 AM]

>> Yes. Thank you. Thank you. Thank you. Congratulations, chief. Thank you.

[10:11:34 AM]

>> Congratulations. Congratulations.



[10:11:35 AM]

>> Thank you ma'am.

[10:11:36 AM]

>> Thank you sir. Appreciate you very much.

[10:11:39 AM]

>> Thank you.

[10:11:42 AM]

>> Chief. Thank you, thank you, thank you. We appreciate you. Let's give him another recognition. Thank
you.

[10:12:44 AM]

So members, that leads to. The additional work we're going to do on item number 56 as we celebrate
and honor the retiring chief. We now are in a situation where we need to look at item number 56, which
is the proposed approval of a resolution confirming the city manager's appointment of assistant fire
chief Tom vocke as the interim fire chief of the Austin of Austin fire, effective September 1st, 2026. And |
want to double check | don't believe we have anybody signed up to speak. No, mayor. So with that, I'll
entertain the I'll entertain a motion and a second. The motion is made by council member harper-
madison, seconded by councilman Velazquez to approve this resolution, confirming this interim this
appointment of the interim fire chief. Is there a discussion? Hearing none. Without objection, the
resolution is adopted.

[10:13:45 AM]



Congratulations, sir. Did you ever say something? Chief? Chief vocke, I'm going to recognize the
manager, but then I'm going to recognize you. If you want to say anything. And you'll have two minutes
now.

[10:14:13 AM]

>> | will keep this brief. She vocke. First of all, congratulations. | look forward to your leadership during
this interim period. You've got big shoes to fill, but | have no doubt that given the leadership of chief
baker, that you are prepared and ready to take the baton until, in fact, we determine who the next chief
of fire will be for this city. But again, | want to thank you for being willing to step up, and | look forward
to working with you during this interim period.

[10:14:43 AM]

>> Thank you, Mr. Manager. Big, big act to follow and fill in those size 15 shoes is not going to be easy
for sure.

[10:14:49 AM]

>> |'ve got a ladder you can borrow.

[10:14:52 AM]

>> Yes, sir. | really do appreciate the opportunity to continue to serve the city of Austin. I've been here
for 29 years and never imagined I'd be sitting in this seat, but am very grateful for the opportunity. We
have an outstanding fire department full of amazing members that do great work for this community.
Excited to remain a part of this community and keep up the good work that chief baker and the chiefs
before him have pushed to to make this a great department. Thank you all for the opportunity and look
forward to to continuing to make things better.

[10:15:24 AM]



>> Well, chief, thank you. On behalf of the city council, we all thank you for being willing to step into this
position. We thank the manager for putting you in the position to do this, but your public service means
a lot to us. And this this creates a wonderful opportunity today with with us celebrating chief baker and
celebrating your coming in as the interim fire chief, to say again, thank you. Thank you to all of our
firefighters and the people that keep us safe. We're deeply appreciative. And this council wants to
emphasize how much we appreciate you all. Thank you all.

[10:15:59 AM]

>>Thank you all very much.

[10:16:02 AM]

>> Thank you. Members, that will now take us to the consent agenda. We will come back and take up
items 50 and 61 after the consent agenda. But | will turn to our city clerk and ask that the city clerk begin
the process of calling on public speakers for the consent agenda.

[10:16:28 AM]

>> Thank you mayor. Starting with item one, Zenobia Joseph on deck for two, | have pat Australia's. She
signed up for item three as well. Pat.

[10:16:59 AM]

>> Yeah. Welcome.

[10:17:12 AM]

>> Thank you. Mayor. Is there an option for me to speak after the remote speakers?

[10:17:17 AM]



>> Why don't you go ahead and speak now.

[10:17:19 AM]

>> Okay. Thank you. My name is pat. | live in district three and I'm here to speak on animal services.
Budget item two is for authorizing the negotiation execution of an interlocal agreement with Travis
county so that Travis county will pay the city $3.7 million for services provided to county residents.
Animal services. One of the issues that | have tried to work on with the county is putting more money
into spay neuter, which | believe this allows us to do, is to have more money for spay and neuter.
However, there are still some issues with how the spay neuter money is spent and | would like to bring
that to your attention and also mention that this budget, this budget issue, was not discussed at an
animal advisory commission meeting.

[10:18:23 AM]

And | really regret that, because right now there are two. Well, there's one member of the animal
advisory commission who was appointed by the county, and there's another member of the animal
advisory commission who is about to start. She hasn't replaced someone who left, and they did not have
an opportunity to weigh in on what does this budget do? What are the performance measures related
to spay neuter, open intake? And | would like to see this issue discussed at the animal advisory
commission meeting. Now, | understand that you authorized negotiation and execution, which means
that you are authorizing the staff to move forward and talk to the county. | am requesting that you bring
it back and you bring it back, hopefully with a recommendation by the animal advisory commission to
have input on it.

[10:19:23 AM]

>> Thank you.

[10:19:25 AM]

>> You also signed up for three. Would you like to speak on item three?

[10:19:28 AM]



>> Yes, please. Okay. Again, my name is pat. Again, | live in district three. And again I'm here to speak on
the animal services budget. This item is specifically $190,000 that the county will remove from what
used to be, you know, an entire interlocal agreement and have a separate one. And that is great because
that way we can monitor how that $190,000 is spent. My preference would be that even more than the
3.7 million go towards spay neuter and be dedicated towards that, and that you have specific
performance measures for how many animals and in particular, how many large female dogs will be
spayed or neutered with this money? That has been our problem. We have way too many large dogs at
the shelter, and if you walk through there, it is heartbreaking how many large dogs there are. And we
keep funding spay neuter. But the easiest animals to spay and neuter are cats. | am very supportive of
spaying and neutering cats. | totally support that. But when you have a lot of money and you want to
use it the most effective way possible, please try to look at how much we're spending on large female
dogs, how long it takes to get an appointment, and how we can use that to lower intake and do a better
job. If | have a minute left, | also want to just comment on the $3 million for the certificates of
obligation. | think that's great that you all did that. There's a broken washing machine that breaks down
all the time. There's a broken dishwasher, and | hear recently there was a broken animal, a air
conditioner in certain kennels. | heard that on the news. Why can't we just go ahead and pick up the
phone and call somebody and fix the dishwasher? Buy a new dishwasher out of that $3 million and also
fix the air conditioning.

[10:21:37 AM]

>>Thank you. Thank you.

[10:21:38 AM]

>> For item four, Philip Fitzgerald. And then on deck item ten, William bunch.

[10:21:45 AM]

>> Before we go to before we go to item ten, | want to call up legal on item six, seven, eight, and nine.
So we're on item number four.

[10:21:57 AM]



>> Yeah, sorry | missed you guys on Tuesday. Yes. | spoke to this particular subject a few weeks ago. The
removal of our murals in Austin. So | see another one coming down and it elicits some anger from me
because |, | see these these constant attacks from, from our fantastic governor of Texas. And it's
upsetting because | feel like so many people here just either don't want to respond to the attacks or
don't mind that they're happening at all. And yeah, maybe to some people these murals are small
donuts, but | see it as an erosion of our culture and the things that the people in our city find and hold
dear. And it's not with just the murals, it's with we see health care, you know, we see child care, we see
the groceries, we, |, you know, | look at all these items.

[10:22:57 AM]

We have 100 and sometimes 16 items. And | don't see any policies, any attempt to create any programs
for the working people of this city. You know, if | wanted to drive to north Austin right now, it would
take me 20 minutes in my car. But if | took a bus ride, it would take an hour and 20 minutes. And I've
spoken to the, you know, illusion of choice that we have in the city where we offer so many choices, but
most of them don't work very well. So yes, it's just a mural. But | have to ask, why is city council wants to
consistently bend the knee to Greg Abbott? He's flailing right now. Under his leadership, our state has
gotten worse every year. | appreciate that, cy Murray Watson, but | see so many people struggling. | see
people | know, people in Austin that are having to get by by eating peanut butter several times a day.
That's unacceptable. And | want to see more action of how we're going to identify those problems for
those people and provide better for them. And that includes getting more busses on the road. That
includes helping our teachers afford the things in their classrooms. They should not have to go in their
pockets and pay for school supplies and not being reimbursed. And | know a, a D is separate from
Austin, but we can step in and help these people that live in our city.

[10:24:10 AM]

>> Members on item six, seven, eight, and nine, those are potential settlements. And so I'm going to ask
the law department to make a presentation. And if you have any questions, you'll have the opportunity
to ask them.

[10:24:30 AM]

>> Morning, mayor. Mayor pro tem council members. I'm assistant city attorney Jeremy Thompson. I'm
here today to recommend that you approve settlement payments based upon the following terms and
four different personal injury lawsuits that appear on the agenda today as item six, seven, eight, and
nine. The first item is number six yet versus city of Austin. We recommend that you approve a payment
of $345,000 to settle the. Brandon yet roalson Shea yet and unique Shanklin as next friend of true



Harvey, a minor versus city of Austin lawsuit. This lawsuit relates to a November 2023 motor vehicle
accident involving an Austin water vehicle where the plaintiffs seek payment for injuries they allegedly
sustained. In exchange for the payment, the plaintiffs will release any and all claims against the city of
Austin from this incident and will also dismissed with prejudice their lawsuit, filed in the district court of
Travis county. The second item is number seven on your agenda civil rights versus city of Austin. We
recommend that you approve a payment of $309,500 to settle the senthilnathan sivaraj individually and
as next friend of a N a minor versus city of Austin lawsuit.

[10:25:43 AM]

This lawsuit relates to a December 2023 motor vehicle accident involving an Austin police department
vehicle, where the plaintiffs seek payment for injuries they allegedly sustained. In exchange for the
payment, the plaintiffs will release any and all claims against the city and will also dismissed with
prejudice their lawsuit, filed in the district court of Travis county. Next is item number eight, Jones
versus city of Austin. We recommend that you approve a payment of $137,500 to settle the Cody Jones
Tiffany Jones individually and as next friend of mj, a minor versus city of Austin lawsuit. This lawsuit
relates to a February 2025 motor vehicle accident involving an Austin facilities management vehicle,
where the plaintiffs seek payment for injuries they allegedly sustained. In exchange for the payment, the
plaintiffs will release any and all claims against the city from this incident and will also dismissed with
prejudice their lawsuit, filed in the district court of Travis county. And last is item number nine
harangozo versus city of Austin.

[10:26:45 AM]

We recommend that you approve a payment of $279,500 to settle the. Edith harangozo and Eliza
avramova versus city of Austin et Al. Lawsuit. This lawsuit relates to a December 2023 motor vehicle
accident involving an Austin resource recovery vehicle, where the plaintiffs seek payment for injuries
they allegedly sustained. In exchange for the payment, the plaintiffs will release any and all claims
against the city from this incident and will also dismissed with prejudice their lawsuit filed in the district
court of Travis county. I'm available to answer any questions you may have.

[10:27:17 AM]

>> Members, do you have any questions of legal staff on items six, seven, eight and nine? Thank you
very much.

[10:27:24 AM]



>> Thank you.

[10:27:25 AM]

>> Mayor, if you please go to the next item.

[10:27:28 AM]

>> Yes. For item ten, William bunch. And then for item 11, | have Jeff Dickerson, William bunch, Zenobia
Joseph and Katy camp.

[10:27:56 AM]

>> Good morning, mayor and council bill bunch, district.

[10:27:59 AM]

>> Five, former long term member of the your tourism commission and self-taught expert on local
tourism and the convention center project. This item calls for you to approve some historic zoning on
property adjacent to the convention center. As part of that larger project. There's a whole lot missing
here. I'm just going to read the first sentence of the additional backup. The scope of the expansion and
redevelopment of the Austin convention center has changed, and the downtown district chilling plant
number four that was to be located on the proposed rezone tract, is no longer needed by Austin energy.
There's been no information to you or the public about how the convention center project has changed,
or specifically how it's changed relative to the chilling plant. Now, if you'll recall the first time you were
told at the official unveiling, which was really just a bunch of sketches and wasn't a real unveiling by
Larry speck, the lead architect, the first words out of his mouth was, this is the first zero carbon
convention center in the whole world. Not net zero, but zero. That was a lie. There's no information
whatsoever ever to support that.

[10:29:19 AM]



But part of the energy efficiency that they were trying to hype was that we were going to have a chilling
plant. It's my understanding that's now completely gone, and nobody knows about it. And what does
that mean for the project? What does it mean for its climate impact? Y'all need to ask these questions.
You need to be getting monthly reports that are for the public progress reports on how we're spending,
how we're doing, and how much over budget we are. This is just one item of that larger picture where
everybody's being kept in the dark, including every one of you.

[10:29:59 AM]

>> Mr. Richardson, Jeff Dickerson, district five.

[10:30:06 AM]

>> This is a comment and a question about transparency. There is a figure of $7.5 million, which is just
not money coming from the convention center operating budget. It is actually a piece that is growing as
a share of the total funding, even though the city's overall commitment to acei bb shrinks. So the
guestion | have about this funding, if any council member knows or staff or mayor knows, is, is this a
durable ship, a one year patch? And what else is it displacing elsewhere in the a C, D operating budget?
Do any of you guys know the answer to that question?

[10:30:52 AM]

>> We'll get somebody from city staff to come and talk to you individually so that we're not spending
time answering.

[10:30:59 AM]

>> That's my question for.

[10:31:00 AM]

>> We'll get somebody to come and get you an answer.



[10:31:03 AM]

>> All right. That's all | have.

[10:31:05 AM]

>>Thank you, Mr. Bunch on item 11.

[10:31:11 AM]

>> Yes. Thank you again, mayor. Council bill bunch on item 11. This is for the Austin convention and
visitors bureau budget for this year. Looking forward five years for promotion of tourism and the
convention center. You allegedly have a marketing plan here and a budget here. There's no details
whatsoever. It's all just pure fluff and general projects. Most important though, there's not a single
provision here that requires visit Austin dba, visit Austin Austin convention visitors bureau to spend this
$20 million paying local talent and local companies, av people, musicians, artists, filmmakers, marketing
people. And instead, it's wide open for them to do what they've done in spades in the past is go to
Dallas or somewhere else and hire their buddies, where the money does nothing for the local
community.

[10:32:26 AM]

You're stealing almost all of this enormous pile of money of the hot tax for the convention center. The
least you could do is earmark the marketing and promotions money for local artists, locally owned
companies that do marketing and promotions that know Austin better than anybody else from Dallas or
somewhere else. Please do your job. Show us that you actually give a about local business and local arts
and entertainment. Thank you.

[10:33:06 AM]

>> For item 12, William Bunge and then item 15, Jeff Dickerson and William Bunge.

[10:33:16 AM]



>> Okay, bill bunch again, district five, former tourism commission. This item is calling for paying to KLRU
out of the convention center budget to promote and sponsor the Austin city limits television series. Now
that's probably a good expenditure, but let's think about what we're saying here. Your staff, you
yourselves have been telling this community we can't spend the hot tax supporting local musicians and
artists. It has to go to the convention center. Well, that's false, but here you have it in black and white.
It's the convention center. Money paying for a TV series that mostly features musicians and artists that
are way outside Austin city limits. But you can't spend it or earmark it or require it to be spent on local
entertainment production.

[10:34:26 AM]

Seriously. This is money convention center money going for promotions to fund mostly touring bands on
the live nation ticketmaster artist list, the global monopoly that is wreaking havoc on our community
entertainment business. Please wake up and do your job. Show a little bit of stewardship. Live a little bit
to your own words that you care about, and support local entertainment, local music and use the money
the way it should be spent. Thank you.

[10:35:13 AM]

>> Miss Kim. Your name was called on item 11, so if you'd like to speak on item 11.

[10:35:18 AM]

>> Yes. Thank you. Hi, I'm Katy Kim, long time Austin resident that enjoys swing, Lindy hop and country
dancing to live music in Austin. I'm speaking against this item, item 11. The proposed marketing plan and
amounts budgeted for visit Austin need to be revised to support the people that make Austin a vibrant
place for music, arts and culture. Austin became Austin's live music capital of world because of decades
of talent putting Austin on the map. And yet our marketed reputation rests on musicians and artists that
barely survive. According to health alliance for Austin musicians, 75% of their members make less than
$30,000 a year, and some are noted as homeless as Austin remains unaffordable and our creative class
struggling, we need to make sure any marketing plan puts music, arts and culture front and center. |
want to highlight a few issues with the marketing plan that warrant a rewrite. First, the marketing plan
does not mention the phrase cultural destination. | was quite shocked to see that, and | also see that
visit Austin website also does not mentioning only business and leisure destination. The marketing
strategy should focus on the musician, artists, creatives, local businesses, and other unique aspects of
Austin that make Austin a cultural destination. To join the ranks of Mexico City, Paris, and London, the



hotel tax revenue can absolutely be used to support our musicians and artists in Austin's culture more.
Sadly, according to the marketing plan, only $256,000 was paid to musicians a small fraction of the
millions of dollars that visit Austin spends. The marketing plan says. We have established always on
marketing strategies that help protect hotel revenues and keep Austin competitive on a global stage.
The focus should not be on hotel revenue. The focus should be on the why people come to Austin, not
the hotel revenue, which is the consequence of people visiting to Austin. | encourage you all to consider
what Ireland did.

[10:37:08 AM]

They implemented a program called basic income for the arts because they recognized that paying a
livable salary to the artists and musicians supports Ireland's tourism economy. Please rewrite the
marketing plan, indicate more of the hotel tax revenue to our creatives.

[10:37:21 AM]

>> Thank you.

[10:37:21 AM]

>> Thank you, Mr. Dickerson. This is item number 15.

[10:37:28 AM]

>> Jeff Dickerson, district five. We're spending borrowing almost $339 million of tax exempt bonds and
financing for infrastructure and buildings for taxpayers like me and others. This come out of $648 billion,
million dollars that we will be borrowing this upcoming cycle. But let's be honest about what we're really
paying. We're really paying closer to $1.2 billion when all is said and done for taxpayers. This money is
coming from the general obligation service fund, which is funded by our property taxes. So every time
you issue bonds and things like that, taxpayers have to backfill this.

[10:38:27 AM]



The more you do this, the more the property taxpayers pay each year. And the city is borrowing money
now and paying back with interest. We need to be a little smarter about how we fund these things.
Thank you.

[10:38:45 AM]

>> Moving on to item 16, Jeff Dickerson and William bunch. Same for item 17.

[10:38:52 AM]

>> Mr. Bunch, are you going to be speaking?

[10:38:57 AM]

>> Jeff Dickerson, district five. Here we have another $67 million of taxable bonds. Now, what's different
about this versus 15 is these are taxable bonds, not tax exempt bonds. This is not saving the taxpayer
any money because the city is now forced to pay a higher interest rate. How does this serve the
taxpayers when you do something like this. This is not a smart use of the money. Maybe | don't have all
the financial acumen, but this doesn't seem to make sense. Again, this $67 million is coming out of the
total of $648 million of new borrowing, which we know is not true. It is closer to $1.2 million when all is
said and done, all this funding is by the city of Austin taxpayers. This is our money that you're using.
Thank you.

[10:40:05 AM]

>> Mayor Watson. | would signed up on 15 as well as 16. | didn't hear my name called on.

[10:40:12 AM]

>> 15 and you can speak on 16. You signed up on 17 and 18 and 19 as well.

[10:40:18 AM]



>> Okay. Some of this I'll lump together. So.

[10:40:21 AM]

>> Well, | thought you didn't like doing that, but. Not to worry. Go ahead.

[10:40:24 AM]

>> Well, | like to do it when it's my election.

[10:40:27 AM]

>> Well, your time's running, so go ahead. Go, go ahead, go ahead, go ahead. I'm giving you the
opportunity. | thought | was, but you even argue with me when | give you the opportunity.

[10:40:36 AM]

>> | am. But you're, you.

[10:40:38 AM]

>> Know, go ahead. Started my clock listening. So I'm we're listening. So I'll start his time so he feels
comfortable.

[10:40:44 AM]

>> Alright. Thank you mayor council members bill bunch speaking as a district five resident taxpayer for
many decades, this item 15 is $339 million of refunding bonds for a pot of projects that is also very well
or very ill defined. It's not really telling us what it's about, the best | can tell. But what you're estimating



here in your backup document is, out of that 380, some odd million 143.5 million is estimated interest
payments. | don't know if you're paying attention, but we're at pretty much record high interest rates
for municipal bonds and other forms of bonds. That should give y'all a big pause and make you think
about which of these projects could be postponed or scaled back, or gotten rid of entirely so that we're
not just shipping those interest payments off to Wall Street.

[10:41:57 AM]

Anonymous investors, people who care nothing about Austin, especially since you're, you know, in the
middle of cutting important services, saying you don't have any money for them, most recently in the
news, you know, $400,000 to get rid of our adult recreation programs that our parks department has
long sponsored for a long, long time. What we don't know in this package of funds also is, is there
money in here to destroy our historic Barton springs bridge? That's project number one that needs to be
axed. | can't tell from the back up, but please ask that question. Moving on to item 16, which is another
item for approving debt obligations long term. This one for $67.5 million. I'll jump in on 17. That's
another $142.5 million of debt. If you look at your backup on all of these, they're telling you the
estimated interest payments are, you know, at 35% or more of the sticker price on the convention
center, it's probably even higher. But again, those numbers are also being hidden officially by your staff
and you're all tolerating that. You need to step back. You need to demonstrate a little fiscal intelligence
when people hit headwinds, when interest rates go up, when you have other critical needs that you're
now cutting, you need to stop and say, maybe we need to scale back and not commit to these 30 years
of interest payments to anonymous investors from New York or China or wherever. You know,
everybody buys these things, but the people bought them, only care about the money. They don't care
about Austin. Let's start cutting our interest expenditures as fast as we can, especially right now with
record high borrowing costs.

[10:44:22 AM]

You really should have a special session on this and study it, because | know if you cared and if you
acted, you'd save us a whole lot of money. Not just this year, but for 30 years into the future. And I'll just
have those comments cover the the next three items as well. Thank you.

[10:44:45 AM]

>> Okay, so item 17, | have Jeff Dickerson and William bunch. Same for 18 and for 19.

[10:45:05 AM]



>> Jeff Dickerson, district five. I'll piggyback a little bit on what bill is saying. We're spending $142 million
without voter approval. We did not approve this. Council approved this. And | question whether what
you're doing is really a true emergency for the equipment or things that you are repairing or buying.
Why you cannot put it in the budget itself, or why you cannot put it before voters. This seems to me and
others like an interim of the voters. It seems to me like, | don't know, prop Q didn't serve your purposes.
So now you're trying to get funding another way. And again, without voter approval, that's the crutch of
this. It's $142 million of CEO, but you double that number and that's the true cost. Closer to $300
million. | think we can do better than this. Thank you.

[10:46:13 AM]

>> Mr. Dickerson, did you want to speak on 18 or 19 items, 18 or 19?

[10:46:19 AM]

>> Mr. Dixon, you're signed up to speak on 17, 18 and 19.

[10:46:23 AM]

>> Oh.

[10:46:24 AM]

>> Bear with me. Thank you. This is the same issue as the CEO. Voters didn't approve this. You're asking
for $85 million of taxes for equipment, property and purchase. We don't get to approve this, nor do you
expose this to the public, except during the budget times. Again, | question why this is being done
outside of voter approval. This is our taxes. This is our money that you're spending. So again. These high
cost items, when you're cutting other items and you it sounds again, like an end around it sounds again,
like you're screw what the voters want. Let's do what we want. And they don't have to vote on it. Do
better. Thank you.

[10:47:31 AM]



>> For item 20. Jeff Dickerson and then item 20. And then item 23, William bunch.

[10:47:45 AM]

>> Let's see.

[10:47:51 AM]

>> [tem number 20, Mr. Dickerson.

[10:47:55 AM]

>> [tem 20. Right.

[10:47:56 AM]

>> Yes.

[10:47:57 AM]

>> Okay. Thank you. Jeff Dickerson, district five.

[10:47:59 AM]

>> You need to turn on your microphone.

[10:48:03 AM]



>> Mike is on. Can you hear me now? Yeah, yeah. | wasn't close to Jeff Dickerson, district five. This is an
amendment that increases the total contract amount by $69 million and extends the term to 19 months.
And it brings up the revised total contract to $141 million. This is quite a change. Think of a I'll think of
this in eighth grade terms. Think of this as a family that set a $72,000 credit card for repairs, and then
two years later say, oh no, we need to double that. Let's bump it up to $141 million and give us more
time to spend in. But again, you're spending taxpayer money and again, you're increasing things. This is
double the original amount, a 96% increase. This is one of the larger percentage of jumps of any item on
this agenda. Again, you're cutting out our services and you're adding more money back to the budget.
And it's spending more money. You've already got your tax increase. You're already asking for gio, you're
already asking for cos. You guys got a spending problem, do better.

[10:49:32 AM]

Thank you.

[10:49:35 AM]

>>Don't go far. | think, Mr. Bunch. Mr. Bunch, you've been called on item number 23. All right, please go
back.

[10:49:46 AM]

>> [tem 26. Zenobia Joseph. Item 31. Katy cam.

[10:50:01 AM]

>> Mr. Bunch, you're on deck for 47, 49 and 50, so let us know if you're going to be speaking. Mr. Cam,
you have the floor.

[10:50:11 AM]

>> Okay. Hi, I'm Katy cam and resident of district nine. And as you all are well aware, I'm opposed to the
Austin convention center. I'm going to take every opportunity | can to urge you all to stop this project. It



is not too late. There are better options for this site, and | don't want to see continued spending on the
convention center project such as this. $20 million on furniture. That money could be used to actually
support. As | mentioned in my other testimony, to support our musicians and artists and creatives. And
we should not be pursuing this convention center project. The alternative is to, one, sell off at least
three of the downtown blocks to return those properties to the property tax rolls, so that the city,
school district, and other taxing districts can earn property tax revenue. The convention center
economic report did not mention or consider the loss of the property tax revenue, which is a direct cost
to Austin taxpayers create a visitor information center that is an immersive and interactive cultural
venue that celebrates Austin's imprint in the world in music, film, writing, the arts, food and green
building.

[10:51:15 AM]

Create a city ambassador program that puts our creatives on a livable salary and sends them to other
cities, states and countries to promote Austin. We shouldn't send our bureaucrats and business suits to
conferences. We need to send our creatives who are charismatic and knowledgeable about Austin's
creative scene to those other places. If you put the convention center industry in perspective of the
tourism in Austin, it is a very small percentage and we're talking about 1%. Whether you're looking at
the jobs, the number of tourists, the hotel stays, it's a very small percentage, and we can capture that
percentage not by building a multi-billion dollar building, but by doing what the convention bureau is
already doing, which is creating a the city as a venue approach. So | urge you all to stop the spending on
the convention center project and redirect how we are approaching tourism in Austin. Thanks.

[10:52:12 AM]

>> Thank you.

[10:52:15 AM]

>> [tem 47 and 49, William bunch. And then for item 51, William bunch and Zenobia Joseph.

[10:52:39 AM]

>> Good morning, mayor. Council members bill bunch, district five executive director, save our springs
alliance. Item 47 is calling for up to $1.25 million for the sea glow group for reforestation of floodplains.



The suggestion is that this will be mostly in east Austin, if not entirely. The scientists at Texas parks and
wildlife who've studied the. What's happened with the flooding and reforestation when all our trees are
cut down on or wiped out by flooding on the blanco, the Guadalupe, etc. The science is that you don't
reinforce. You let nature take its course. So this is completely wasted spending. Now, if it's directed to
spend on the dog's head, it's. You already gave them $5 billion of our taxpayer funds up to perhaps
more. We don't really even know. They don't need another 1.25 million of us paying to plant trees on
their floodplain. Siglo group was the contractor on the zilker park plan. And guess what? They
miscounted the trees. The large trees, specifically in zilker park by an order of magnitude.

[10:54:10 AM]

They admitted this mistake. They said they were going to correct it and they never did. So we're
rewarding incompetence. We're ignoring best science, and you're about to spend a bunch of money that
has no business being spent. Reforestation needs to be happening in our neighborhoods where we need
the shade and where the urban heat island is literally killing people.

[10:54:41 AM]

>>Thank you, Mr. Bunch.

[10:54:42 AM]

>> Please.

[10:54:51 AM]

>> Please call his name on the other numbers.

[10:54:54 AM]

>> 49 and then 51.



[10:54:56 AM]

>> You wish to speak on 4951 Mr. Bunch yes.

[10:55:02 AM]

>> S0 49 is another Austin convention center department, just to reiterate what miss Kim just told you,
it's time to call time out on this albatross. You need to repurpose. As she suggested, the convention
center project into a cultural district project. And you need to scale back funneling all this money into
the. | mean, your own staff, wrote the memo. $5.6 billion with a B all in interest payments, annual o0&m
losses and bumper sticker price of one point. Now 1.66 billion. Convention center has been a dying
industry for decades now. It's not going to get any better in the future, especially as the heat extends
and months, the whole period when nobody's going to want to be coming to Austin, they're all going to
go somewhere else where it's cooler extends no progress reports whatsoever.

[10:56:19 AM]

Seriously. Y'all are y'all are just checked out. You say you care about affordability or fiscal accountability.
Transparency. Every one of you should hang your head in shame. Until we get an honest look and we
call time out and figure out what we really should be doing to promote visitors, business and tourists,
and to support our local economy. And when you take that honest look, it's going to be spending it on
our culture and our nature in the city. That's why we're all here. That's why we all love being here. It's
why tourists and visitors come here. They don't come here.

[10:57:04 AM]

>> Thank you, Mr. Bunch.

[10:57:08 AM]

>> [tem 51.

[10:57:11 AM]



>> Mr. Bunch, you signed up on item 51 as well. Do you wish to speak on 51?

[10:57:16 AM]

>> Signed up on 50 also. Is that somewhere else?

[10:57:20 AM]

>> Been called on 50 as well.

[10:57:22 AM]

>> Pardon.

[10:57:22 AM]

>> You've been called on 50 as well.

[10:57:24 AM]

>> | was.

[10:57:25 AM]

>> |[tem 50 got pulled. Item 50 was pulled so 51.

[10:57:28 AM]



>> Okay. 51 that's your federal legislative program coming up. And | did not get a chance to study that.
So I'll pass.

[10:57:45 AM]

>> Thank you.

[10:57:47 AM]

>> |[tem 52. Zenobia Joseph 53. Zenobia Joseph 54. Jeff Dickerson, then 55 rey vas and 57 and 60 William
bunch.

[10:58:20 AM]

>> Please go ahead. Mr. Dickerson.

[10:58:22 AM]

>>54 |'m 55.

[10:58:25 AM]

>> 54 correct.

[10:58:26 AM]

>> Okay. Sorry about that. Jeff Dickerson district five. This is about approval of the resolution approving
housing support for development of Arbor park. I'm not opposed or objecting to this, but in the spirit of
transparency, ethical behavior, optics, it's my opinion that several of the council members need to
recuse themselves from this vote. That would be council member Vanessa Fuentes, council member
Jose Velasquez. Sorry for mispronouncing council member Ryan alter. Why would | say something like



this? You guys accepting political contributions from the president, Diana Mciver, who is the owner of
dma? It's in your contributions. And you also presented resolutions in support of this more than one
time. | am not saying that anything illegal or untoward was done. All I'm saying is the optics and the
appearance of campaign donations to the voting. Should be looked at, and you should think about this
before voting on this resolution. Thank you.

[10:59:59 AM]

>> Please.

[11:00:00 AM]

>> Rivas, district nine. | am concerned with item 55 from the standpoint of I've been up here talking with
budgetary about policing and the budget. There, a reassessment of classy misdemeanors and felonies of
any kind are always steeped in an increase in policing. And what | mean by that is when you are taking a
good look at these things, please factor in transformative justice or social programs and social services
versus just giving APD another blank check. These kinds of discussions when it comes to, you know,
private prisons and everything else, always serve a bottom line. And if a bottom line of Austin is going to
be, we need more money and we're going to put more people in prisons, that's not okay. | am very
besides myself when it comes to these discussions and having a true through line to what it looks like at
the end of incarceration as well as it is beforehand, people lose their ability to vote. People lose their
housing, their jobs.

[11:01:05 AM]

These kinds of things that go on a record are not good. And it's something that needs to be reassessed
from a base level, because when it comes to city violations, it's everything from graffiti to anything that's
a little bit more serious. And | just really can't in my head fathom why we differentiate. And I, to quote, |
believe somebody else, it was if the punishment for a crime is a fine, it's only a crime for poor people.
And | think that is a shame. And especially if a, you know, tech billionaires kid can run a red light and
face no repercussions. That's not the reassessment we need. We need actual community members to
stay in their homes, to stay in their livelihoods, and to be a better reflection of our city and our
communities.

[11:01:56 AM]



>> Thank you, thank you. Mr. Bunch, are you speaking on item 57 and 607?

[11:02:07 AM]

>> |'ll pass.

[11:02:07 AM]

>> On the.

[11:02:10 AM]

>> [tem 65. William bunch. Zenobia. Joseph.

[11:02:21 AM]

>> 65.

[11:02:26 AM]

>> | have a remote speaker for item 66. Laurel chesky. Laurel, are you there? Please unmute. Also for 66,
| have Joseph Lerma and Zenobia Joseph.

[11:02:58 AM]

>> Joseph Lerma, please come forward. Mr. Bunch, you're on deck on item 68. Unless you're not
speaking.

[11:03:12 AM]



>> s this on? Full transparency? | was actually signed up for, which is my mistake item 61. So | don't
know if | can talk about that right now.

[11:03:24 AM]

>> You can't. Okay. You need you, you just made a mistake on where you stand up.

[11:03:29 AM]

>> | might have signed up as well for 61, so | might get caught up a little bit later.

[11:03:34 AM]

>> Well, do you want to speak on 66? No. Okay. Well, we'll we'll call you on 61.

[11:03:38 AM]

>> Appreciate you.

[11:03:39 AM]

>> Thank you.

[11:03:41 AM]

>> |'ll pass on 68.

[11:03:43 AM]



>> |I'm going to try laurel one more time for item 66.

[11:03:50 AM]

>> Hi. Yes. I'm sorry, I'm here. Good morning, mayor and council members. My name is laurel chesky.
I'm vice president of the Windsor park neighborhood association, which represents about 6000
households in district four. I'm speaking today in support of item number 66. In particular, the funding
agreement for the Belfast bridge and trail project. This may be a small addition to our wonderful urban
trail system, but it's a big deal for our neighborhood and we are very happy to see it moving forward.
For a decade, our neighborhood has advocated for this pedestrian link to 51st street, which has become
even more important since Marshall middle school opened. We are deeply grateful to representative
Doggett for securing this federal funding and to mayor pro tem vela for his ongoing support and to the
urban trails program staff and other city staff who have helped move this project along. Our excitement
is only tempered by txdot plan to extend broadmoor drive to the I-35 access road as part of the capital
express central project. We expect this change to send more traffic into our neighborhood and cross
Belfast drive, exactly where pedestrians and cyclists will cross to

[11:05:09 AM]

>> To reach the bridge. So in parallel to this project, we respectfully urge transportation and public
works to design a safe pedestrian crossing at broadmoor and westmoor drive. Now. And council to fund
it. Please do not wait to see what. Implement a protected crossing before the Belfast bridge and trail are
constructed and ensure the safety of our community. Thank you.

[11:05:37 AM]

>> For 69 Ryan. Poppy.

[11:05:44 AM]

>> Mayor and council members, thank you for the opportunity to speak. My name is Ryan poppy and I'm
with cwa local 6154 and the united workers of integral care. | want to be clear, we support evaluating
how Austin prevents displacement and homelessness. But as council considers this evaluation, | want to
make sure one thing is not lost in the process. Austin already has a workforce doing this work every



single day. Integral care workers help people who are experiencing homelessness and just as
importantly, people who are at risk of becoming homeless in the first place. So as the city evaluates its
displacement and homelessness prevention system, we respectfully ask that you look not only at the
programs that exist, but at who is actually delivering these services, what they accomplish and what it
takes to keep the workplace workforce in place.

[11:06:47 AM]

Because a contract may appear on a spreadsheet is a line item, but behind that line item is a person
that's answering a crisis call, meeting with a family, helping someone in their darkest moment. We ask
that as you evaluate these services, you recognize and strengthen the community infrastructure that
already exists. The workers of integral care are an important part of Austin's homelessness, prevention
and behavioral health safety net. Please make sure they remain part of that solution. Thank you.

[11:07:26 AM]

>> For item 69. | have a vice Azar, Barbara Cilley, Anita Shaw, Philip Fitzgerald, and shoshanna Krieger.

[11:07:40 AM]

>> Mayor. Council members. My name is Alyssa and | serve as the executive director of housing works.
Austin. I'm speaking in.

[11:07:48 AM]

>> Hang on. Let's let. There we go.

[11:07:50 AM]

>> Appreciate it. Mayor, my name is Eckhardt and | serve as the executive director of housing works.
Austin. I'm speaking here in support of item 69 today. This item really gives us an opportunity as a city to
assess our eviction and displacement prevention services and programs holistically. It aligns resources
and ensures that this programing is sustainable, both from a financial perspective but also programmatic



perspective, and follows national best practices for preventing evictions outside of end of line court
based systems. It also really builds on years of work by our mayor, city council, our city staff, and our
community. Considering that the displacement prevention programs were not part of an assessment of
city services, this resolution really gives us the opportunity to conduct that assessment before funding is
dedicated to any new programs or solicitations. | do have to acknowledge. Disappointingly, there has
been a lot of confusion around this, you know, conversation and the state of current services and how
we're looking at future solicitations.

[11:08:50 AM]

It has caused a lot of frustration for our providers and community, but also really erodes trust. I'm still
very hopeful that we're going to be working with our city staff moving forward, to really ensure that
what we are doing is best serving our our community and creating sustainable programs. As | wrap up, |
do want to thank council member gadri and his team for working on this resolution and setting up this
process. | also really want to thank all the co-sponsors, and also | want to highlight the work of mayor
Watson and his team for highlighting the need for really a broad assessment of our community's anti-
displacement strategy and looking at these programs holistically. So I'm excited for you all moving
forward with this process and really making sure that we're aligning resources. Also, while I'm here and |
have time, I'll just say | want to thank councilmember Fuentes and her co-sponsors for bringing forth
item number 73 to really address mold issues in our community and ensuring that residents are kept
safe and healthy. So I'm going to go ahead and save you all some time, and | will not be speaking on item
73. Again. Thank you all very much.

[11:09:52 AM]

>> Thank you. Sir. Why don't you begin?

[11:10:07 AM]

>> |s that for me? Okay. | thought that was for me. Yeah. So always in favor of valuations. But | think we
already know the answer. And the answer is our homeless initiatives are not working. And | think it
largely comes down to an allocation issue. We only allocated about 3.4% of our general fund towards
homeless initiatives, which to me, screams of a city that's not really trying to address the underlying
issues. | find it particularly obnoxious that in passing of the last budget, this this upcoming budget, we
had a few members that said they wanted to vote down because of issues of affordability, concerns
about property tax increases. And | think that kind of sidesteps the issue is not just the the number, the
general number of the property tax, whether it's going up or down, but it's more so that people don't
feel that our taxes are going to funding the services that we are expecting. So when people come



downtown and see our neighbors on the streets, or they're waiting 20, 30 minutes in line for a bus, you
can't really say this is this is going well. My expectations for the city council is that we have members
that are engaged with our homeless community going down to shelters, going down, you know, over
here on I-35, over around sixth street, under that bridge on the weekends, they serve those people and
they hold mass for those people. | would like to see the city council engaged in asking them, how can we
help you? But we're not seeing that. Instead, we're offloading this responsibility, these massive
responsibilities to to nonprofit businesses. And they're getting paid very handsomely for this job. But
cassie to handle these large issues. We've we've allowed for years to inflation to, to take us for a ride.
And we've seen people have to flee our city and not afford the services that they need. | mean, right
now, it's it's 2000 a month, at least for people to take their kids to childcare, to daycare.

[11:11:57 AM]

And that's just we're not addressing those issues. And there's not a market solution for that. The city has
to address those issues themselves. And I'm afraid that the city council is not stepping up to meet that
moment. And | would really like you guys to, to, to show that you're capable of doing so.

[11:12:14 AM]

>> Miss sealy.

[11:12:17 AM]

>> | emailed in my presentation item 69. | also have Anita here who's donating two minutes to me. She's
here in the audience.

[11:12:27 AM]

>> Did she sign up?

[11:12:29 AM]

>> Yes.



[11:12:29 AM]

>> What's her name?

[11:12:30 AM]

>> Anita. Sure.

[11:12:32 AM]

>> Good. Okay. Thank you. You'll have minutes.

[11:12:35 AM]

>> Thank you. Mayor and council. My name is Barbara Sele. | am on the executive committee of srcc,
and we recently adopted this at our last general meeting. As you know, you have purchased a building
on |-35. We believe this is an excellent place to focus your pre eviction hub. Next slide. These numbers
are from the county. So their actual numbers. We actually had 8100 eviction filings last year. As you
know the legislature changed the law on making evictions easier. So therefore you're beginning to see a
spike in eviction filings, but actual put at the curb was 2314. Next slide please. This really illustrates very
clearly why we need to focus on a pre eviction strategy. We have 1000 students in aid that are classified
as homeless. Next slide please. So what are the solutions. What are the next steps for a pre eviction
process. Next slide please. Basically they fall into three buckets. Legal services housing referrals financial
assistance and financial counseling. Next slide please. Okay. Here are we believe the steps in a planning
process. For those of you who do not know, eviction is not a city process. It's a county process. So we
start off with a survey of constables and justices of the peace. We have five of those using those. The
information gathered from that survey, we think you can write an excellent description for the
necessary legal services and reputation representation in the justice justice of the peace courts. You also
need to look at upgrading your existing affordable housing database to more appropriately reflect the
needs of people. You're doing the housing counseling for.

[11:15:07 AM]



Next step, please. In your database design considerations. You really also need to make it as
comprehensive as possible to include all existing options. And really, because we have a oversupply of
apartments, some market rate apartments would fall in this category. Next slide please. We also need to
develop a piece for how we can leverage your housing voucher program. This program, going back to
the previous figure of 2536, actual evictions would be a way to cut that number. So we are truly looking
at a cost effective way to reduce the number of homeless on your streets. Next slide please.

[11:16:05 AM]

There are other planning considerations. We do not believe you need to develop any new nonprofit
capacity for this framework. You have many people who could do this Rio grande legal aid and also vocal
Texas. Key to this success is a referral system. Again, you need to work with your constables and your jps
they're the people who are actually doing this work. And you need to have a framework. Last slide.

[11:16:39 AM]

>> Thank you, miss Ellie. Your time is up. Thank you, thank you.

[11:16:42 AM]

>> And we hope you will.

[11:16:44 AM]

>> Consider your time has expired. Thank you.

[11:16:51 AM]

>> Good morning everyone.

[11:16:53 AM]



>> My name is Shoshana Krieger and I'm the director of Basta. Thank you for the opportunity to speak
today. | am speaking today on item 69 related to displacement prevention and eviction services. | do
have to say I'm a bit confused about the status of eviction service planning right now in the city, as
reflected in both version two and then also in some conflicting information that we've been hearing on
just what the basics of the current planning is. So | think this resolution would provide a really good
opportunity for everyone in the community to get on the same page. 2025 had the highest number of
eviction filings ever in Travis county with 15,093. This isn't surprising, given given the unique
affordability pressures of Travis county and the many larger systems that interact that result with a
tenant facing eviction. It's also important to note that the 15000 number drastically undercounts those
who are experiencing eviction. Since research has found that the majority of tenants leave their homes
under threat of eviction and not after an actual eviction filing, we know there are no easy solutions, no
magic bullets to the problem of eviction or displacement. If there were, we and other cities across the
country would have figured it out years ago.

[11:18:14 AM]

Poverty cannot be solved with one rental assistance check, and the affordability crisis cannot be solved
with the unrestrained private market solutions that brought private equity into ravage our housing
sector. But | do believe that there are things that we can do as a community to mitigate the impact of
evictions and reverse the tide. It will require multiple points of intervention, from case managers to
educators to management companies to lawyers, and we will need to tap into the wisdom of the many
people on the ground who are already working with those tens of thousands of austinite renters who
are housing insecure, intervening early months before a tenant finds themselves in court or packing
their belongings to try to beat that notice. To vacate is a key to a sustainable approach. Thank you to
council member gadri and your staff for working on the item.

[11:19:05 AM]

>> Continue on. 69 Daniela silva, Perla Aguirre, Zenobia Joseph and rise Rivas.

[11:19:25 AM]

>> Please begin to state your name for the record.

[11:19:28 AM]



>> Yes. Good morning. My name is Perla Aguirre and | am a community education specialist at Basta,
and | am speaking today in favor of item 69. As part of my role at Basta, | reach out to tenants that have
active eviction cases here in Austin. And a lot of the time when I'm reaching out to folks, they are
learning about their eviction for the first time. And since sb 38 went into effect with the start of the new
year, which loosened a lot of notice requirements for landlords, this is unfortunately becoming more
and more commonplace, and tenants, rightfully so, experience a lot of confusion, anger and fear as they
process this news. But without this first step, tenants are not able to take meaningful action. Once a
case is filed, tenants have so little time to do stuff such as access rental assistance, negotiate or come to
agreements with their landlords, find new housing and move out their belongings and access legal help,
or do their own research on the eviction process.

[11:20:36 AM]

There's a lot of organizations and folks on the ground here in Austin that help work with tenants in
different ways, and bringing those folks into the conversation on how to prevent evictions early is
crucial, because time is such a important and scarce resource in the eviction process, and investment in
upstream solutions can prevent tenants from finding themselves in precarious situations or making
difficult decisions like choosing rent between rent or car repairs, or choosing to stay in darkness literally
with no electricity to catch up on back rent, which are experiences that I've heard recently. Thank you
for your time and | hope item 69 advances.

[11:21:24 AM]

>> Thank you. Please.

[11:21:29 AM]

>> Rivas. District nine. | am in favor of item 69 with a lot of caveats to it. And the why | say that is
because when it comes to the outreach programs we've had here in Austin and homelessness and the
unhoused, we see a lot of gaps. We see a lot of encampment sweeps, and we see a lot of things that
don't help the community. | want to highlight something real quick. When you're averaging affordable
housing or what would be under like federal statutes, | believe it's a medium income that is factored in
for the city. So if a trillionaire is baby mama and their kid lives here in Austin, that immediately goes up.
There are so many gaps in this discussion that are not addressed, especially when it comes to the city
touting a 16.6 decrease or percent decrease in rent. Here in Austin, rent is still unaffordable. It's
horrible. | know that when I'm trying to pay my rent, it goes between those discussions of, oh, I'm going
to stave off this bill or I'm going to cut corners here.



[11:22:36 AM]

And that's something that nobody should have to decide. | truly hope that this conversation leads to
productive things. Hell, why don't we throw it into the mix? Why not introduce a moratorium on
evictions? Why don't we just pause them? Because if this is really an issue that austinites are facing, let's
address it. Let's stop it and let's actually go forward, because there is and | know that a lot of this will
probably go over your head in terms of a actual consideration of that, but we've seen it work, especially
in urban environments, and it can work in Austin as well. So | want you to factor in every single solution,
including that. And it's not as crazy as you would think because the city processes that allow for that to
happen when it comes to APD and otherwise, and forceful evictions, it is doable and within the
parameters of our budget and our constraints.

[11:23:30 AM]

>> Thank you.

[11:23:33 AM]

>> For item 70. | have holly Sebastian on the line. Sebastian. Holly, are you there? Can you please
unmute? Let's try Liz Scanlon.

[11:23:58 AM]

>> Hello, | am Liz Garton Scanlon. | live in district nine and I'm a children's author and member of
authors against book bans. I'm so happy to speak today on the resolution to make Austin a book safe
harbor. In a few minutes, you'll hear from my colleague Corey Putman with some specific reason to
support the resolution. But first, a little background. In the last five years, there have been more than
20,000 book bans nationwide. Keeping freedom to read organizations on constant high alert. Just a
week ago, our own lieutenant governor said, and | quote, we're coming for the book. We're lucky we
haven't faced an onslaught of politically motivated book challenges in Austin and Austin. Public library
already has a logical, transparent policy in place for responding to citizens concerns and requests. But
this spring, we started speaking with local stakeholders about taking a proactive approach to the issue
by declaring our city a book, safe harbor, emphasizing inclusivity, accessibility, and our first amendment
rights. In light of the unprecedented attacks on books, libraries and librarians, and by association, all
readers, there's no better time to reaffirm the values and practices of a P L by protecting its rich and



diverse and carefully curated collections, and ensuring readers access to those collections, | want to
publicly thank APL director haam Terrell and library foundation editor Tim Staley for being so
encouraging of this idea. Staff liaison Laura Pollio for facilitating our presentation to the library
commission. Each and every library commission member, especially those who formed a book, safe
harbor working group, to advance the effort. And all of you here today, especially council member Laine
and co-sponsors Fuentes, Velasquez, Siegel and Ellis. It is my hope that you'll pass this resolution
unanimously.

[11:26:02 AM]

>> Thank you very much.

[11:26:03 AM]

>> The values of the library.

[11:26:04 AM]

>> |'m gonna try one more time.

[11:26:09 AM]

>> I'm. I'm here.

[11:26:11 AM]

>> Please begin.

[11:26:14 AM]



>> Thank you, thank you. My name is holly Sabiston. Thank you, mayor Watson and council members for
allowing me to speak. | live in district four and I'm here in my personal capacity, but I'm also a
representative on the library commission for district five and for all branches of the Austin public library.
So therefore, | have some advanced knowledge of this item. Having worked in libraries since college, |
have a vested interest in these community spaces, which are essential for child development, education
and learning, civic engagement, innovation, productivity, and even public health. The public library is the
original data center, the energy efficient kind. And that's why I'm grateful for the council's support of
this resolution. Designating the city of Austin a book, safe harbor, especially in this year as we celebrate
100 years of the library, we will. We will join other successful designations in Texas, including the Harris
county library system. And | wanted to read directly from the library commission recommendation. We
continue to believe it is a core mission of the public library to provide quality information from diverse
viewpoints, because, as other speakers, the other speaker has said, Texas has passed several bills and
since 2021, restricting restricting public access to books. And those attacks only seem to be increasing.
APL does have a thorough materials reconsideration process, and also, to quote from the
recommendation, book bans and undue challenges are attacks on open access and free inquiry, which
are essential to our democracy. Thank you. Sponsor council member Laine and co-sponsors Fuentes,
Velasquez, Siegel and Ellis for building on resolution 2022 090186, which was supported in protecting
and protecting of the freedom to read this book.

[11:28:03 AM]

Safe harbor designation will put APL in league, and it is an important step towards protecting intellectual
freedom, open access and the library's commitment.

[11:28:15 AM]

>>To serving.

[11:28:16 AM]

>> Future generations.

[11:28:17 AM]

>> And thank you.



[11:28:21 AM]

>> Continuing. Excuse me, continuing item 70, | have Corey oaks and Zenobia Joseph. And then on deck
for 72, William bunch and Zenobia Joseph.

[11:28:40 AM]

>> Please go ahead.

[11:28:41 AM]

>> Good morning. My name is Corey oaks. I'm a children's book author, a former aid middle school
English teacher, and a mom to two teen austinite readers like Liz, who you just heard from. I'm also a
member of authors against book bans, continuing where she left off, I'm here today to urge the council
to pass the resolution in favor of naming Austin a book, safe harbor in voting to support the Austin
public library and its mission to further the freedom to read in Austin. You will also be supporting the
whole bookish community of Austin that comes along with it. We are authors, illustrators, librarians,
educators, bookstore owners, and readers. There are a lot of us here in Austin who are deeply invested
in protecting our public libraries. We know Austin to be a city that is proud of our diversity, our
intellectual freedom, and our weirdness. But with today's political climate, it's important that we don't
just rest on our laurels and hope that our strong, unique city culture survives, we need to take steps to
defend it against people who are systematically trying to erase the voices and viewpoints of those who
disagree with them. Libraries are their favorite battlefields, so it makes sense to take some proactive
steps to defend ours.

[11:29:57 AM]

This resolution is also timely, given that the Austin public library is celebrating its centennial this year. |
can't think of a better way to celebrate 100 years of this institution than for the city to pass this
resolution, which publicly supports everything that the Austin public library stands for and the important
work that they do for this community. We also hope that by Austin, hopefully taking this step, other
cities in Texas and throughout the country will be emboldened to do the same. It feels right for Austin to
be a leader in this movement. Let's keep libraries for everyone. Please vote in favor of the freedom to
read. Please pass this resolution and makes the city of Austin a book safe harbor.



[11:30:38 AM]

>> Thank you, thank you. Mr. Bunch.

[11:30:53 AM]

>> 72 is up.

[11:30:54 AM]

>> Seven two is up. Okay.

[11:31:01 AM]

>> Good morning, bill bunch, save our springs alliance district five speaking on item 72. This is a
resolution led by council member Laine. This is in her district calling for some lakeline shopping mall
area planning. | embrace small area planning, but there's just fatal flaws with this resolution. | hope you
and your co-sponsors will step back and amend it and fix it. You've got down on page four is where you
finally get to the. Be it resolved and it becomes clear that this resolution is about diverting yet more
funding from the general fund to support big developers, giant corporations to get tax kickbacks, to
expand their development. The very first thing that's called for is looking at tax increment financing. Our
state law specifically prohibits tax increment financing in areas that are not suffering from a lack of
development. And your resolution says point blank, this area is booming. So point one, you're you're off
on the wrong track. Y'all need to read the law and have your lawyers tell you what the law is on equity.
You call for including the chamber of commerce, the Robinson pud, the lakeline developers. There's no
call for any participation by your own constituents, the neighbors who live there. You don't care about
the people who live in this area, participating in this planning process for redeveloping this area. Also, a
note there are endangered species on the lakeline mall property. | don't know if any of y'all knew that,
but it's true. You need to include the watershed protection. Thank you sir department. Thank you. Thank
you.

[11:33:09 AM]



>> For item 73. | have Larry Phelps on the line.

[11:33:17 AM]

>> Hello. Good morning. My name is Larry Phelps. I'm calling in favor of item 73. When it comes to. The
mold issue complaint that | was filing with my apartment initially, | grateful that a councilwoman went
this. She has broken the policy that seeks to improve the code department's protocol. When complaints
are made, expand education around prevention of mold and tenants rights and also. This requires
regular mold testing for city owned properties, which | think is really huge and necessary. | think this
should have been done this this whole time to protect tenants like myself who was affected by mold and
having to go to the emergency room numerous times. I'm in favor of this. 70 of this resolution 73.

[11:34:22 AM]

And | thank you, councilwoman Vanessa Fuentes.

[11:34:27 AM]

>> Thank you.

[11:34:30 AM]

>> Also for 73, Shoshana Krieger and Zenobia Joseph.

[11:34:39 AM]

>> Good morning again, mayor and council members, shoshanna Krieger from Basta. I'm speaking on
item 73.

[11:34:48 AM]



>> At Basta. We regularly hear from tenants who are struggling with mold in their home. Just yesterday,
| got a text from someone whose landlord actually, quite surprisingly, is doing some remediation and
testing. But they're also refusing to move her and her children and her belongings to an alternate unit
while the testing, while the work is being done. This is a problem because disturbed mold is the most
unhealthy kind of mold. A uti del med school health advisory on mold, which can be found on our
website, talks about the importance of ventilation and proper equipment when remediating mold. The
advisory also details the many health impacts of mold, ranging from respiratory issues to weakened
immune systems, especially in children. It emphasizes the importance of treating the underlying
problems because mold will come back unless the underlying problem is fixed. The resolution before
you today emphasizes the importance of addressing those underlying conditions that contribute to
mold, which is crucial. Most of the mold issues we hear about come from water intrusion and faulty
hvac systems, not issues that renters are able to fix on their own. We know that over the past ten years,
Austin code has taken steps to improve their inspection protocols, including incorporating moisture
meters into inspections, and we have definitely seen improvements on the ground in fewer complaints
from tenants. We also know that code is limited in what and how they can enforce these issues,
especially as it relates to landlord treatment of tenants.

[11:36:20 AM]

We appreciate codes, continued work in this area. This resolution presents an opportunity to continue
to explore potential solutions to this problem that has plagued Austin renters. Thank you to
councilwoman Fuentes for always being a stellar ally of tenants and for highlighting this issue, and for all
of your work and your team's work on this item. Thank you all and have a good day.

[11:36:41 AM]

>> Thank you.

[11:36:43 AM]

>> Mayor. All speakers for consent have been called.

[11:36:45 AM]



>> Thank you very much, members. As you just heard, everyone has been called on the consent agenda.
Let me ask if there's any item that any member would like to remove from the consent agenda after
hearing public comment. All right. With that being the case, what I'll do is I'll call for a motionin a
second and then we'll have discussion. The motion made by council member Siegel is seconded by
council member harper-madison to approve the consent agenda as read discussion and if you want to
be recognized, councilmember Fuentes, I'll recognize you first. Others want to be recognized. Please let
me know. Thank you, councilmember Fuentes. You'll be followed by councilmember Segal.

[11:37:21 AM]

>> Thank you. When mold, when mold growth goes unaddressed, your home, your safe place can turn
into a place of harm. This resolution builds on previous legislation from 2021, an item of which | was a
co-sponsor of, and so I'm grateful that our city has improved our practices around detecting and
correcting water intrusion. But | cannot ignore the voices who are pleading for more to be done. I've
heard from constituents about landlords neglecting to address mold out of fear, and who have fear of
retaliation. I've heard about the severe impacts to their health, from brain fog to full body eczema. I've
heard that mold has completely changed and in some cases, even ruined lives. I'm bringing forward this
item to improve the city's local response to mold complaints, to ensure that all austinites have a safe
and healthy home free of mold. Through this resolution, we will set mold related regulations landlords
must follow, as recommended from a diverse group of stakeholders. This resolution also enhances
public awareness and education related to mold prevention and remediation. The health impacts of
mold home repair programs, and more. Lastly, this item ensures all city funded housing developments
adhere to certain mold prevention and property maintenance standards. | believe this policy will
empower and make a true difference for residents lives.

[11:38:40 AM]

And so with that, | would like to thank my co-sponsors, councilmembers Velasquez, Siegel, and qadri.

[11:38:46 AM]

>> Thank you. Thank you, councilmember, councilmember Siegel, councilmember Ellison,
councilmember gadri. Thank you, mayor. And yeah, thank you, councilman Fuentes, for your leadership
on this mold issue. And thank you, councilmember Laine, for again, for this book, safe harbor policy. A
lot of good stuff coming forward today. | just want to highlight item 60, which is an a major investment
in our city archeology program, and wanted to thank our historic preservation staff for their great work
on this. These are basically coming from recommendations from our equity based preservation plan to
support investments in citywide archeological research. And | look forward to learning from staff on how



we can incorporate this research into protecting and preserving Austin's historical sites. Thank you
mayor.

[11:39:28 AM]

>> Thank you, council.

[11:39:29 AM]

>> Member councilmember. Ellis gadri. And then the mayor pro tem.

[11:39:33 AM]

>> Thank you, mayor, I'm happy to highlight item number 65 today. It's an ordinance accepting over $30
million from federal grant funding for 14 transportation projects all over the city. And with regard to
those local matching funds, | particularly want to bring attention to the critical role that the voter
approved 2020 mobility bonds and the street impact fee are serving here. We're leveraging $1.8 million
in 2020 mobility bonds to secure 7.3 million more in federal dollars. One of the projects I'm most
particularly proud of is to see the update to the expansion of city's safe routes to school plans, which
you all know. | am a big champion of. We follow. Following council's approval of the resolution that |
wrote earlier this year and last year. And thank you to our professional transportation and public works
staff for being able to earmark these dollars. | know we've had conversations, you know, very recently
about how we dovetail our dollars together and how we earmark some of these voter approved bond
dollars. And | think it's really important to showcase, you know, what it means to keep them, what it
means to flag these projects and the project list. It goes all across and is various design phases from
construction all the way down to preliminary engineering. And so | just wanted to highlight the
importance of being able to leverage these dollars and how much more money we're getting by being
able to keep these dollars safe.

[11:40:55 AM]

>> Thank you, councilmember.

[11:40:58 AM]



>> Councilmember qadri.

[11:40:58 AM]

>> The mayor pro tem, and councilmember Laine.

[11:41:01 AM]

>> Great. Thank you, mayor. And before | get into my speech on item 69, I'd like to be added as a co-
sponsor for item 70 and 71.

[11:41:10 AM]

>> Without objection, councilmember gadri be shown as co-sponsors of item 70 and 71.

[11:41:15 AM]

>> Great. Thank you. Mayor. | just want to say on item 669, very thankful to staff for working with us on
this item. | want to speak to the confusion from the community that was spoken about during public
comment, and | want to clarify that | received commitment from city staff that this process will be
conducted prior to any new solicitation, solicitation for services. The item establishes a long time need
of a holistic review of our displacement and eviction prevention services. This is our opportunity to
develop evidence based, community backed recommendations and go forth knowing our limited city
dollars are maximizing efficiency and effectiveness. Keeping people in their homes is the first step to
fighting homelessness, and | look forward to continuing to work with staff and the community to get this
right. | want to thank all my co-sponsors on this item. | want to thank my staff, especially Melissa Beeler,
for for working on this item. And then | want to thank, | think avesse, who's | don't know if he's here
anymore. He thanked you, mayor, on your work on in this space. So | want to thank you as well.

[11:42:17 AM]

>> Thank you.



[11:42:19 AM]

>> Mayor pro tem, followed by councilmember Laine.

[11:42:22 AM]

>> Thank you very much, mayor. | just want to highlight a couple of items. First of all, item 14, which is a
wind energy power purchase agreement, 60mw. Again, glad to see Austin energy continuing to invest in
renewable power item 22, which is it's a ratification of a contract that has already passed. And actually
the project is, is, is done and complete. It's a burns meadow flood protection, a big diversion project
that they did, which was stalled when | got on to council. But props to the capital delivery services and
watershed for getting it done. It's working and protecting homes and residents that were recently
flooded. And it's just great to see that all wrapped up. | just want to mention that we | know watershed
typically does not do ribbon cuttings for their projects, but | think we've got to do a ribbon cutting for
this one and | look forward to it. | know the residents of burns meadow around there, especially those
who, you know, we flooded about 30 homes. | know some of y'all were on the dais when we saw those
horrible videos. They are very happy to see the project up and running and protecting their homes. Iltem
66 laurel Jesse, the vice president of the Windsor park neighborhood association. | just want to again
thank congressman Doggett, who secured that earmark for this item. It's a really critical connection, a
north south connection that lets essentially, you know, Windsor park and neighborhoods to the north
get access, get pedestrian and bicycle access, safe, easy pedestrian and bicycle access across Tannehill
branch creek and then across 51st street and into a Mueller.

[11:44:09 AM]

The neighborhood has been pushing this for a long, long time. It's a critical gap in our network right
there and to see it hopefully soon be built and up and running is going to be a joy for the entire
neighborhood. It's going to help kids. It's going to just do so many good and positive things. And again,
credit to the city because we built the sidewalk right up to the creek on both sides, and now we just
have to fill that gap. But, you know, filling those gaps sometimes, you know, we build out the networks,
but then those little bridges are the most expensive and most difficult part. But we're going to get this
done. And I'm very, very excited for that. Thanks to tpw. Also, | know I've been hounding them for a long
time about this little gap, and just so glad to see it moving forward. Finally, item 70, | would like to be
added as a co-sponsor to item 70, the the ban books, the project. And | think about my mother, who
was a librarian in elementary, middle and high school level.



[11:45:13 AM]

And every year she would have the banned books week display, which was just this kind of display of all
the books that had been banned over the years. And it's so funny because growing up, | thought about it
as some kind of antiquated, you know, god, people were so dumb back then that they try to ban these
books. But unfortunately, we're back in the book banning time, and we've got to push back against it. |
know Austin will push back against it. | know our libraries will push back against it. And all, you know,
people who who read, who love learning will push back against it. So again, thank you very much,
council member Laine, for the item, and I'd love to be added.

[11:45:55 AM]

>> Without objection. The mayor pro tem will be shown as a co-sponsor of item number 70 council
member Laine, followed by council member duchen.

[11:46:04 AM]

>> Thank you mayor. First, I'd like to highlight item 59, the grant acceptance for springwood park. This is
the money secured by state representative John Busey. | continue to extend my thanks to him. And now
that now that these dollars have officially been appropriated. Springwood park is beloved in district six
and also heavily utilized, and | look forward to working with the Austin parks department on
improvements that further enhance the experience of our residents at this park. With respect to item
70, the book safe harbor. Thank you to my colleagues for the kind words on this resolution. | am happy
to bring forward a resolution that declares the city of Austin a book, safe harbor. This resolution is
inspired by the recommendation of our Austin library commission. It builds on the freedom to read
resolution that council passed in 2022, and it reaffirms our city's commitment to intellectual freedom.
With Texas leading the nation in the number of book challenges, it is more important than ever to show
our support for the freedom to read and for Austin public library staff who are on the front lines of these
challenges. Thank you to my co-sponsors, council member Siegel Fuentes, Velazquez, Ellis and a few
others as of this morning for joining me in bringing this item forward. And especially, thank you to
Austin public library director Hannah Terrell and her amazing staff for co-hosting us at the central Austin
public library for yesterday's press conference. I'd also like to item 1772, which | am proud to bring
forward this. This item focuses on the lakeline station area, which is in my district, and it is brimming
with potential. It sits at the convergence of four major transportation corridors.

[11:47:50 AM]



Is the only commuter rail and park and ride facility within a five mile radius, and it has the potential to
serve thousands of people a day, connecting them with with transit options that are not currently as
accessible as they could be. While lakeline station has carried a transit oriented development
designation since the red line opened in 2010, 16 years later, it remains significantly underutilized. This
resolution directs city staff to study our options and develop recommendations in collaboration with our
regional partners and other stakeholders to improve mobility, safety and the vibrancy of this area so
that kids, seniors and everyone in between are connected to schools, jobs and services they rely on. I'll
also just briefly note that one of the great opportunities presented by the lakeline stationary, significant
amount of vacant land and. And looking at this area has in the past, ironically been deprioritized
specifically because there is not significant displacement risk. And. And this really represents an
opportunity to add housing affordability and land without significant displacement. I'm very excited that
the city will begin working on this with our partners. And as always, with consideration of endangered
species and other environmental features. And finally, with respect to item 73, | would like to be added
as a co-sponsor, and | thank councilmember Fuentes for bringing this item forward.

[11:49:15 AM]

Related to mold. Thank you.

[11:49:17 AM]

>> Without objection, councilmember Laine will be shown as a co-sponsor of item number 73. Thank
you, councilmember Laine. Councilmember duchen.

[11:49:25 AM]

>> Thank you, mayor. A couple of comments here. One is to just note that an item 15 through 19 we're
authorizing the issuance of nearly $650 million of bonds today, and that is a lot of money and a lot of
debt. And so going forward, | think it could be really helpful to understand how that stacks up against to
the rate that we we are also retiring our debt. And that's a topic that came up from some of our
colleagues during the budget discussions. | want to point out item 49, which is kind of a neat item. It's a
convention center item to rent the top level of the parking structure for community use, because it's
currently not generating any revenue as the convention center is closed. This is a really creative solution,
and | think it's important that we consider these kind of solutions as we're facing our fiscal constraints. |
kind of wish it wasn't immediately offset by $20 million of furniture, but it's a good start. Item 47
authorizes floodplain reforestation services for Austin watershed protection, increasing the TRE canopy.



[11:50:35 AM]

Investing in green spaces is positive in almost every instance | can think of, and I've got two no votes.
One is on item 11. When we looked at the budget for visit Austin, we found that it was comparable to
the New York City tourism and conventions budget, which is a much broader tax base to support similar
tourism efforts. Then item 28, we've already got a contract with Microsoft that includes power bi
frameworks. This vendor is there to help us. This microstrategy business is is there arguably could be
considered duplicative and unnecessary in a time where we just don't have a lot of resources. So |
understand it's being used to help us with the budget, but | can't see why the Microsoft tools we're
already paying for can't do that as well. And that's all I've got. Thank you.

[11:51:23 AM]

>> Thank you.

[11:51:24 AM]

>> Thank you, council member. Members, | want to comment on items 58 and 71 quickly. Item 58 is
where we're accepting an appropriation and appropriating $25,000 in a grant and grant funding from
our rcx sports foundation for the mls, major league soccer go play fund. This is a national recreation and
parks association grant to establish a new coed recreational youth soccer program dedicated to
providing inclusive and high quality soccer experience for our kids. | bring that up in conjunction with
item number 71, because item number 71, if approved, will have a transfer of funds from my office
budget to match that $25,000 to provide financial aid for the kids that are in need of financial aid in
order to be able to be part of this program. I'll mention this also. One other item is not on the agenda,
but it's something because it's something else that relates to this through the U.S. Conference of mayors
and FIFA, we, the city of Austin, received 200 FIFA world cup 2026 official match balls.

[11:52:38 AM]

That was in celebration of the summer's big. As you all may have heard, there was a soccer match this
summer and we're very excited to have have that gift of these soccer balls to Austin parks and
recreation so that we can use them during the inaugural season of this mls go program. So | appreciate
all the co-sponsors of this as well. One of the things that, as you've heard me speak before and we laid
out just last week five priorities for what | refer to as generation eight. And one of those priorities is
activating third spaces in our community. And of course, a key part of activating those third spaces is to
make sure that kids have a sense of belonging in our community. And there's nothing | think, that helps



with that sense of belonging more than team sports, where they they're a part of a part of a group. So |
appreciate everybody that was part of that as well. The co-sponsors were councilmember Laine council
members Laine Fuentes, Ryan all, Ryan alter and mayor pro tem vela. And of course, councilmember
gadri signed on today. With that. Members, if there's no further discussion.

[11:53:48 AM]

Yes, councilmember.

[11:53:49 AM]

>> Murray, I'd like to be added as a co-sponsor on 71. Also, please.

[11:53:52 AM]

>> Thank you. Without objection, councilmember Velasquez will be shown as a co-sponsor of 71.

[11:53:56 AM]

>> Councilmember Ellis.

[11:53:57 AM]

>> |'d like to be voting no on item four.

[11:53:59 AM]

>> | was getting ready to go to that. So let me ask if there's anyone that wishes to be shown abstaining
on any item on the consent agenda?



[11:54:08 AM]

>> No, but | also want to be a co-sponsor.

[11:54:10 AM]

>> Okay. Very good. 71 okay. All right, very good. Councilmember Laine will be shown as a co-sponsor of
item number 71. Without objection, anyone wishing to abstain from a vote on any item on the consent
agenda, anyone wishing to be shown recusing themselves from a vote on any item on the consent
agenda. All right. | have councilmember duchen voting no on items 11 and 28. Councilmember Ellis
voting no on item number four. Is there anyone else? Yes. Councilmember Fuentes.

[11:54:38 AM]

>> Like to be shown voting no on item number four.

[11:54:42 AM]

>> Okay. Anybody else wishing to be shown voting no on any other item on the consent agenda?
Hearing none. Without objection, the consent agenda is adopted with councilmember duchen being
shown voting no on item 11 and 28, councilmembers Ellis and Fuentes being shown voting no on item
number four members. That concludes the consent agenda. Before we get to our 12:00 time, certain.
What | would recommend we do is we go to items that have been referred from committees. Those are
items 77 through 82 members. What | would recommend we do on these is for purposes of efficiency.
Each of these items have come from the audit and finance committee. | will call for speakers in just a
second. But what | would suggest we do is take those as a consent agenda. Those items that have been
referred from council committees, as member, as the chair of the audit and finance committee, | move
adoption of items 77 through 82. The vice chair, council member, alter second that motion. I'll now turn
to the clerk for calling of speakers.

[11:55:51 AM]

>> Thank you. Mayor. On item 77 | have Zenobia Joseph. And mayor, did you move through 81? | can't
remember.



[11:56:02 AM]

>> 77 through 82.

[11:56:04 AM]

>> And on 81 | have Zenobia Joseph.

[11:56:06 AM]

>> All right, miss Joseph. All right, members, that concludes all the speakers that have signed up to
speak on items 77 through 82. The motion has been made and seconded to adopt items 77 through 82
as items coming from council committee. Is there any discussion? Hearing none. Without objection.
Items 77 through 82 are adopted members. What we'll do now is we will go to items 83 through 85. And
these are eminent domain items. And I'll turn to the clerk to call for speakers.

[11:56:44 AM]

>> For item 83, | have Jeff Dickerson and William bunch.

[11:56:49 AM]

>> Mr. Bunch, are you going to be testifying on this? All right, Mr. Dickerson, you have the floor.

[11:57:03 AM]

>> Thank you. Council member. Mayor, before | begin, I'd like to give the audio video team here a shout
out because nobody ever speaks on the work they do behind the scenes, on the flaky audio video
systems and helping other people speak. So let's give them a hand. | don't think buying the land is
automatically irresponsible. It's preserving historic site. It's thinning trails. They are legitimate public
purposes. But before the council uses the eminent domain on this area, taxpayers deserve a full project



cost estimate. We know at this point it's $1.13 million or $61,000 an acre. That's not the full cost. About
when all is said and done, spending, the amount to purchase the land may be reasonable. Approving the
property without knowing the project's total expected cost is the part that deserves scrutiny, and in
part, that deserves to be shown to the taxpayers when looking at things like this. Thank you.

[11:58:17 AM]

>> Thank you sir. Mr. Butts has waived his right to speak on item 83. Members, | confirm that that
concludes all the speakers that have signed up on item number 83, 84 and 85. With respect to items 83,
84, and 85. These are non consent condemnation items. And the motion will be that the city council of
Austin authorizes the use of the power of eminent domain to acquire the property set forth and
described in the agenda for the current meeting for the public uses that are described therein. Is there a
motion? And a second motion is made by council member. Siegel is seconded by council member
Fuentes. Is there discussion on items 83, 84 and 85? Hearing none without objection, items 83, 84 and
85 are adopted pursuant to the. The specific motion that | read into the into the record. Members, we're
going to go to item number 88, item number 88 is a public hearing. Without objection, we will open the
public hearing on item number 88. The public hearing is now open and I'll turn to the city clerk.

[11:59:35 AM]

>> There are no speakers.

[11:59:36 AM]

>> There are no speakers for the public hearing. That's called for on item number 88. So without
objection, we will close the public hearing on item number 88 and the public hearing is now closed. | will
entertain a motion to approve the resolution on item number 88. Is there a motion? Motion is made by
council member alter. It is seconded by council member. Laine. Is there any discussion on item number
88? Hearing none without objection. ltem number the resolution on item number 88 is adopted.
Members, that will take us. It's 12:00. That will take us to our 12:00 time. Certain which is public
communication. And | will turn to the city clerk and ask the city clerk to begin calling the names of those
who have signed up for public comment.

[12:00:30 PM]



>> First speaker Gina wilde, Ernest Hoover, Andrew Dean and Alison Northrup.

[12:00:40 PM]

>> If your name has been called, please come forward. If your name has been called, please come
forward. And then what we'll do is I'll just ask you to identify yourself by name as you begin speaking,
and you'll be first.

[12:00:54 PM]

>> |I'm Gina wilder. This sensor measures pm 2.5, a dangerous form of air pollution. It says three right
now. Very safe air. Chronic pm 2.5 exposure is linked to systemic inflammation, cancers, and premature
death. With the Halloween season coming up, theater fog will be used heavily in haunted houses, music
venues and theater productions, with guests and workers standing in it for long hours every time. Six
flags fiesta Texas used fog in their theater buildings. This sensor went far beyond the EPA's hazardous
range for pollution. I've also found the same hazardous levels at SeaWorld whenever they use theater
fog. My health has been severely impacted. As a long term guest, last year, | experienced anaphylaxis for
the first time in my life, along with immune and digestive system damage that required ongoing medical
care. Even wearing a kn95 mask inside the theaters is not enough to protect anybody. | believe this was
from cumulative pollution exposure, and | have observed similar serious health issues among other
longtime guests and workers, including technicians, musicians and ushers. While | was recovering from
nearly dying last July 2025, | began researching theater fog. | tested four fog machines using three
different kinds of sensors. | wrote up the results and shared them with my local state senator's office. In
every test, fog machines produced extremely hazardous ppm 2.5 levels. | have learned that fog
machines operate the same way as vaping and e-cigarettes. They heat glycol fluids to create aerosols,
the same chemical base, the same heating mechanism, but much higher. Ppm 2.5 for fog machines.
While my sensors maxed out at 5000 microns, studies show average levels of 10,000 microns from just a
22nd burst of fog. And for context, the EPA's safe standard is 35 and classifies 225 as hazardous.

[12:02:56 PM]

Because venues run these machines continuously, the actual levels generated in those spaces are much
higher than that. Theater fog is basically large scale vaping and should be treated as vape devices. |
reported my sensor readings and health concerns to the EPA, osha health departments. No one took the
complaint seriously. Indoor air quality is unregulated. These are pollution levels the EPA would not
tolerate at a quarry, but entertainment venues are allowed to generate massive air pollution without
oversight. Many families visit theme parks unaware they're breathing hazardous air pollution. Now, with



Halloween approaching, local haunted houses and attractions will be saturated with these same
chemical clouds. Theater fog is hazardous pollution. Thank you.

[12:03:42 PM]

>> Thank you. Appreciate your being here. Why don't we start on this end and we'll just go this
direction. And all you need to do is identify yourself for the record. But you do need that microphone.

[12:03:51 PM]

>> Hello, council. My name is Andy Dean. I'm a resident of district three and vice president of the Austin
archery club, of which we have a few members in attendance here today.

[12:04:00 PM]

>> See them there?

[12:04:01 PM]

>> |'ve been a member for two years, and | got more involved with the club last spring when we were
threatened with closure. We stayed open thanks to public support, help from the city manager's office
and councilman duchen, who is the representative for the area that the club is in now, Austin parks and
recreation. April has told us that we must leave em alone by December 31st. Last spring, April agreed to
work with us if we met a set of requirements. We've met everyone we could. Background checks for
board members and volunteers, third party financial assessments, and a contractor to pursue Ada
compliance or seek a variance where compliance isn't achievable. Despite refusing none of April's
requests, they kept moving the goalposts, most recently raising unsupervised gate code access, a
complaint never voiced before. They've also cited storage containers on the property as a problem that
we've never once asked been been asked to remove them. We've reached a point where we simply
cannot communicate with April. We're asking that this council, for help overriding the April decision to
terminate our lease and to direct April to make a good faith effort toward finding solutions for arc to
continue operating at Avalon park. We're stuck in a cycle where we meet. We build a plan. We make
requests. They make requests, April says.



[12:05:19 PM]

They'll respond, then go silent at a meeting councilman duchen attended. We believe we'd shown a
good faith effort and asked for a full year's extension, not just one to December 31st. That request | just
learned, was denied, though not. We weren't really unified that. Afterward, we put our contractor,
altura solutions, in direct contact with April as planned. At our meeting. Who. Only response to them
was that basically, don't bother. Stop all work. The site cannot be brought into compliance, which is not
what we agree on. We decide directly to just cut us out as a middleman. So that's a pattern. We we
plan, we meet, we make a plan. The moment we follow up outside the meeting, they just say, don't
bother. You're being shut down anyway. Repeatedly, April has said that the site isn't suitable for
archery. This. This is a claim that has not been backed by any kind of evidence, data or reasoning. It's
simply something they just keep saying.

[12:06:26 PM]

The site is an excellent place for archery. We've been operating on it at Avalon park since 1976, with a
perfect record of safety, no incidents and we've been excellent stewards of the land. It's a low impact
use of the land and moving us outside of the. The park would be detrimental to the. The greater Austin
archery community and additionally.

[12:06:53 PM]

>> Thank you sir. Appreciate you being here. Thank you. Please, if you state your name for the record.

[12:07:02 PM]

>> Good afternoon, council mayor. I'm Allison Northrup and I'm a resident of northwest hills and the
incoming secretary of the Austin archery club. We're here with Andy. I'm asking you today for your help
to override Austin parks department, parks and recreation decision to terminate arc's agreement to
practice archery at Emma long park. For 50 years, arc has operated Austin's only public outdoor archery
range at Emma long park. We have more than 500 archers from all walks of life. Our members live in
every council district within Austin. We serve members of all physical abilities, and roughly 20% of our
members are veterans. In this club's 50 year history, we've had zero recorded safety incidents. And
you'll see there's some some pictures that we're sharing here of the park. And so we've been really
responsive tenants and also most importantly, good stewards of the land. Perhaps most concerning is
that April is terminating our lease without offering arc a replacement location, displacing a 50 year old
archery club doesn't just take away a safe place to practice archery, it increases the risk of archery being



practiced in unsanctioned, far less safe locations, including people's own neighborhoods. | can speak to
what this range means to me firsthand. My family and | moved here a few years ago, and through arc,
we've met members of the community we never would have crossed paths with otherwise.

[12:08:38 PM]

The outdoor 3D course where you hike the trails between targets, connects people to nature and builds
a kind of camaraderie that you don't find in an indoor archery range. And again, arc is the only public
outdoor archery range in Austin. Arc has made good faith efforts to meet April's requirements, including
but not limited to, nonprofit verification. Restated financials, a third party cpa review, background
checks for volunteer, and paying for an Ada assessment for Texas department of licensing and regulation
using apis. Recommended vendors. We responded to every request, and yet the termination came in
August. The reasoning April gave us was that archery simply isn't an appropriate use for the site, a site
that has been used for archery for more than 50 years. This was something that had never been raised
with us before, and April reached that conclusion before. The variance process they directed us into was
even allowed to finish. We're asking council for your help in directing staff to reverse its decision that
archery doesn't belong in Emma Lang park, and to make a good faith effort to find solutions to allow arc
to continue using the space so that people have a safe place to practice archery, and that Austin's long
standing culture

[12:09:59 PM]

>> Of archery isn't lost. Thank you for your time and appreciate your service to the city of Austin.

[12:10:04 PM]

>> Appreciate you. Thank you. Please, sir.

[12:10:09 PM]

>> Good morning. My name is Ernest Hoover.

[12:10:11 PM]



>> You need to turn that microphone on. Try that. That's it. Okay.

[12:10:21 PM]

>> Good morning. My name is Ernest Hoover.

[12:10:24 PM]

>> Thank you.

[12:10:26 PM]

>> First slide. Thank you. | live on the border of district three and district five. And I'm actually here to
talk about what's happening in my neighborhood. Let me go to the first slide. The second. There you go.
Okay. On August 19th, there was a segment on KVUE news regarding a homeless lady on read street
who's been there for over almost two months. You can go to next slide. This is the lady. As of three days
ago. As of three days ago, she's been on the street. Can you go to the next slide? This is a statement in
regards to not being able to do anything, saying there's not a violation of ordinances or the law. Next
slide. This is house bill 1925 specifically stating that sleeping for an extended period of time or storing
belongings is in violation of the law.

[12:11:35 PM]

Irregardless, letting a woman sleep on the street for months in 100 degree heat is not acceptable. And
her guote unquote not wanting to accept help is not okay. Maybe that's actually a cry for help. Even if it
was legal, which it isn't, where someone stepping up to say, we need to help this lady. Where is hso?
Where are the outreach groups? Back in April, myself and a neighbor were on Austin Fox News to
highlight these types of issues. This is in front of my house. This is in front of my house. Unacceptable.
You can go to the next slide. This is an encampment literally ten feet from saint EImo elementary school
parking lot. And across the street, there's three daycares. Why are we waiting for something to happen
to a child or something to happen to any citizen before we say enough. There should be zero tolerance
of encampments in neighborhoods, zero tolerance in neighborhoods. Go to next slide. This is what | see
every day when | walk my dog across the bridge at saint EImo and Vincent. There should be barriers on
that corner. There should be barriers. We need to clean up our neighborhood. It's not normal, but | feel
like the city. The city is desensitized. | keep hearing about compassion and respect. But | didn't get any



compassion and respect when a homeless man attempted to steal my target order from my house and |
had to confront him in the street. Not acceptable. This needs to be a priority, not caps and stitches. You
can't ask somebody for a vote, but then at the same time and ask them for property tax increase. And
then this go on in your backyard. Not acceptable.

[12:13:36 PM]

>> Thank you. Thank you sir. Appreciate you being here.

[12:13:40 PM]

>> Chris Chen Hopkins. Doctor. Eloise. Zapata Tricia Bhatia and there were two remote speakers but
they haven't called in yet.

[12:13:50 PM]

>> All right. If your name's been called, please come forward. Welcome. Welcome. Just state your name
for the record, please.

[12:14:36 PM]

>> |I'm Tricia Bhatia. I'm in fifth grade at longview, and this is my water bottle. | carry this everywhere to
school, to piano class, to math camp. It's been refilled over a thousand times, and it's never been to a
landfill. But not every bottle is created equal. Austin has a goal to reduce 90% of landfill waste by 2040.
Right now, we're only at 37%. So we have a long way to go and single use plastic water bottles like this
one are a significant part of the problem. Even when they make it into the recycling, only 30% actually
get recycled. Other cities have already made some efforts. For example, San Francisco banned them at
their airport at in 2019. Even Austin has reduced them in some venues. At Q2 stadium, for instance,
50,000 reusable bottles were refilled in just one season. The stadium now diverts over 90% of landfill
waste and is the first soccer stadium in the world to be certified zero waste. But we still have room for
improvement at Austin's airport. Thousands of these evil bottles are sold every day at palmer events
center. Lang center city rec centers. None of them require vendors to stop selling these bottles. | know
Texas law blocked us from selling them in private stores, but the city can set rules for its own property,
like the airport. And | understand there are trade offs. Vendors might lose some revenue and
alternatives cost a little more, but vendors can adjust like they did in San Francisco, and people can just



refill their water bottles for free. City council leaders, | request you to consider three things. Number
one. Number one. Install refill stations on major city facilities, such as the new convention center.

[12:17:08 PM]

Number two, ban plastic bottle sales through vendor leases on city property. And number three, launch
a citywide campaign like acl's hashtag bio bottle to make carrying reusable bottles cool again. I've been
carrying this bottle for years now, and the water tastes better than ever before. Thanks for listening.
Any questions?

[12:17:37 PM]

>> Very well done. Excellent. Thank you very much for being here. Where do you go to school?

[12:17:45 PM]

>> Longview. Micro school.

[12:17:47 PM]

>> That's great. Well thank you. We appreciate you taking the time to be here. And you're very, very
good testimony. Thank you.

[12:17:52 PM]

>> You're welcome.

[12:17:56 PM]

>> | have Scott Strickland on the line.



[12:18:04 PM]

>> From Buffalo, New York. My name is Scott Strickland. Currently touring through America's heartland
in the northeast, opening up for another Austin based act, shining ribs everywhere we go. It's a badge of
honor for me to tell people that | am from Austin, Texas. The live music capital of the world | call today
concerns the fatal interaction between the Austin police department and the 17 year old Anthony
Anthony Williams, who was killed by Austin police. Officers happened to Mr. Williams and miss more
than our grief. It demands that we examine systems responsible for determining when force is justified,
who investigates police conduct and what consequences follow when serious misconduct is sustained.
We are witnessing a rise in authoritarian governing, along with fatal immigration enforcement, that has
raised profound concerns about the treatment of families, the use of force and the value of our
government places on human life. Austin cannot solve every national problem, but Austin can decide
what Austin will tolerate. | respectfully believe this governing body missed an opportunity during the
budget process to send an unmistakable message that the circumstances surrounding the killing of
Anthony one is. The second demanded an institutional response. The opportunity, however, has not
disappeared. The meaningful actions. Council. There are meaningful actions that council can pursue
right now. Three of those actions are. Number one, give the community police review commission,
maximum regulatory authority allowed by law. Number two, make serious misconduct Cary predictable
consequences by updating the disciplinary matrix. Working with the Austin police oversight commission
and the ccrc three independently investigate the most serious incidents. Simply put, APD should not be
able to remain the primary administrative investigator of APD.

[12:19:58 PM]

Independent accountability and due process are not mutually exclusive. We can have both. | have
worked alongside many of you advocating for ordinances and policies that have directed millions of
dollars toward independent musicians, venues and arts organizations. Through my four year tenure as a
music commissioner, your leadership of council member Ellis, a significant part of my career has made
possible by the city that | am proud to call home. | also recognize the extraordinary, difficult work that
police officers perform every day. Police officers put themselves in most situations that most of us will
never encounter, and | have worked alongside police officers and volunteering in our communities and
their members. LAPD doing honorable work every single day. We must draw a line with the
extraordinary authority entrusted to our enforcement results in serious misconduct, unnecessary
violence, or the loss of human life. Accountability is not anti-police. Accountability protects the public,
protects the officers, and protects the integrity of the institution itself. Black lives matter.

[12:20:58 PM]



Everyone's life matters. Thank you for your time and service and I'll be in touch.

[12:21:04 PM]

>> Mayor. All speakers have now been called.

[12:21:06 PM]

>> Thank you very much, members. As you've just heard, all the speakers have been called at our 12:00
time, certain for public communication. What I'm going to do is | think we go ahead and recess for our
music right now and come back at 115, unless there's objection or some comment in that regard. Yes.
Councilmember harper-madison.

[12:21:29 PM]

>> No objection, but | would like to say for the second time now, | think the district one office might
hold the distinct honor of having two staffers perform at city hall today. Our very own fadilla is going to
be performing during the music hour. So | encourage folks who work at city hall to stick around and
show your support.

[12:21:45 PM]

>> That's great, Mr. Mayor. Thank you, council member. All right. Without objection, the council will be
in recess until 1:15 P.M. It is 12:21 P.M. We are in recess.

[1:15:08 PM]

>> Everybody. It's 1:15 P.M. On August 27th, 2026, and | will call to order the Austin city council. After a
brief recess. Members, the way | want to go is we're going to go to the public hearing items, and then
we'll go to item 50 and item 61, depending upon where our timing is to try to get to our time. Certain.
2:00 item number 86 is a public hearing. Without objection, we will open the public hearing on item
number 86, and the public hearing is now open. And I'll turn to the city clerk.



[1:15:37 PM]

>> Thank you. Mayor. | have one remote speaker. Courtney Mcwhorter.

[1:15:48 PM]

>> Hi, this is Courtney Mcwhorter on behalf of the petitioner here. In favor of the petition being filed for
dis annexation on 1408 rock cliff. And I'm here to answer any questions if you have any.

[1:15:59 PM]

>> Thank you very much.

[1:16:01 PM]

>> And then | also have William bunch for 86.

[1:16:05 PM]

>> Mr. Bunch. All right. Okay.

[1:16:11 PM]

>> That's all for 86.

[1:16:13 PM]

>> All right. Those are all speakers on item number 86. So without objection, we will close the public
hearing on item number 86. The public hearing is now closed. The chair will entertain a motion to adopt
the ordinance. Is there a motion motion made by council member Ellis? Is there a second? Second by



council member Velazquez? Discussion on item number 86. Hearing none. Without objection, item
number 86 is adopted with council member duchen temporarily off the Dyess item. There he is.
Councilmember Deutsch will be voting in favor of item number 86. Item number 87 is public hearing.
Without objection, we will open a public hearing on item number 87, and the public hearing is now
opened. I'll turn to the city clerk.

[1:16:57 PM]

>> William bunch.

[1:17:00 PM]

>> Mr. Bunch passes. There are no other speakers on item number 87, so without objection, we will
close the public hearing on item number 87. The public hearing is now closed and I'll entertain a motion.
With regard to the resolution. The council member Siegel moves adoption of the resolution. Is there a
second? Second by the mayor? Pro tem is there discussion? Hearing none. Without objection, item
number 87 is adopted. We previously adopted item number 88. ltem number 89 is a public hearing.
Without objection, we will open the public hearing on item number 89. The public hearing is now open
and | will call on the city clerk.

[1:17:32 PM]

>> William bunch.

[1:17:35 PM]

>> Mr. Bunch passes while being against it. Is there anybody else?

[1:17:42 PM]

>> All speakers.



[1:17:43 PM]

>> All speakers have been called on item number 89. So without objection, we will close the public
hearing on item number 89. The public hearing is now closed and | will entertain a motion with regard to
the ordinance. Is there a motion? Is there a motion? Motion made by council member Laine seconded
by mayor pro tem. Is there any discussion on item number 89? Hearing none. Without objection, item
number 89 is adopted. That concludes the public hearings. We will now go back to item number 50, item
number 50 was pulled because there is a proposed amendment to item number 50. And based upon my
understanding of the issues, | wanted to make sure that there was full opportunity to make a record and
to not mess with the consent agenda, with the amendment. So council member alter, I'm going to call
on you first since you since you were the one with the proposed amendment, | pulled it, but that you
had the proposed amendment and then I'll ask for any speakers.

[1:18:41 PM]

>> This is a the condemnations item about just what process we need to follow as a council and for the
manager. When we're dealing with parkland, that is potentially going to be condemned really trying to
get this more into the public domain, getting just more information to people and have this be as
transparent a process as possible. So we'll have an amendment when the time comes.

[1:19:05 PM]

>> All right, members, you have | think everyone has a copy of the proposed amendment from council
member alter, but I'm going to go ahead now. And before we take a motion on the main motion, I'm
going to call for speakers.

[1:19:20 PM]

>> For item 50. William bunch.

[1:19:25 PM]

>> |n favor. Aye.



[1:19:27 PM]

>> All right. Those are all speakers on item number 50. All right. In that case, council member alter
moves adoption of item number 52. Seconded by council member Siegel. I'll now recognize council
member alter for his proposed motion to amend.

[1:19:43 PM]

>> Thank you very much. We were able to work with staff on a lot of this and just this amendment, as |
mentioned on the message board, is just bringing some stronger protections that increase that
transparency, and | move adoption of amendment one.

[1:19:57 PM]

>> Council member alter moves adoption of amendment number. Alter amendment number one to
item number 52, second by council member zo gadri. The vote we're getting ready to take is on the
motion to amend. Is there discussion on the motion to amend alter one to item number 50? Hearing
none. Without objection, alter amendment number one to item number 50 is adopted. That will take us
back to the main motion, which is item number 50, as amended. Is there discussion on the main motion
as amended? Hearing none without objection, item number 50, as amended is adopted. Members, that
will take us to item number 61. And just for purposes of this, what we will do is we'll hear from the
public on item number 61. I'll then take a motion. We have a number of proposed amendments, as you
all are aware, and we'll work our way through the proposed get a main motion, and then we'll work
through the various motions to amend in order. So I'll turn to the city clerk to call on speakers on item
number 61.

[1:21:00 PM]

>> | have one remote speaker, Truman Matheny.

[1:21:08 PM]

>> Hi. | just want to speak out against data centers in Austin. | hate data centers. | don't like ai. Data
centers emit a horrible noise, and they use our power and our water precious resources, and they



impact people's electricity bills. And we are seeing that this is one of the most important things to
voters. So | highly recommend that city council keep that in mind, that these are the issues that are
important to voters, and they pass a moratorium on all data centers. That's all | have to say. Thank you
very much.

[1:21:45 PM]

>> Thank you.

[1:21:47 PM]

>> Now ['ll start calling in-person speakers. If | if you hear your name, please come down to the podium,
take a seat at an open desk and state your name before we begin. Natasha Bobby Levinsky. Ikina, echo
SEMA, Susana Almanza, Adrian Macias.

[1:22:13 PM]

>> Thank you, mayor. Council. Bobby. Levinsky. Save our springs alliance.

[1:22:16 PM]

>> Mr. Levinsky, hold on one second. | see that you have donated time. Is Mr. Whaley here?

[1:22:20 PM]

>> He is.

[1:22:22 PM]

>> And. And William bunch. Then you'll have six minutes.



[1:22:26 PM]

>> Great. Thank you. Mayor and council. Bobby Levinsky. I'm the attorney of saber springs alliance. | am
also organizing with the data center action coalition down in San Marcos. And we've addressed some of
the really big data centers down there. And so we've got some experience with addressing these things,
and we'd really encourage you to reach out to us. Amanda Rodriguez down there is a really great council
member, somebody you could reach out to directly as well. This is not unique to Austin. It's not unique
to Texas, but it is a growing threat. And you can see where we are on this map of where they're
projected to go. And right there in central Texas, we've got the, the hottest of the of the heat map in
Texas. And it's, it's showing with all of them coming around in central Texas at the state level, there's
480 projects that are currently in the ercot queue. The all time peak record is 85,508mw in for demand
of energy in Texas. If all of the ones that get approved at ercot, that's 438,000mw, that would be
staggering compared to just what we use today in Texas. And this data is from ercot itself.

[1:23:41 PM]

So | think it's credible. Also, there's 18,750 homes. Is the average capacity for 75 megawatt data center.
So the this is a not the great place to put the epicenter of all data centers in the world. This is a very hot
climate. We have energy problems, we have water problems. And currently the water is not forecasted
in the states. Water planning. We were already at a 1.6 trillion gallon deficit under our last water plan.
And | want to emphasize that when you hear comparisons of data centers to to like single family
residences, it doesn't replace the water demands for those single family residences. That population
growth is going to continue no matter what. So really, we need every single drop of water to take into
account the growth that was already forecasted for Texas. And that includes Austin. There's a lot of
conversation about direct versus indirect water demands. And one of the engineers that we work with
has pointed out that when you're talking about energy going into a site, you're talking about heat going
to a site so that heat has to be dispersed somewhere. So no matter the cooling method it is that's being
used, you are going to have evaporation loss. You're going and it's going to impact the overall availability
of water on the system. A university of Texas professor that we work with has kind of described it as
those closed loop systems is about 50% of the water demands as a normal loop, a single loop system to
give you some numbers around what we're talking about with megawatts. So a 30 megawatt data
center, which is at that high end of what in your staff memo is traditional. If you're looking at on site
cooling, you got according to an application that we had on a recent data center submittal, you look at
2635 gallons per megawatt per day for that, for that data center, if you multiply that by 30, you get to
28 million gallons per year used on that single site. And that's only the on site cooling. When you factor
in the off site cooling that's required for the power generation. So and most the the facilities are using
natural gas as their energy demands.



[1:26:05 PM]

You're talking about increasing it to roughly 81 million to 300 million gallons of water being used.
Because we were just adding one megawatt data center into our system. It also impacts our energy
rates. And | think one of the biggest things that it really impacts is just the speed at which we have to
build out our system. If one of these gets approved, which we know with grandfathering can be done
pretty quickly, you've got a build out of about 18 months when normally a comparable single family
residence. Would a residential district would, you know, be 20 to 25 years for build out? So you're
talking about massive increases in infrastructure expansion that need to be done up front. And then
what happens when those get become stranded costs? So when that data center fails, which we know
that that is likely going to occur with how much venture capital is being invested right now, I'm going to
skip ahead to talk about the San Marcos ban, because | think it's kind of mislabeled as a ban. It's really
not a banned. They were really smart in what they did. They created the use, and then they chose not to
apply it by right into any of the zoning categories. But it's still something that is something that's
available for somebody to apply for. And I'd love to talk to you offline about how that's possible, but it is
a way that you do an effective ban without just an absolute prohibition and require that there's some
sort of process that we that's a required when these things are coming in line, coming online so that we
know what the impacts are going to be to the residences, to the, to the system, to our water supplies.

[1:27:37 PM]

They were also really clever and requiring that doing a potable water use ban. So for cooling purposes.
So that's, you know, they can't use drinking water for cooling purposes. We required 1000 foot setback
to anywhere that would have a use, that would have people sleeping overnight to address the noise
concerns. And that also included daycares. Kids nap too. And then we did a 60 decibel sound limit from
the site, and that would be keeping in lines with what we were talking with some of the applicants that
they their equipment produces a 65 decibel at the source, so it would require a reduction in noise. And
then we required a conditional use process for backup generators. And that's really important because
at the tc, those permits are being approved by permit, by rule. And it's an instantaneous approval. So
there's no real consideration for air quality concerns really encouraging.

[1:28:32 PM]

>>You to pass on.

[1:28:36 PM]



>> Continuing on with item 61, Valerie Menard, Pedro Hernandez Jr, Marion Sanchez, Rachel Scott,
Joseph Lerma, Matt fox.

[1:29:13 PM]

>> Why don't we start on this end and we'll work down the aisle? Okay?

[1:29:23 PM]

>> My name is doctor Rachel Scott, family practice physician, retired, speaking as a resident of district
two. Mayor Watson city council member Vanessa Fuentes and other council members. I'm speaking in
opposition to a data center on dogs head, which will come as no surprise to most of you who heard me
last time | spoke. Specifically, | want to talk about noise because | only have two minutes. Sound waves
travel more than half a mile from data centers. Sounds below 20hz are called infrasonic waves, and
these are below the range of human perception. You won't hear these, but they can be felt as vibration.
People who live near these centers exposed long term, can suffer significantly from numerous health
conditions.

[1:30:28 PM]

Known effects include, and I'm only going to mention a few thickening blood vessels, causing the heart
to have to pump harder. Hypertension, confusion, fatigue, migraine headaches, anxiety, depression. And
there are many more. And these are known for people. Usually we find these things out by doing animal
studies. So you can imagine the animals are affected too. Secondly, sound from super data centers
travels through the ground. This was new to me as well as the air. Much as an earthquake does. We
know that wildlife notoriously are early harbingers of earthquakes, fleeing long before humans are
aware that one is coming. | don't know if any of you have experience of a dog climbing into your lap
during a thunderstorm, but it's the same thing.

[1:31:28 PM]

>> Your time is expired. But thank you very much for your comments.

[1:31:31 PM]



>> Please, please oppose this.

[1:31:32 PM]

>> Your time has expired, but we appreciate your being here. Please.

[1:31:37 PM]

>> Hello mayor and council. Thanks for having us. My name is Matt fox. | am a district five resident, and
I'm here to share my concerns surrounding the current data center development. Specifically from the
perspective of a population that can't speak for itself. I'm a beekeeper here in town. | train individuals
how to raise bees, | catch swarms, | manage apiaries in both hays county and here in Travis county in
district five. As you might have seen over the past season, myself and fellow beekeepers have suffered
an unprecedented 60% die off in hives due to something called colony collapse disorder. This resulted
here in Texas in what was a 4 million pound production state into a 2 million pound production state,
and then reducing us from being the eighth largest producer to the 14th largest producer on a single
about six month window, the honey bee. So a little bit of science stuff. So the honey bees ability to
identify pollinating plants is through electromagnetic fields, emf, the natural emf that goes horizontally
along the Earth.

[1:32:40 PM]

This is something that they use to navigate. They can actually adapt to natural phenomena with emf,
you know, things like lightning, solar flares, etc. But recently, multiple studies have shown that artificial
emfs, which are being produced by data centers at large, are negatively affecting species of all types,
including honeybees and thousands of native bee species. The same studies show that in recent years,
honeybee exposure to the unprecedented increase in this emf has led to increased flight, flight pattern
disruption, loss of foragers, and a significant decrease in pollen and nectar harvesting, all of which
contribute to colony collapse disorder, which we're seeing currently in mass. So a decrease in
pollinators, this is pretty obvious leads to decrease pollination, a vital step for 95% of plants. No bees, no
plants, no food. So as the presence of data centers and emf output continues to astronomically grow
here in Texas, I'm fearful of the already proven negative effects of this and would request a moratorium
on data center development until we take some time to think further about the implications that we're
facing.



[1:33:38 PM]

>> Thank you. Thank you. Yes, sir. Please go ahead.

[1:33:44 PM]

>> Hello again. Joseph Lema. | do not support item 61 really quick about myself. I'm just like any other
Austin creative. I'm unemployed. | rely on map health insurance and | play free shows around red river
cultural district just because | love to do that. Despite this, I've been able to to work on a project about
community accountability and the things that we're talking about within that project actually translate
to this data center problem very well. City staff has named a failure. Current rules do not let Austin
reliably track data center development over time, sufficiently limit where it can be located, or
adequately address its impacts. Item 61 responds by classifying data centers by size and impact, deciding
whether they are permitted or prohibited, requiring operations plans covering water, energy, noise and
lighting, and establishing monitoring and permits. Proposed amendments add enforcement, cumulative
impact reporting and reports to council about 20 megawatt or 85 million gallons of water per year. You
guys are defining permission, performance monitoring and enforcement, but you do not have you do
not have a public register showing each requirement. Who is responsible, what proves compliance and
what happens when they fail. So whether like my project has those things or not, | will reach out to
every single one of those offices and let them know what we're working on, because this translates
directly to that. So what you guys need to do is explain why each requirement exists, who benefits, who
carries the risk, and how it benefits taxpayers.

[1:35:18 PM]

Because this is not like a political issue. This is a city of Austin issue, like regardless. So once you get to
explain that to first me to the people in this room, then you could explain that to the public. And then
after that, | mean, it's up to the public to do it because a private company will come and force that
infrastructure within our communities. And we have an opportunity right now to, like, put a stop to that
or at least do something. Thank you. Let's do that.

[1:35:48 PM]

>>Thank you for being here. Yes, ma'am.



[1:35:51 PM]

>> Good afternoon, mayor Watson and council members and council member Fuentes. Nice to see you
again. I'm here today to speak. Oh, my name is Valerie Menard. | live in district one. I'm here today to
speak to you regarding item 61. While | appreciate the effort to review the land development code and
potential regulations and permit requirements applicable to data center operations, something that was
not done for the dog's head. | would also ask that you consider a three year moratorium to let the dust
settle on the impending legislation regarding data centers at the state and federal level. In less than a
year, the number of data centers in Austin has nearly doubled, having grown from 41 to 76. A
moratorium would halt this already unchecked growth and allow us to get a better grip on the situation.
This would be in line with public sentiment because, unlike some issues, the general public has been
alerted to the threats posed to our water system and power grid by data centers. But they're also aware
of false narratives related to them, like job creation, when in reality, the jobs that data centers create
are temporary, mostly in construction.

[1:36:54 PM]

According to politico, the industry is in the process of developing an estimated 1500 data centers, in
large part to support the growth of artificial intelligence. This is the dystopian vision of tech bros, robber
barons like Peter Thiel and Elon Musk, who are also pushing the urgency to build them but don't even
know what they're dealing with. Ai has already broken free from constraints and as and to hack other
systems, revealing its predatory ability. And just yesterday, Bill Gates warned that the world is entirely
unprepared for the massive social, political and economic upheaval ai will bring. We need to pump the
brakes and look beyond permit requirements to truly prepare and protect our future. Three years isn't
too long to take to get this right before it goes terribly wrong, please consider a moratorium. Thank you.

[1:37:42 PM]

>> Thank you.

[1:37:46 PM]

>> David Weinberg, Juneau black. Phillip Fitzgerald, Shelby Evans, Craig. Nazer. Jerry wheat, please come
on down. If your name has been called and just state your name, your name before you begin speaking.



[1:38:06 PM]

>> Please go ahead and begin.

[1:38:07 PM]

>> Sir, my name is Philip Fitzgerald, a resident of district one. So on Tuesday they they gave a
presentation to the city council and they were covering some of the. Some of the, | guess the pathway
for a moratorium. But some of the things that they were talking about really stood out to me. One, they
said, even if we vote on this, we couldn't really pass any or rules or anything until spring 2027. And |
have to ask if, if that's the fastest we can do anything. The mayor posted something on on the public
forum in may, asking for a presentation in July that got kicked to to this month. You know, dogs had got
approved soon after, you know, the the special tax zone got approved in July before this. And it feels like
we're moving way too slow on this. This has been a problem in central Texas for a long time. And people
have been complaining about this for a long time. There was also a distinction between 75 megawatt
data centers versus ones that are bigger, the hyperscaler ones. And | have to ask, why can't we just ban
them in aggregate in the total size?

[1:39:12 PM]

Because as member Siegel discussed, if they break up these data centers into separate buildings, then
they could get under that cap. So | think we really need to look at the aggregate across the city. What
else we we also, as mentioned, we can't ban services to to certain areas. We backstop areas like round
Rock, some enclaves around us. If they put data centers in their areas, we don't have a mechanism to
stop that. So I'd ask that we we start moving a little more aggressively towards letting them know if
they're going to build data centers. Then we're going to be ending some local agreements, including
with with Round Rock. They have three projects right now, up to 340mw for for data centers. That's
going to really hurt us if they run out of water. | think a lot of this is, is downstream from people's anger,
their anger that we see our lands and our water being stripped away. And our leaders are not listening
to us. People are really scared about this. And | really hope we we move quicker than spring 2027.

[1:40:11 PM]

>> Thank you. Thank you, doctor Nazar. We'll start with you and then we'll work down.



[1:40:21 PM]

>> Craig Naser Austin Sierra club. We believe that data centers above 20mw need a complete review
before construction. And we should have a moratorium until we get these rules in place. There may be
some state laws that make this difficult, but we should do everything in our power to prevent wasting
energy and water, specifically on crypto centers. You need to consider the issue of groundwater
conservation districts and data center location recently voted to allow massive development on the
dog's head where there is an underlying aquifer, but no groundwater conservation district. We know
that the dogs had developer owns the water rights on this development. As far as | know, there's
nothing to prevent the owner of those water rights to pump as much groundwater as they want on the
dogs head. This is a serious issue when it comes to data center location development, and I've asked city
council members, a lot of people, for this information. I've never been given a good answer on it.

[1:41:23 PM]

| think it's a concern. We also believe that a complete ban on data centers, like | said earlier, should be in
place until these restrictions are passed into ordinance. Now, something also interesting is this is a
bubble. Data centers are in a bubble right now, and the amount of energy it takes to operate these
things is ridiculous. As | said on Tuesday, my brain takes 20. What's a small data center takes a million
times that amount that is going to go down. And if you build these data centers now with all these huge
Bobby talked about this, all this electricity going or water going anywhere, and then that goes down.
You're going to have stranded assets. And that's something we need to think about because this is
changing very rapidly. So anyway, thank you very much.

[1:42:10 PM]

>> Thank you sir. Yes, ma'am.

[1:42:14 PM]

>> Hi. I'm Shelby.

[1:42:16 PM]



>> You need to turn that on.

[1:42:19 PM]

>> We're good.

[1:42:20 PM]

>> We're good, we're good. Okay. My name is Shelby. With hands off central Texas. We need an
immediate moratorium on data center development in Austin. Council is in a rare position where the
state has not yet dictated your position. In fact, they've unfortunately left the door wide open for
corporate exploitation of our communities. But this also offers an opportunity for this council to step up
as leaders and as good stewards of our land and resources. | appreciate the members of this council who
have led the charge to kick off reeling in large scale data centers. A start is a start. | want to encourage
council to look to the environmental and energy experts to understand and define the risks and
consequences of data centers. Even in closed loop systems, water and energy demands lead to
increased fossil fuel use and water scarcity. A 30 watt, 30 megawatt data center with a closed loop
system can use about 30 million gallons of water per year each 30 megawatt data center with an off site
energy system can use about 80 million gallons of water per year. If Austin is welcoming data centers of
any size, it is imperative we approach restrictions with incredible care and urgency. Over half of Texas is
currently experiencing drought. Another 32% of the state is abnormally dry, including Austin. The
decisions we make today will not be constrained to just our neighborhoods like dog's head, nor just our
city. The reverberations of these decisions will reach generations to come across the state. Please stop
all data center development until we have enforceable rules in place.

[1:43:57 PM]

Amend any development agreements like dog dog heads, to ensure private profit interests do not take
priority over your constituents well-being and look to the guidance of experts like the environmental
commission's recommendation recommendation on this issue. Thank you.

[1:44:12 PM]

>> Thank you. Yes, sir.



[1:44:16 PM]

>> Hello, Jerry.

[1:44:18 PM]

>> Wheat district two.

[1:44:20 PM]

>> Miss Vanessa, it's nice to meet you officially. | am opposed to item 61. | think this item is deceptive
because it starts from the assumption that industrial scale data centers are something Austin should
accommodate. Once we establish the zoning standards and permitting process, we've already sort of
opened the door. | don't think we should do that. I'm also tired of these facilities being discussed purely
as infrastructure for ai. Data centers are also the physical infrastructure behind enormous systems of
data collection and surveillance, including technologies like flock. Austin should not be volunteering its
land, water, electricity and infrastructure to help build either a speculative ai boom or an increasingly
powerful panopticon state. The question should not be how do we regulate data centers? The question
should be, do we want these operations in Austin at all? My answer is no. | urge to vote against item 61.
Thank you.

[1:45:26 PM]

>> Thank you.

[1:45:30 PM]

>> Continuing on river's Kristin Scott, Melanie Babbitt, Cristina de Stefano, Stephanie. Stefano. Sorry.
Brad. Massingill.

[1:45:46 PM]



>> Please.

[1:45:47 PM]

>> River's district nine.

[1:45:48 PM]

>> This was written very deceptively. Y'all. This. And as it is written on the agenda horribly just
misleading. It makes it seem like some action is being taken. But it isn't. | am so done with catering to
billionaires, especially when it comes to at the expense of our budget crisis, at the expense of our taxes,
at the expense of every social service in the city of Austin. If we are going to cater to billionaires, they
need to pay their money. They need to give their fair share because their billions are only going to make
themselves more billions at the expense of everybody. | am going to play real quickly the sound of these
data centers, and | want you to take a good long listen, because at this point, this is going to be in
everyone's backyard the way that this is going. And if you are going to be dismissive of this, | hope
they're put in your backyards. 24, seven, 75 plus decibels. That is a joke. Mental health. If we're talking
about cancerous areas and dumping of pollutants that have raised cancer, this is a kind of center that
will destroy communities, has run people already out of them. Poisoned water is past no return. And
we're going to say, sit in Austin with golf courses and otherwise stamping out the water. And then that
also goes to data centers. So then other marginalized communities are going to be zoned out. We have a
history as a city destroying infrastructure for anybody of color and putting these where quote unquote,
undesirables live when like politicians are talking about this, this is, and this should not go through any
data center that is proposed now is on your hands.

[1:47:32 PM]

And | don't care what any kind of data center company will advocate for or what money they'll promise.
They don't want to pay their taxes. They are lobbying you to not pay their taxes. None of that money will
go back to the city. Please. Full moratorium on data centers. We don't want them.

[1:47:49 PM]

>> Thank you. Please.



[1:47:57 PM]

>> Hi, my name is Cristina de Stefano and | am a resident of Austin district two. | am asking city council
to enact a ban or a moratorium on data centers. Data centers use too much of our resources to ever
even consider this a viable business option. Yet here we are in a state on its own grid. Within months,
with months of drought and the highest number of data centers in the country. Back in June 2026, Texas
natural resources committee convened for a special public meeting about data centers that was widely
attended from folks all over the state, driving for hours for 1 to 2 minutes to express their grievances
grievances. These were farmers and residents. Still, they were experiencing livestock, stillbirths and
wells drying up from overpumping of neighbors affects to their livelihood. Prior to said public hearing,
this same committee sent out a survey asking 341 data centers what their water and energy
consumption had been. Less than one third responded to the survey. Only 17% of data centers
responded to Texas water development board's annual survey in 2025. It is apparent these data centers
have no interest in transparency. They have no interest in working with the public to ensure citizens
basic needs necessities are met. If data center executives are not willing to work with us, why should we
work with them? Right now, we are watching a reckoning happening in real time. If we dismiss the
power outages in Gary, Indiana, their suffering will be in vain. For those not aware, Gary, Indiana has
been without power for two weeks after tornadoes and flooding. While Gary, Indiana does not have
data centers within its city limits, eight data centers are on nipsco power grid, with which provides folks
in Gary, Indiana with electricity. However, the lights are still on in the data centers.

[1:49:59 PM]

>> Thank you ma'am. Mr. Massengill.

[1:50:03 PM]

>> Hey, y'all. | know a lot. A lot of y'all have a real estate background up there. So you know that in
Texas, if you own property and there's not a rule against it, you can do it. That's pretty much cut and
dry. So we really need to, to get ahead of this and get some, a suite of ordinances, not just a blanket
type of ban, because that's upsetting it up for one lawsuit to strip that away. | know about a infrasound
that doctor, doctor Rachel was talking about earlier in a the oil fields. They put these trucks on the
ground. They make infrasound, bounce it off, pulls oil, and it comes up to these instruments called
geophones. And they record all that. When we have a something that can make potentially this much
noise deep underground, we need geophones around the facility and a robust requirements that they
know about before they even get started. So if they violate it, then they're, they, they can't proceed if
they can't come up with the design criteria to match the code. And there's many other things like that.
We need to be very precise and targeted on a lot of this stuff and have a bunch of them. So they all,
each one has to be pulled one by one in court.



[1:51:30 PM]

It's. Otherwise we're setting ourselves up for a big fall. And, and we need we do we do need, in effect, a
blanket ban, but it needs to be more granular than that. This what doctor Rachel was talking about the
whole sound. As a musician, | can't help but think of those underground waves and the not just the the
fundamental 20hz and below, which is below human hearing, but those create harmonics just like a
guitar string or an instrument which are up higher frequencies. And they're not. You can't read them on.

[1:52:09 PM]

>> Thank you, miss Massengill. And you didn't state your name for the record. Well, we know we all
know you, but we.

[1:52:15 PM]

>> Oh, sorry, it's Brad Massengill.

[1:52:16 PM]

>> Good deal. Thank you.

[1:52:17 PM]

>> Sorry.

[1:52:19 PM]

>> | have a remote speaker on the line, Becky Woodward.



[1:52:29 PM]

>> Hello.

[1:52:30 PM]

>> My name is Becky Woodward. Good afternoon, mayor and council members. | live in district two and
I'm and am an afscme member. | really appreciate everyone coming to talk about these issues
surrounding data centers, and I'm here to not talk about them in a theoretical sense, but to actually
share my lived experience living next to two soon to be three one data center | live next to is within
123ft from my apartment. One is 800ft away, and a new one being constructed right now is actually less
than 300ft, and they're actively building it closer. Their data centers here that were built in 2006 that are
not ai, that are actually impacting people today. Me and my neighbors are constantly woken up from
our sleep, have a difficult time falling asleep, and can hear the industrial noise within our houses. It is
exhausting, as you can probably tell from my voice to live next to this. And trust me, as soon as my lease
is up,  am moving.

[1:53:36 PM]

When | moved in here, | had just had an acl surgery, so | wasn't able to tour the property in person and
instead did a facetime visit. | was unaware that my neighbor is a data center. I've had headache,
increased stress, earache, mental health issues related to this, and | try my best to just zone it out. But
when it wakes you up at night, it's really hard. I'm also concerned about on site power generation and
wells. If they're not going to use water from our existing infrastructure, what's stopping them from
digging a well and pulling from our aquifer? So | request that you require any additional wells, have
meters on them to tell how much water is being pulled out. That's not captured in any other reporting
requirement, and also provide adequate setbacks. And this is not just the.

[1:54:37 PM]

>> Continuing on. | have Camille cook, Carlos pinon, cat Fleming, Carol Phillipson, Joe good and
Catherine Laine.

[1:54:49 PM]



>> If your name has been called, please come forward. How about we start on this end and we'll work
our way down? Okay.

[1:55:12 PM]

>> Hello, my name is Carol Phillips. I'm district ten and I'm against this. | am 61. With the many unknown
risks data centers posed to our environment, humans and wildlife, there must be a moratorium within
city limits until we learn and mitigate their negative effects. Yes, we talk about water to cool data
centers. However, the water used by their power source also needs to be accounted for and reported,
which is not mandated yet for us in data centers. This is more difficult. | wrote to Kevin kluge of Austin
water for an answer. He replied. All current and future data centers in Austin are Austin energy build
customers, but all the power comes from the Texas electrical grid, which is supplied by many power
generation sources, l.e. Gas, nuclear, solar, wind across the state. For that reason, it's rather difficult to
tie a particular customer's electrical use to specific water use and even more difficult to influence or
regulate such indirect water use, unquote. Then there's the chemical discharge wastewater the water
bled off from cooling systems tend to have a high mineral content, traces of chlorine or biocides, and
altered ph. Each data center should build its own wastewater treatment plant to prevent not only
chemical pollution, but thermal pollution, as the water released is significantly warmer, which can upset
the ecology of rivers, creeks and Lakes. If not cold. Data centers must meet resource efficiency
standards. | also request that there is an end to executive sessions with secret voting, like the recent
meeting that approved the purchase of gas powered electrical generators, plus allow an exemption for
emissions created during, quote, local reliability events or extreme grid events, unquote, which could
possibly occur from data center power needs. Instead, mandate that if there is on site electrical
generation, renewables must be used.

[1:57:03 PM]

Learning all the facets of this new technology takes time. So please don't rush policy decisions as was
done with the dog's project. And | promise and promise us no data centers for dogs head. The future of
your system lies in your.

[1:57:16 PM]

>> Appreciate your being here. Yes, sir.

[1:57:23 PM]



>> Hello, mayor and council. My name is Camille cook, and I'm in support of this resolution because |
don't want any more data centers in our city. | think this resolution could be stronger, and | encourage
additional safeguards, like council member Segal's amendments, to really strengthen it, to make sure
data center developers can't sneak through while these regulations are being figured out. | want to start
this by saying that through my role at public citizen, I've been working with communities and community
members all across the state since the beginning of this year who are fighting data centers. Through that
work, I've seen many, many examples of data center resolutions being worked on through county
commissioners, courts and city councils. I've seen many of the packed halls full of people opposed to the
numerous incoming data centers popping up across the state. Many of these localities were caught off
guard without any proper regulations in place. So it's good that the city of Austin is working to get ahead
of this issue, right? We're lucky that Austin isn't seeing these same issues as so many Texans are. That
being said, though, | would encourage another resolution or interim regulations that establishes a
moratorium on any new data centers. While these regulations are being put into place. From my
experience working with these communities, some of the biggest headaches for both community
members and the elected officials happen when regulations are being formulated, as data centers are
actively coming into a community. This opens up opportunities for lawsuits from incoming data center
developers, makes the policy process more protracted and confusing, and it breaks down trust between
the residents of a city and its elected officials, which is so important whenever we're dealing with
something as contentious as this. Some of these moratoriums may be instituted after hundreds of
megawatts of data centers, and co-located gas plants are already already solidly in the locale and
grandfathered in.

[1:58:56 PM]

Therefore, you know, missing kind of the point of this work that we're trying to do, it's really, really
messy, and it's something that we really need to get ahead of. It's in everyone's best interest to ensure
that there are no loopholes for data centers to sneak through while regulations are being figured out, a
lack of action could open up the city to even more lawsuits. This resolution resolution is a good first step
in addressing data centers in our city, but we need to tighten it up while we're here. Thank you all.

[1:59:20 PM]

>> Thank you. Please, ma'am, just state your name for the record.

[1:59:23 PM]



>> Jo good, concerned citizen and organizer with hands off central Texas. Now, it seems to me that y'all
have a really annoying relative. We've all got em. You've got a selfish one that called you up and said,
hey, you know that room you're using for the kids playroom? I'm moving in. Now. Y'all know good and
well. There are going to be problems. The utilities are going to get run up. They're going to run the
shower constantly. The ac will be set crazy. There will be noise complaints. It won't end well. But for
some reason, even though your cousin already has several homes, some in Texas think not only shall we
give them the kids playroom, let's pay them to take it. Now, at that point, you should already be charged
with uncommon stupidity. But here we are. Now you can protect things in one way. It is literally the
least you can do at this point.

[2:00:31 PM]

Require cousin Jeff or cousin Ellen to agree to some very strict house rules ahead of time, detailed in
writing. And if they don't want to agree, they don't have to come. Thank you.

[2:00:50 PM]

>> Thank you.

[2:00:55 PM]

>> Francine tattoo. Shane Johnson, Morgan. Donnelly. Kaiba white. Daniela. Silva.

[2:01:07 PM]

>> Please come forward if your name has been called.

[2:01:12 PM]

>> |I'm going to call a few more. Jonathan Davidson Michelle Teague, Shane menking.

[2:01:26 PM]



>> Miss white, why don't you begin?

[2:01:28 PM]

>> Okay. Good afternoon, mayor and council members. I'm speaking. My name is kaiba white and I'm
speaking on behalf of public citizens Texas office. I'm also a district three resident. We are supportive of
this resolution and this effort because we do want to see large data centers kept out of Austin. We really
don't want the expansion of data centers at all at Austin. But we do think that those that are beyond
what we already have here are not really compatible with city of Austin values and life. And we
understand that this zoning strategy is one of the only mechanisms that cities really have to keep data
centers out of their city limits. So we do support this effort. We do think that you could probably
improve this resolution in a few ways. One, definitely we support council member Segal's amendment to
move forward the timeline for at least excluding those larger scale data centers. We think that
December is still quite a long time to wait, and we do have a concern that if there's not a moratorium in
the meantime, that that does give developers an opportunity to get in and get those permits and get
grandfathered. So we would look to you to see if you can move that forward. We have seen this council
and the city move very quickly with some development and other changes recently. This would be an
area where you have public support for moving rapidly. So please do that. And I've heard from most all
of you that you seem to want to exclude data centers, that that is your intention here. And yet | think
you're hearing some confusion from the public because that isn't very clear in your resolution. | think
you could make a little bit more clear and give staff a bit of direction, so that what you get back is not
something that you just have to amend in order to achieve your stated goal. So by that, I'm saying, you
know, you could actually say we are intending to exclude data centers above a certain threshold. We
would suggest 20mw. Thank you.

[2:03:33 PM]

>> Yes, sir.

[2:03:39 PM]

>> Jonathan Davidson, district three resident though I'm broadly in support of regulation on the data
centers issue, | think it needs to go much harder than this. It feels like an election season, pandering to
public sentiment rather than anything very concrete. And that's a little bit annoying to me. But | think
that it's a start of a conversation that can be a fast conversation as as the dog's head was clearly a fast
conversation. This needs to be a fast conversation too, and we need to talk about not just large scale



data centers, but all data centers, co-located data centers, secondary use data centers. | know for a fact
that my zip code right now has all kinds of horrible stuff that has been invited into Austin to do business,
and sometimes it feels like data centers are are kind of the best one, but really they're the worst
because of their energy uses. But we have, we have a company making nuclear reactors in a warehouse
in our zip code. We have a company making, making weapons of war, making reactions to help people
who have been poisoned by nerve agents. The district three has become a military industrial complex of
ai surveillance antennas, military technology.

[2:05:11 PM]

And | think that all of these industries, as well as the data centers, need to be regulated and sometimes
limited, and often perhaps distributed differently throughout the city, because otherwise, governor,
governor Abbott's agenda is basically just getting funneled right into our district. And all of you all are
doing it. You all pretend to be Democrats. That does not seem like the case from where I'm sitting.
Thank you.

[2:05:45 PM]

>> Stacey Schmidt, trey Salinas, Beatrice Anderson.

[2:05:52 PM]

>> If you wish to be heard, please come forward.

[2:06:02 PM]

>> Yes, it's just me. High council Beatrice Anderson, D three and attorney with save our springs alliance.
A lot of this will be repeating what has already been said. | am very glad to see that there is a push for
regulation that is so important. This really is one of the issues of our time. I'm so glad to see we're
moving that direction. However, | will reiterate the importance of not squandering this opportunity. We
have an opportunity to get ahead of this problem. If you do this right. And part of that is with a
moratorium and with lowering the thresholds while we can. | support lowering the hyperscale data
center threshold to 20mw. As kiba called for, because, as you heard, the impacts of data centers are
nuanced and far reaching and something that we still don't even understand the scope of, we, you
know, we talk about air pollution and heat pollution and noise pollution, mental health impacts, impacts



to bees, water usage, energy usage. This is not a problem that we can kind of sit idly by or discuss on.
While these continue to roll in, a moratorium would give us the opportunity to to finally play a little bit
of catch up, understand what the scale of this problem is in Austin. And again, as a d3 resident, we are
disproportionately affected.

[2:07:27 PM]

There are there are 17 data centers on the east side with one on the west side. If you're looking at the
immediate inner circle between back in 290. And then also, | do want to say there's been a lot of
conversation about the job creation of these projects, heralding, you know, the construction jobs that
will be brought in on the front end, but no one is talking about the nightmare of urban planning that it
causes on the back end. When there is creates dead Zones with only three average employees per data
center, that is not something that is bringing in long, long, long term growth or economic benefits to the
citizens. That is something that we build and then they benefit from. So please call for a moratorium to
do this. Right. Thank you.

[2:08:10 PM]

>> Mayor. All speakers for item 61 have been called.

[2:08:12 PM]

>> Thank you, members. As you've heard, all speakers on item number 61 have been called.

[2:08:19 PM]

>> | had my name signed up.

[2:08:20 PM]

>> What's your name?



[2:08:21 PM]

>> Sir? James dyer. | got the email.

[2:08:26 PM]

>> |I'm sorry, | don't see you on the list.

[2:08:28 PM]

>> | got an email. You won't see the email.

[2:08:31 PM]

>> Can you step right outside in the atrium?

[2:08:33 PM]

>> Why don't you step over here? What were you. Where are you going, sir? She asked you to step over
there.

[2:08:57 PM]

>> Over here?

[2:09:15 PM]

>> Just state your name for the record.



[2:09:19 PM]

>> Good afternoon. My name is Pedro Hernandez, and I'm with Boulder. And I'm here to read a
statement from Boulder. Item 61. Austin city council needs to enact a three year moratorium. This
moratorium would require decision makers to take time to do meaningful research and planning that
should have been done before this data center development rush began. It is a pause to require city
council to conduct real impact studies and put clear, clear rules in place that are based on health and
safety standards, not industry standards. The moratorium would also ensure that local industry, the
local governments and emergency response officials have the necessary time to fully assess the impacts
of data center development, and to enact protections to ensure the residents all across the city are
protected from corporate exploitation and industrial health harm. Industry supporters, including state
and federal officials on both sides of the aisle, describe hyper hyperscale data center campuses as low
impact, warehouse like developments that will bring that will bring in endless pots of gold to local
communities and school districts. In reality, these massive industrial complexes operate around the
clock, producing constant noise, degrading air quality, draining our electricity supply and depleting our
local drinking water resources. A single site can use as much electricity as a small city and millions of
gallons of water each day. A single hyperscale data center campus can also require dozens of large
industrial diesel generators, each comparable in size to a tractor trailer, to maintain continuous
operations, consider that one does. One Amazon permit in Virginia describes a single data center using
up to 10 million gallons of diesel fuel, allowing annually for 170 73 generators.

[2:11:20 PM]

>> Thank you very much, sir.

[2:11:22 PM]

>> And | did find Mr. Dyer. He accidentally signed up not to speak, but we have.

[2:11:26 PM]

>> Thank you.

[2:11:29 PM]



>> Thank you for letting me speak. Good afternoon. My name is James dyer and I'm an Austin resident in
district eight. | appreciate that we're talking seriously about the impact of data centers, but | think we're
asking the wrong questions. We're talking about where they should go, how large they should be, and
how we can mitigate their impact. Why are we trying to make new data centers acceptable in the first
place? I'm not just talking about hyperscale facilities. A smaller data center may use fewer resources,
but is impact doesn't disappear and enough smaller impacts become one very big impact. Austin has
something that companies need water, electricity, land. These resources also belong to the people who
live here, and the generation generations who will inherit the city. So instead of asking, how much
impact can Austin tolerate? | want us asking, who does Austin need to protect? I'm not against
technology. I'm not against artificial intelligence. | use ai myself, chito. | think this is technology can do
incredible things, but technology is supposed to serve people.

[2:12:56 PM]

People shouldn't have to compete with technology for the basic resources their community depends on.
So don't give new data centers a pathway into then try to mitigate the consequences. Don't mitigate the
problem, prevent it. No new data centers in Austin. Austin shouldn't have to change itself to serve
artificial intelligence. Pro temp. Mayor. Artificial intelligence should serve. Austin. Wake up. Thank you.

[2:13:33 PM]

>> Okay.

[2:13:34 PM]

>> Mayor, we did have one more speaker call in holly Sabiston.

[2:13:42 PM]

>> Thank you. I'm sorry my call dropped. My name is holly Sabiston. I live in district four. Thank you
council for and mayor Watson for allowing me to add my voice. | requesting a passage of a data center
moratorium. Until we have real legally binding regulations for both existing and new ones. In Austin, we
have all seen horrific impacts on residents health on the news, as well as on prices and availability of
essential resources. Nobody wants to live next to them. We're all concerned about their threats to our
environment, air quality, livelihoods, affordability and our strained energy grid. Thank you, council, for



tackling this complex issue. And mayor Watson and council members gila, alter, Siegel and Velasquez for
your motions to establish limiting requirements, community protective standards, oversight and carbon
free regulations, as well as addressing the impact on our most historically affected residents. | look
forward to council supporting a full moratorium until we have regulations passed into law, and |
understand this is just the first step. | hope you will consider the information given by environmental
and expert speakers today, and look carefully at how other places like San Marcos are handling it, and
make this an all upcoming resolutions and policies limiting or banning data centers as robust as possible.

[2:14:59 PM]

Thank you.

[2:15:02 PM]

>> Okay, mayor, | believe that is all.

[2:15:03 PM]

>> All right. Thank you very much. Members. Those are all the speakers on item number 61. As you
know, we have the proposed resolution. We have a number of proposed amendments as well. So what |
would suggest we do is get a motion and a second on the main motion. And then we can begin the
discussion of the various amendments. And I'll I'll call out the order. Councilmember Siegel moves
approval of item number 61, seconded by council member Velasquez members. The order that I'll go in
just so that you can be prepared and have in front of you the potential amendments are. I'll. With your
permission, I'll call up my proposed amendment first, then we'll go to. Mayor pro tem mayor pro tem
vela's motion, then council member alter council member Siegel has two potential motions, and then
council member Velasquez has a proposed motion to amend item number 61. With that being said,
members, my. My proposed motion to amend item number 61 is labeled motion sheet one, item 61,
mayor Watson. I'm going to talk a minute about it, and then I'll maybe say a couple of specifics about
what it actually does. The the base resolution, the base resolution is an effort by this council to get us to
the goal that we set out. When [ first posted on the message board back in may, to have a. To deal with
data centers in a way that protects Austin's values and Austin's people. And that goal is to protect our
residents, their quality of life, our water, our energy to the full extent of our authority as a municipality.

[2:16:55 PM]



In other words, to use some of the language of the speakers we've heard today, we're looking to have a
complete, legally viable means of regulation, prevention and protection. As has been pointed out by
speakers, it will have detail, and this resolution tells us it will have detail and requires and seeks staff.
Bringing us back to detail as Mr. Massengill, to use some of his language. He talked in terms of creating a
suite of of precise and targeted measures. That is what the original proposal was about. In fact, the
message board post talked in specific about having a different set of precise, precise, targeted
measures. In addition, we want to also make sure that we take action now to prevent development
while we're putting together the legal, full and protective measures that we're talking about. And | want
to. And that's why you you see in this, and I'll talk about it in just a minute. But you see the, the, the
language that we've put in to this proposed motion to amend the second thing that the motion to
amend speaks of is the speed with which we need to move. Now, councilmember Siegel also has a
proposed amendment that talks in terms of speed. This proposed amendment also requires that we
move with greater speed and requires that staff report back to this council within 60 days on the status
of data center related policies, land development code amendments and any other issues.

[2:18:35 PM]

So for purposes of clarity, what this amendment does members, is it indicates that for the period of time
that the manager is working on amendments to the land development code related to data centers, the
city manager will report back to the council before there is approval of any potential data center project
request for electricity that exceeds 20mw. And that's one of the numbers we have heard, is it's the
reduced number of 20mw, and then that exceeds 85 million gallons of water per year. In addition, what
it says is that within 60 days of us voting today, the city manager will provide the council an update on
data center related policies, land development code amendments and any other issues. In other words,
keep keep this process moving and keep it moving with speed. Before | make the motion to amend, |
want to say one other thing, and that is we're working very hard with the manager's office, legal
department and our professional staff to achieve these goals of a legally viable means of regulation,
prevention and protection of our citizens.

[2:19:48 PM]

But | really ask staff to hear what the council is saying. We're taking a vote today on moving a resolution
forward that will be amended, and it will have additional protections built in because of those
amendments. But the the members of the council, individually and collectively have spoken pretty
clearly about what it is they hope to see. Another way of saying it, and | mean it kind of tongue in cheek,
but read the room, help bring to us what it is that the council is indicating it wants to do to be legally
viable, to be protective and to be preventive. That is what we're hoping to see to the fullest extent that
the law allows a municipality to act under these circumstances. And | think | speak for everybody, but
that is the purpose of my motion to amend, to strengthen this resolution. And with that, | will move to
amend item number 61 with Watson. Amendment number one. It is seconded by council member Segal.



[2:20:54 PM]

Discussion on Watson. Motion to amend item 61. Number one, is there discussion? Without objection.
Watson. Motion to amend. Item number 61 is adopted. Thank you. We'll now that will now move us to
mayor pro tem vela. Motion number one to amend item 61.

[2:21:18 PM]

>> Thank you very much, mayor. My motion is pretty simple. It just adds a reclaimed water to the
language. Reclaimed water is not potable water. It's better for these types of any type of industrial use.
And we just want to make sure that we're as efficient as possible with our resources. So move to amend.

[2:21:41 PM]

>> Councilman mayor pro tem vela moves to amend item number 61 with vela. Motion to amend one. It
is seconded by council member Velazquez. Discussion with regard to vela. Motion to amend 61. Number
one, hearing none. Without objection, the motion to amend item number 61 with vela. Amendment
number one is adopted. Members that will now take us to council member alters proposed motion to
amend. Number one. This is a motion to amend item number 61. Council member alter. You're
recognized.

[2:22:16 PM]

>> Thank you very much. This is to add a requirement that to the extent we're allowed under state law,
you know, we've heard about how much energy these sites use for the for data centers to mitigate that
energy use through carbon free generation and energy storage. And | move adoption of alter motion
one.

[2:22:35 PM]

>> Thank you, councilmember. Councilmember alter moves adoption of alter one to amend item 61. Is
there a second second by council member? Laine. Is there discussion with regard to council member
alter's motion to amend item number 61. Hearing none. Without objection. Councilmember alter's



motion to amend item number 61 is adopted. Members that will take us to council member Segal's
motions to amend. There are two. One is labeled council member Segal. Motion two. So I'm going to call
the other one. Motion one. And that's the one that you saw on Tuesday at our work session. So
councilmember Segal, you're recognized. Thank you mayor. I'll I'll go through number one pretty quickly.
And number two is a little more complicated for motion number one. This basically adds a few
categories for consideration in the code development process. Make sure staff are thinking about
landscape requirements, impervious cover limitations, impact of floodplains, and heat mitigation
standards. It makes sure that we're developing standards for power generation that's on the same site
as data centers. It makes sure we have a code enforcement program in place, and it makes sure we
don't have loopholes for smaller data centers that are clustered together, or smaller data centers that
grow over time on the same property. And so | would move adoption of Segal motion one council
member Segal moves motion to amend item number 61. Number one, is there a second by council
member Harper Madison discussion. The only thing | will say is that I'm for this, and I'm pleased that you
have identified the types of things that that ought to be looked at, but | my vote for this is a vote in favor
of the motion, but it is not a vote that this is a limitation on what staff might look at as other means.

[2:24:23 PM]

It is instead, | think, a very good set of ideas, the types of ideas that we're looking for them to bring
forward as they build out the the legally viable prevention and protection. So | want to thank you for
that. Is there any further discussion? Hearing none. Without objection. Segal. Motion to amend item 61.
Number one is adopted. Councilmember Segal, you're recognized on council member Segal. Motion to
amend number two for item 61. Thank you, mayor. And | did want to acknowledge all the work that's
gone into this effort, whether it's city staff, council community, especially miss joy harden from the
planning department who got the hot potato of stewarding this for the staff side. But | do think we
really have a united front here on council that we don't want big data centers in our city, and we want to
create durable, enforceable regulations to make that happen. And this motion number two is really
focused on speed. And we've heard something about this. | want to thank council member duchin for
highlighting an example of why we need speed during work session on Tuesday.

[2:25:30 PM]

This property in west Austin, 6802 river place that, according to some public facing investment
materials, indicates that they wanted, at least at some point in time, to build a 50 megawatt data center
in that part of town. And it shows how until we have strong, enforceable rules in place, there's this
chance that someone who owns property somewhere with existing entitlements could install a data
center without city action required. So that's why we need to move quickly, and that's the focus of this
motion. | would like to ask planning and Austin energy and development services to come forward, and
I'll ask some questions in a second. But big picture, what this motion number two does it. First, it speeds
up the code creation process. And in particular, it does waive one of the meeting requirements for the



so-called code and ordinances joint committee. And that saves about a month from the overall code
creation effort. And then secondly, and this is more important, | think, to the community concern. It
breaks up the code creation process into two phases. And the first phase would occur this calendar year.

[2:26:37 PM]

And so that would give us a chance to formally ban data centers of a certain size at least. And so, miss
harden, I'd like to start with you. And you know, the mayor likes me to keep my comments to ten
minutes here. So |, | wanted you the lesson | take from 6802 river place is that until we have real
regulations in place, there's going to be this risk that certain property owners who have access to
enough electricity could build a data center in their property and wouldn't have to tell the city what
they're doing. And so in terms of getting rules in place, | understand we need to properly research and
prepare a zoning ordinance, and we need to go through the necessary process, including notifying
impacted property owners, going through commissions like planning and environmental. And this is a
multi-month process. And even if we waive, for example, code and ordinances, getting all that done and
brought back to council is a heavy lift by itself. And even if we say this is our top priority and we want it
by March, and you know, that's maybe the fastest you could go, and that would be under duress.

[2:27:38 PM]

Is that fair to say?

[2:27:39 PM]

>> That's fair to say.

[2:27:40 PM]

>> Okay, so you've seen this proposed amendment number two that would break the process into two
steps. And the idea here is the top priority we hear from the community is making sure we don't bring
big data centers into Austin city limits. And so there is a way to do that where with your support, we
would create new districts that won't exist anywhere in the city right now and provide some definitions,
including what is a large data center. And then later in a second stage, come up with some of the
detailed regulations concerning the smaller data centers that are already in the community, and how to
regulate light and sound and mitigate some of the negative impacts. And if we broke up the policy this



way as soon as December, council could formally prohibit data centers of a certain size, because in order
to build those data centers, the owners would have to apply for rezoning in the new district. Is that a fair
explanation?

[2:28:30 PM]

>> That is definitely a fair explanation. We are very well aware of the urgency. We heard the mayor,
we're reading the room. We're aware the urgency. We heard the speakers, and we are committed to
bringing as quickly as possible back something in the December time frame that meets what you just
outlined. Absolutely.

[2:28:50 PM]

>> Thank you very much. And this two phase approach is going to delay a little bit the the fully fledged
code amendment with all these different details.

[2:28:59 PM]

>> |t could, but we're going to try to make sure that doesn't. We're going to do everything possible to try
to make sure that doesn't happen, does not happen. It could. But we're going to work as. Without
making sure there are no loopholes, but work as quickly as possible for the second phase to come back
as soon as it possibly can.

[2:29:15 PM]

>> And would you agree that if our goal is to get some binding regulations on the books to prohibit
these larger data centers, this two phase approach is the best strategy?

[2:29:23 PM]

>> Absolutely, yes.



[2:29:23 PM]

>> Thank you. And in terms of what planning would bring back later this year, part of that would be a
definition of larger data centers. And council would in December, presumably have the authority to
define the size of a data center that's prohibited. Is that right? Yes. Okay. Well, thank you so much for all
your work on this. And then just briefly, you know, with this river place example, that council member
duchin investigated that at least indicated a plan to build a 50 megawatt data center, but didn't actually
have to ask permission to do that because of how our code operates. Could you speak to a little bit
about how we can keep our eye out from the planning perspective, to minimize the risk that there are
other properties out there like this and that might install data centers before our rules are effective?

[2:30:06 PM]

>> Yes. Our hope is that development would reach out to the development services, Austin
development services or Austin planning. And if that is indeed the case, we will definitely make clear
that we have regulations coming. And so we would tell them that these regulations are in place at this
time. And so we would do our best to say regulations are developing. Our council has initiated a
resolution. We're developing these regulations, and when we had those in place, we can then look at
what they're proposing and go from there.

[2:30:42 PM]

>> Thank you very much. And |, | could be assured that planning is going to work with Austin energy and
development services.

[2:30:47 PM]

>> And all our partner departments. Yes.

[2:30:49 PM]

>> Thank you, ma'am, and thank you for coming up. General manager Riley, could you speak a little bit
to the situation at 6802 river place and what you've learned about whether they're actually going to
build a 50 megawatt data center?



[2:31:01 PM]

>> Absolutely. And good afternoon, council. Stewart Riley Austin energy general manager. When when
we started engaging with with that property under prior ownership, it was not clear what the use of that
property was. Oftentimes people come to us, they tell us what their electrical needs are. We sometimes
they're an intermediary. They don't know what the use of that electricity is going to be. Eventually, we
do our best to. We study everything that comes to us. We plan for how we're most effectively and
efficiently going to serve that customer. We have an obligation to serve. I've mentioned that to you all
more recently. What we have heard, you know, there was something out publicly that suggested, as you
said, that there was a 50 megawatt data center that was being investigated at some point. We never
heard that. That was the the use of that site. And in fact, now there's public reports that the soon to be,
| suppose, occupant of that site is is involved in advanced technologies like chip making, advanced
robotics, other r&d with office space, laboratory space for r&d, those kinds of things. And in fact, we
have even reached out to them to see if they were required to respond to the state's data center audit. |
mentioned on Tuesday that there's a couple processes going on at the state level. There's the batch zero
process for all loads, 75mw and above. And then there's a data center community impact audit going on
for anything between 25 and 75 that's yet to come online. We asked them if they were required to go to
respond to that. And they they responded that they were not because they were not a data center.

[2:32:45 PM]

>> And, and at the at the very least, if they're not required to respond to that, they couldn't be more
than 24mw or whatever. They'd have to be under 25 to be exempt from that state requirement.

[2:32:54 PM]

>> Yeah, | believe that's correct. Yes.

[2:32:57 PM]

>> Great. | want to kind of speed through a couple questions here, but could you briefly say in terms of
Austin energy's, you know, load zone and your your customer zone, how many properties are out there
that would even have access to enough electricity to build a data center that's more than 20mw?



[2:33:18 PM]

>> Just to give you an idea, kind of an idea of how rare that is in Austin, we have three customers
currently that are larger than 20mw. None of them are data centers. But if you're going to have a site
that's set up to be able to accommodate more than 20mw, it's it would take a lot of work to get the site
set up that way. It's possible that there's one site that could be used for something else that's a that's a
little bit up in the air, but no matter what you're doing, if you're looking to scale up a site to anything
over 20mw and I, | have in front of me kind of a typical timeline of a year to 60 months worth of work
that's distribution planning. We're going to probably have to do a transmission study. We're going to
probably have to do to acquire easements, make substation improvements. Much of that equipment is
on long lead times. So you've got breakers that take a couple years to get in those kinds of things. So it
takes a significant amount of time for a site to, to really scale up, to be at that, that level of, of usage.

[2:34:25 PM]

>> And in your opinion, if council gets binding rules in place by December, will that be effective to limit
the facilities that council deems inappropriate within the city limits?

[2:34:35 PM]

>> Yes.

[2:34:36 PM]

>> All right. Thank you, sir. And director Mars, | just want to briefly ask, you know, you've heard kind of
miss harden and Jim Riley talk. Could you just in maybe a minute or less, given my time left, express how
you can ensure that you'll be participating in this cross-departmental conversation to make sure we're
flagging any potential data centers before they become a Fait accompli.

[2:35:01 PM]

>> Afternoon. Councilmember. Mayor. Council. Keith Mars, director, Austin development services. So
we very much take pride in working as as one organization. These are ultimately city interests that
deserve the whole city working on this together. We work regularly on a day to day basis. Actually, all of



us talk, let's just say a fair amount. So yes, we will absolutely be doing that. | will say I've we've also
come up with some ideas of what are some proxies to look for and then some of the motions on, on
megawatts, on looking at the service extension requests for gallons of water consumption, floor plate
for the actual building, some of these key indicators that may be representative, that then we can then
elevate those and maybe warrant further investigation to see what the what the use is beyond what the
use means in the land development code.

[2:35:49 PM]

>> Thank you. And thank you all. Colleagues. | think this motion gives us our best chance to limit data
centers of a certain size as soon as possible. We can have a definition of a data center, and we can
prohibit the larger ones in our city by December. And so | hope you'll support this motion. And | also just
like to say, you know, for the purposes of staff and our consideration of what we could do in December,
to me, I'd like us to set that that barrier as low as possible in terms of max megawatts. You know, we
want to avoid lawsuits of folks who have existing rights. And but to me, I'd like to set it at 30mw if
possible, or basically negotiate with all of you about how strict we can be to keep these facilities out of
our city. Thank you. Mayor, | move adoption of the motion.

[2:36:33 PM]

>> Councilmember Siegel moves approval of Siegel. Motion to amend item 61. Number two, is there a
second? Second by council member Ellis discussion with regard to Siegel? Number two for item number
61, hearing none. Without objection, councilmember Siegel's motion to amend item number 61.
Number two is adopted. That will take us to councilmember Jose Velasquez's. Motion to amend item
number 61. Councilmember Velasquez, you're recognized.

[2:37:02 PM]

>> Thank you. Mayor. This motion directs the city manager to include an analysis of the impact of
environmental racism and historic inequities that have disproportionately affected communities east of
35 to ensure that when we're doing the site development, when the site development standards are set
and district regulations do not result in new zoning districts being concentrated in lower income areas of
the city.

[2:37:26 PM]



>> Thank you. Councilmember Velasquez moves adoption of Velasquez motion to amend item 61.
Number one, it is seconded by councilmember corddry. Is there discussion? Yes. Councilmember
Fuentes.

[2:37:36 PM]

>> | just want to appreciate the leadership from councilmember Velasquez. | really appreciate you
bringing this forward and looking out for our east side communities.

[2:37:43 PM]

>> Thank you. Councilmember Fuentes, any further discussion on Velasquez motion to amend number
one for item 61. Hearing none. Without objection. Velasquez motion to amend number one for item 61
is adopted. Members, | believe that is all of the motions to amend on item number 61. But let me pause
and make sure I'm not missing something. Doesn't look like | am okay. With that being said, this will take
us back to the main motion, and the main motion will be to adopt item number 61 as it was amended.
Motion is to adopt item number 61, as amended. Councilmember duchin, I'll recognize you for
comments. Anybody else that wishes to speak, let me know.

[2:38:31 PM]

>> Thank you. Mayor, we've always had a great deal of attention paid to this and a lot of concern about
data centers expressively mentioned in this item. And we're from my perspective, we just gone through
a lengthy amendment process and are kind of throwing the kitchen sink at this. | think that's a good
thing because we've heard private development like this is going to have profound effects. And often, |
think negative effects on people across Austin in a in a multitude of ways, some of which we probably
haven't even talked about today. And so | think the reflection that we've, you know, gone through this
amendment process suggests that we're trying to get to a good solution here. And | want to speak to a
few concerns that we haven't touched on. First, | think we're really in the dark about a lot of aspects of
data centers as a topic, and especially regarding a specific site. And | think councilmember Siegel alluded
to this as a council. We need visibility on our large energy users, and I'm going to continue to encourage
Austin energy to develop a reporting cadence for large entity users so that council can keep up to date.
That's one of the first key indicators that a new data center, or just somebody with a lot of compute
power is coming to Austin. | know Austin water already provides this information regularly to us. |
understand that there are different kind of legal restrictions that govern each utility, but | think it would
be good for council to have a sense of any new industrial activity, large industrial activity occurring here.
And as we've discussed, these data centers are going to impact us in all kinds of ways.



[2:40:06 PM]

And it's not just the energy, it's water and those two by themselves are profound.
but there are other, no other things that have been talked about today.

noise, excess heat, air pollution, vibrations, even just the perceptive of favoritism of large scale
industries over the average resident.

so all of these have to be dealt with and they're also probably gonna have to be prioritized because
not all of them are gonna be able to get dealt with maybe in a single, single item.

uh, residents reaction data centers next door is something we also have to address if we're gonna
do so.

i think we've gotta act quickly.
we've heard that from my colleagues, we've heard that from speakers today.

everybody wants us to, and as we've learned these past couple of weeks, we already have smaller
co-located data centers in our city limits.

and it's important to recognize that using our current zoning framework, a bad actor can make life
miserable for their neighbors.

even with something small than 20 megawatts, even 10 megawatts can make an impact.
so scale is not the only issue at stake here.

so i'm glad there's consensus around prohibiting large data centers, as i said on tuesday.
i think that's the easy part.

i brought up then that we're gonna need to be prepared to have harder conversations about
what's most important to us about data centers.

and i think even one step more broadly about large compute power.

'cause we're gonna see all kinds of projects including data center adjacent projects that are gonna
require potentially mega many megawatts of compute power.

um, perhaps specifically cloud-based ai computing power.

we're gonna need to decide to the extent that these projects fall under the exact same definitions
and hopefully guardrails as our data centers.

and this could include chip engineering companies, it could be advanced rd, it could be robotics,
maybe advanced manufacturing.

these projects could be evaluated in a number of ways.



obviously the energy and water usage, there's the impact in the environment, there's the impact
on our neighbors and neighborhoods, uh, obviously any an economic benefits like jobs or

Taxable value.

and then there's also the specific nature of the compute power, which could be running 24 7, like a
data center or just business hours, or could be more like the co-located data centers or instead the more
problematic cloud-based ai data centers.

so given that we've already have many of these smaller co-located data centers here, i suspect the
details are really gonna matter because the bottom line is there's more work for this council to do, more
research for us to go collect and decisions to make on this and what problems that we're trying to solve
for and how we measure data centers, or even just strictly the compute power of these projects by
megawatt usage, by the type of data center, by the impacts in the environment, by the capacity for
being good corporate citizen are all gonna be key.

uh, and and part of the challenge is the space is evolving every single day.

and, and this is gonna take some time, and i think that's been acknowledged in our conversation
around the amendments.

but in the meantime, and this is kind of where i wanna really emphasize the speed is important
and we've heard again from speakers today emphasizing that.

so i'd like to offer a suggestion that i don't believe requires any amendment to the language that
we're contemplating today, especially with the mayor and council member.

siegel's amendments to the base resolution.

i'm, i'd like the city manager and staff to contemplating mating, making the non co-located data
centers.

that is to say the type of business model primarily selling compute power, a conditional use for
various zoning categories that we already have on the books.

so i'd highlight industrial zoning categories like industrial park and r and d.

there's also commercial zoning categories that already have permanent usage, which could lead to
activities that look a lot like a data center because i think, again, the challenge is if you've got a lot of
compute power, uh, and you sort of walk like a data center and you quack like a data center, you may
actually be or have the capabilities of a data center in your project.

so the conditional use has a couple of advantages.
first is speed.
i think we can incorporate that change relatively quickly.

next is it gives residents nearby the same standard of being informed they've come to expect from
other conditional use changes, right? This is gonna give them the same similar tools to express concern
such as attending planning meetings, appealing to council.



it's not a perfect solution.

uh, and conditional uses probably won't be the final form of our regulation of this type of land, um,
of, of this kind of land use that takes effect in the end.

but it's a tool we can use quickly to get visibility in the situation.
so council manager, staff, this is something we can start doing very quickly long before december.

i wanna work with you all and see how we can at least temporarily protect us until we've got a
complete policy in place.

thank you.

thank you.

council member cadre followed by council member ellis.
great.

thank you mayor.

uh, i'll keep my comments short and sweet.

you know, i think, um, both from this diocese and from all the speakers who came today, which i
so appreciate everyone coming, uh, the, the rapid growth of hyperscale, hyperscale data centers is quite
alarming.

and i think it's our responsibility as the da to do everything we can to push back against them.
so i, i appreciate all the amendments that were brought forward today.
i appreciate the voices in the, uh, in the chamber today.

and we're gonna keep on, keep on keeping on and fighting for, for us and not only for our limited
resources, which, you know, we very much want to highlight that this isn't a, this isn't a conversation
just about limited resources.

this is also a conversation about people and people that are here today and people that are gonna
be in the city in the future.

thank you.

thank you.

council member codre.

council member ellis, followed by the mayor pro tim and council member harper madison.
thank you, mayor.

it is clear too, i believe everybody in this room that data centers have huge environmental impacts
that are detrimental to our local ecosystem.



we have a lot of conversations up on this diet that, you know, we are grappling with to say, how do
we provide reliable, affordable electricity to our residents? How do we ensure we have clean drinking
water for everybody that lives in austin? Um, how do we protect a healthy food ecosystem? We heard
one speaker talk about bees, but we've done a lot of work to make sure that our local agricultural
ecosystem can help provide the food, affordable food that a lot of people need all across this
community.

and so it's interesting to be here in this moment just because, you know, i feel like we're working
around this, use the tools in the toolbox conversation.

um, but where we are today is that we're actually figuring out what tools go in that toolbox from
square one.

um, it is hard to do things the way that we wanna do in austin, texas, especially given the way the
state government sometimes has differing opinions.

but we're actually seeing the state government right now take action to slow down and minimize
how many data centers are coming into austin.

the state does not have reliable electricity or clean drinking water for everybody that needs it in, in
the state and across the state.

um,
So i'm happy to support this item today.

um, but there is still a lot of work to do to help make sure that we have what we need to protect
our constituents and to make sure that, um, we are keeping it weird and protecting our environment at
the same time.

so i'm really glad this is moving forward today.
thank you.

councilman ellis.

uh, mayor proti.

uh, thank you mayor.

i just wanted to, uh, we can thank everybody involved, uh, and really call attention though to a
handful of the comments that were made.

i mean, you hear what staff says, you hear what folks on the di say, but i think, uh, mr. Mr.
Massengill, uh, mr. Levinsky, uh, and ms. White all kind of made that point of, we gotta do this right?
Like, we gotta get this right in a way that's sustainable against a legal challenge.

i mean, these are folks that have a lot of money, uh, that we have been in other situations.

um, i mean for decades really, where, uh, austin, the zoning rules or other development rules have
been overturned.



uh, so i, i just think it's extremely important that we, uh, move very carefully, that we give our
departments, uh, time to work through this, that we give, uh, city attorney's office time to, you know,
uh, make sure that we're dotting all the i's and crossing all the t's.

so again, i understand the urgency, but i, i don't wanna pass something that then gets quickly
overturned and then we're kind of back to square one.

i'd really rather kind of work through this, uh, slowly, deliberately, uh, and get something that, that
we can, uh, defend against any kind of legal challenge.

thank you tim.

council member harper madison.

thank you mr. Mayor.

i appreciate it.

uh, i think everything that i would've said has already been expressed.

um, so i'll just say i agree with the sentiment that from my colleagues and frankly from our
constituents as well.

um, and the one thing i will leave us with is that we are definitely stronger together as a
community and i, i appreciate having an opportunity for the folks sitting on the da and the folks sitting in
chambers are all of the same opinion on how we need to move forward.

um, so it doesn't happen often.

i'd like to celebrate that opportunity.

so thank y'all and thank y'all.

thank you.

council member members, um, that'll take us back to the vote.

the motion that is before the council is, uh, item number 61 as it's been amended with the
multiple amendments.

is there any further discussion with regard to item number 61 as amended? Hearing none without
objection, item number 61 as amended is adopted unanimously.

so thank you all very much.
thank you to the staff for getting us to this point and we look forward to working closely with you.
we appreciate you very much and appreciate your advice and, and counsel.
alright, members
That will take us to our 2 49 times certain for zoning.

um, and here we are, ms. Harden.



we, we can't miss you if you don't leave.

mayor counsel, i'm joy harden, interim assistant director with austin.

planning.

your zoning and neighborhood plan amendment agenda begins with item 90 ¢ 14 h 20 26 0 3.
this will be a discussion item.

this is a historic rezoning case.

there's owner opposition, so nine votes will be required for passage.
item91isc14202500 89.

this sounds offered as a neighborhood postponement to your september 10th council meeting.
item nine, number 92isc142026000 2.

this adams offered for consent on all three readings.

there is a postponement request by the neighborhood, but that correspondence did not include a
specific date and this item did receive a neighborhood postponement previously.

so with that, again, staff is offering this item for consent on all three readings, noting that we do
have speakers in opposition.

item number93isc14202607.
this items offered for consent on all three readings with the following motion.

and that motion reads amend part two a of the draft ordinance to provide that communication
services exceeding 5,000 square feet.

a gross floor area is prohibited, is a prohibited use on the property.

and with that motion, again, this item is offered for consent on all three readings.

item number 94 ¢ 142026 0005.

this item is offered for consent.

second and third readings there is a valid petition, so nine votes are required for passage.
additionally, this property is located within 300 feet of a childcare facility.

so even with approval, a city council waiver from the minimum distance requirements would be
required at a later time.

item number 95, this npa 2023001 4 0.04.
this time is being offered as an applicant postponement to your september 24th council meeting.

the related rezoning



Is item number96c¢420250065.

again, this item is being offered as an applicant postponement to your september 24th council
meeting.

item number 97 isnpa 2026 001 9 0.01.

this item's offered for consent on all three readings.
the related rezoning is item number 98 c 4 20 26 2.
this items offered for consent on all three readings.
item99isc1420260031.

this items is offered for consent on all three readings.
item 100 is c one four h 20 25 0 107.

this item is offered for consent on all three readings.

this is a historic rezoning item for bethany cemetery and bethany cemetery is a significant part of
austin's african american history and bar site for many of the city's most notable black residents for 132
years, it has served as an important gathering space for black austin and community leaders have
worked for decades to preserve it.

so again, we're happy to offer this item for consent on all three readings.
item101isc1420260033.

this time is offered for consent on all three readings.
item102isc1420260027.

this time is offered for consent on all three readings.
item103isc142026003 2.

this items offered for consent on all three readings.
item104c¢1420260044.

this items offered for consent on all three readings.
item105isc14202600 29 thiss offer for consent on all three readings.
item106isnpa202400180.01.

this item was offered for consent.

second, reading only with the following motion.

and then motion reads, amend part two a of the draft ordinance to clarify, the change is from
higher density, single family and multifamily to mixed use land use.



and with that, uh, this is, this item is offered for consent, second reading only.
the related rezoning isitem1070420240036.

this item is offered for consent, second reading only.
item108isnpa202602.

this item is offered for consent on all three readings.

and lastly, the related rezoning itemis109c¢ 842 8 8.

this item is offered for consent, second and third readings.

this concludes the reading of the zoning and neighborhood plan amendment agenda.
and as always, this is at your discretion.

thank you.

thank you.

ms. Harden members, do you have any questions, ms. Harden? Yes.

council member fuentes? Yes.

ms. Harden, when an applicant requests a postponement, do we usually, i know we typically honor
the first request that they have for a postponement.

do we also extend it? Is it customary to extend it to the length of time that they request? Or do we
usually just do it to the next council meeting? | think that just, uh, depends.

um, typically if it's, um, two weeks to a month, the council typically grants that request, especially
if there's no opposition from any other party meeting staff or the neighborhood.

and we haven't heard of any, uh, additional opposition.

so typically, i would say two weeks to a month is, um, a standard postponement that this council
grants.

okay.

so postponing to a month is customary? Yes.
okay.

thank you.

mm-hmm .

thank you.

council member.



any further questions of ms. Harden? Alright, members, i'm going to read the proposed consent
agenda and, uh, call for a motion a second.

then we'll go to speakers on the consent agenda.

the consent agenda will begin with item number 91, and that that is a postponement to september
10th.

items number 92 and 93 are on all three readings.

however, be please note that on 93, the motion includes the motion sheet that ms. Hardin read
into the record.

item number 94, second and third readings, items number 97989910101,102,103,104, and
105 on all three readings.

item 10 6 and 1 0 7 are on second reading only on item number 1 0 6, there was a motion sheet
read into the record that is part of the motion on the consent agenda.

items 1 0 8 and it's related item, well, let me go.

item 1 0 8 is on all three readings.

it's related zoning.

item number 1 09 is on second and third readings.

did you say 95 and 96 applicant postponement to september? No, i did not.
okay.

but i wanted to see if you were paying attention.

okay.

and, and, and you, you passed.
that was great.
we're well done.
i, the consent agenda will also include, uh, 95 and 96, which have now been highlighted.
uh, and that is a postponement to september 24th for both of those.
i did, i did jump over
Those.
i apologize for that.

um, i'll entertain a motion and a second motions made by the mayor pro tim to approve the
consent agenda.



it's seconded by council member harper madison.

with that members, i am going to turn to our city clerk and ask that they begin calling out speakers,
starting with number 91.

i have no speakers from 91.

i'll start with 92.

i have a remote speaker, dr. Deborah murphy.
uh, hello.

can you hear me? Yes.

s oh, okay.

uh, to the members of the austin city council and the mayor, first of all, many areas represented
by, uh, neighborhood associations in east austin where residents have to traverse the mlk and airport
boulevard corridor will be impacted by this 1811 development.

and a polling of those neighborhood associations indicated that they are not aware of this
structure and are opposed to it.

as a resident in the historic mckinley heights terrace neighborhood, i am voicing my objections, uh,
as well as my neighbor's objections to the proposed, uh, 1811 airport boulevard, uh, structure.

uh, and it, this is a, a, uh, structure that's being built in an area originally zoned as single family.

and where most of the original homes are, single story, uh, and it, the elevation of the structure
will be, uh, quite a bit higher than what, uh, the single family story homes that exist there.

now, to those of us who live here, this feels like another nail in the coffin of the slow erasure of yet
another historic african american neighborhood that has already been pushed to its limit for the density
imposed on east austin, has been disproportionate in comparison with west austin.

this is not only predatory toward underserved african american areas, but racially discriminatory
with e with economic consequences.

in terms of generational wealth, most of the residents are original homeowners or the
descendants of original homeowners.

given that wealth created by enslaved african american ancestors was left, uh, with the enslave
mckinley heights residence represent the descendant.

and ma'am, thank, thank you.

would you please state your name for the record? Ma'am, your time is up, but could you state
your name for the record? Dr.

gabrielle mercy.

great.



thank may, may i respectfully finish.

n no, ma'am, your time is expired.

i also have two in-person speakers for item 92, guillermo flores and nadia barbo.

if your name's been called, please come forward.

hello, my name is nadia barbo.

um, i am a resident of district one.

um, hi, council member harper madison.

and, um, i'm a co-chair on the emlk contact team.

um, i'm here, uh, representing the contact team.

um, and want to let you know, uh, that the contact team has been against this, uh, project.

we've had multiple meetings with the applicant, um, and haven't been able to come to a
resolution.

the density just feels like too much similar to the previous speaker, dr. Murphy.
um, i have a statement from a, from another immediately impacted neighbor in mckinley heights.
so i'm gonna read that right here because she wasn't able to attend today.

um, i appreciate the opportunity to voice my opposition to this application, to rezone 1811 airport
to a db 90.

i am laura wand, one of the many homeowners that would be impacted by this development.

no one in my community wants a 90 foot tall seven story building spanning an entire city block
directly across the street from their modest single story family homes.

i understand.

understood.

one of the main tenants of zoning was to ensure compatibility in city development.
this certainly is not many of the original.

the neighbors are original homeowners or their descendants.

some moved here when this community pushed out african american austinites out of clarksville,
where they used to live.

at that time, this neighborhood was in the far suburbs and had a big sign stating, blacks welcome.
so my neighbors moved here and raised their children and created a community.

many have lived side by side for 50 years.



when they moved out here, the property in question today was an open field airport boulevard
had just one gas station.

mr. Chi kasu, the primary individual behind 40 15 limited partnership, has owned this pr building
for nearly 20 years and

Maintained it as an eyesore, keeping it just this side of derelict.
he's never done anything for this community.

why does he have a greater voice in this matter than all the people who created and shaped this
neighborhood over the past six decades? | hope you'll vote against this.

thank you for item 93, nadia barbo.

and you've also signed up for 94.

that's true, yes.

yes.

the contact team had a very busy july meeting.

thank you.

uh, my name is nadia barbo.

um, the, um, residence nearby the east side hub.

um, i've met also multiple, uh, multiple times with the developer on this, um, project.

their concern with the warehouse space that's proposed here, um, is that there's already flooding
coming down this little, uh, street, little elm, i believe is the name of it.

um, because there's been a, uh, four or five story apartment building that was built some years
ago.

and now with the slope of the land, um, flooding already occurs and more, um, development right
here in more impervious cover, um, feels like it's likely to increase more the flooding for the nearby
neighbors.

um, so that was their primary concern and, um, they asked to be, uh, represented today.
so i wanted to bring that.

then i go on to the next one for item 94.

go ahead.

also, harvey atkins signed up for item 94.

okay.

oh yeah, i'll just, you can go ahead, ma'am.



okay.

um, regarding, um, item number 94 family affair liquor store, the east mlk contact team voted
against rezoning this property at our july 20th, 2026 meeting.

the neighbor concerns is that there was already al alcohol for sale in this shopping center.
beer and wine and increasing the types of alcohol was, um, not requested by the neighbors.
they were concerned that more alcohol would leave to increased violence.

there's liquor stores nearby at airport and 12th and in mueller and additional locations.

um, it doesn't seem necessary to these neighbors.

um, they acknowledge the application is from a fellow neighbor planning to open a small locally
owned business, but they expressed a desire for a more community oriented business.

um, we had other neighbors that were in favor of the project, um, who learned that the owners
are longtime residents of the, um, immediate neighborhood, um, that they wanna bring small business
into the area.

the owners shared the shop would focus on homegrown local brands.

um, they're planning to have a security guard and also planning to support a local park givens
among other neighborhood associate initiatives.

so it was, um, a complicated, uh, complicated meeting and lots of opinions, um, but the majority
was not in favor, um, at this time.

thank you.

thank you.

yes, sir.

evidence has already been turned in.

you're gonna, is your mic on? No evidence has already been turned in.
evidence has already been.

okay.

so thank y'all.

thank you.

appreciate it.

speaking on the merits of the postponement for item 95, i have laurel fran, shane johnson, anna
sli, and john seaman.

i don't see anybody getting up.



do you wish to speak? Yes.

all right.

the item is postponed.

so you'd be speaking on whether or not you're for or against the postponement.
hello everybody.

my name is anna sols and i am an owner of a property at 46 11 east st.

elmo.

i inherited it from my late husband who died in 93.

i'm going to tell you that if i could, i'd be showing you the most beautiful tribute that was paid to
this man who was a veteran by many people in the community of austin.

came and built the most beautiful wall, which i invite everybody to take a look at.

it's a built out of straw bales, and i will address the postponement.

this is the second one that i've experienced.

however, the, um, president of our, um, homeowners association, lee sloan, um, did actually
Write at the last postponement, um, something.

and he wrote to me yesterday, 'cause he's unable to be here.

um, and i was just gonna read what he said.

um, slightly different.

i, the postponement is what it is.

you can probably tell from my voice i'm english and i haven't been to see my family in europe for
two years.

so every time you postpone it sort of keeps me here.
so it is what it is.
so what he said yesterday to me was, i am so glad, and this includes everybody here.

i'm so glad that austin has you in this case, me and people like you to continue the good fight and
preserve our beautiful ecosystem and oppose the wall to wall densification that appears to be in vogue
right now.

thank you.
i'll leave it at that.

i would've liked to have read the other one.



can i thank you.

appreciate you being here.

speaking on the merits of the postponement.
4 96 shane johnson.

john sermon item number 96.

alright, thank you.

SiX.

yeah, that's me too, i think.

oh, good.

no, no.

i think it's 95 item 96.

it is.

we, we don't, have you signed up on item number 96? We have you signed up on only item five.

you need to forgive an english woman for not knowing that she's gotta sign up for two things and
my thing is not on.

you've turned me off, so i won't say anything.

thank you for being here until i come back.

okay.

for 98.

xenobi joseph, i was signed up for nine six.

oh, um, you had signed up remotely.

i didn't realize you were here.

you can come on down.

i do have you 96 bread massing mayor to the postponement.
i, i, i, uh, i appreciate the, the postponement.

the, the contact team's been working really hard on this.
uh, again, i know.

oh, i'm sorry.

it's brad massengill.



yeah, sorry.
uh, just didn't wanna waste my time.

uh, i'm, i'm on the, i represent, uh, forest southeast austin for the austin neighborhoods council on
the executive committee.

i'm here speaking for myself.

uh, this, this is not a great location for, for this upzoning.

there's a critical water feature that's takes up 90% of it.

um, and the changing it to a multifamily from single family is very problematic.

i think, uh, there's some solutions in the works that are either gonna make it to where the, the site
has some conditional uses that make it more suitable, or, ideally in my book would be for the city to
acquire it as watershed protection feature.

it's a, it's, it's about a mile and a half from mckinney falls, um, part of williamson creek watershed.

and it's a, a vital part of this neighborhood on, and was talking about her, her, she has a tributary
of this creek in on her property, as do many people on st.

elmo.
so it's a vital part of the, the ecosystem over there.
and it's also a conveyance for water to get out of the neighborhood.

uh, and in that corner, there's, is, it's a, it's basically a, a here, a 90 degree turn on a bridge that has
no shoulders.

um, so the, it's already a problem with the, there's an apartment building that was built there
about three or four years ago that already impacts the area.

so, uh, thanks for postponing this and let's, uh, work, work on a, a viable solution for the
neighborhood.

i appreciate y'all.

thanks.

thank you.

item 100, megan king nomore.

good afternoon.

megan king nomore of preservation austin.

um, we're so thrilled to be here today in support of designation of bethany cemetery as a city of
austin landmark.



a moment that is decades overdue, i'll add that sue spears martin of the bethany cemetery
association is here in support, along with representatives of state of austin cemeteries.

the people laid to rest at bethany speak to the plurality of the black experience in austin, including
stories of enslavement and emancipation, buffalo soldiers, state employees, religious leaders, domestic
workers, entrepreneurs, and athletes.

during an era when black life was chronically under documented in the
Official record, bethany cemetery provides a critical genealogical record for hundreds of lives.

we are honored to stand alongside our friend, sue, whose tireless advocacy and stewardship at the
helm of the bethany cemetery association has made this possible.

sue is a model preservationist and an inspiration to so many people, and this designation is a true
credit to her leadership, creativity, and tenacity.

i'd also like to thank emily payne, who prepared this nomination on behalf of preservation austin's
advocacy committee, as well as the late juan raymond rubio, who initiated this designation in 2 20 24
during his time on the historic landmark commission.

we look forward to coming before you again soon with more incredible pieces of austin history.
to honor, thank you for your consideration and your service to city of austin.

thank you.

thank you for your service foritems 102,106,and 107.

zenobia joseph, ms. Josephfor 108 and 109.

william bunch, mr. Bunch.

mayor, that's all speakers for zoning consent.

thank you very much.

members, uh, we have the consent agenda.

there's been a motion and a second made.

is there any, uh, items that anybody would like to have pulled off the consent agenda? Alright.
um, is there anyone wishing well, i'll do this.

any discussion on the consent agenda before i, i ask for abstentions, recusals or votes of no.
mayor pro tem.

uh, thank you mayor.

i just wanted to highlight a couple of items. Um, uh, 1 06, 1 0 7 that's on, uh, uh, guadalupe, uh,
very close to in the highland neighborhood, right next to the highland neighborhood park.

we're working on an easement to connect guadalupe street to highland park.



the applicant has been very receptive, and it's just, it involves watershed, austin energy and parks.
so it's a, it's a slow, uh, process, but we're gonna get there.

this is gonna go on second reading, but i just appreciate everyone working toward the goal of
better connectivity and, and better, uh, pedestrian and, and, and bicycle access.

and then finally, i just, 1 0 5 is, uh, an existing warehouse facility in the windsor hills neighborhood
just north of romberg that, uh, is going to turn into a solar assembly site.

uh, the, the neighborhood had a lot of problems with the prior occupant of the facility that was
just creating a lot of mess and noise and whatnot.

uh, i really appreciate the applicant going to the windor hills neighborhood association, talking to
all the neighbors and just getting everybody on board.

uh, they're supportive.
i'm supportive.

again, i just appreciate it, uh, when folks reach out and, uh, explain what they're doing and that
they're gonna work with the neighborhood.

and so we're excited to bring a, a new, uh, uh, corporate neighbor into the, uh, into the
neighborhood.

thank y'all.

thank you.

member tim.

council member harper madison.

uh, thank you, mr. Mayor.

i wanted to share some remarks about, uh, one particular item, number 100 bethany cemetery.
the folks that i wanted most to highlight just walked outside though.

but let me tell you what it was emanuel brantley from the district one office.

the call came from within the house this time.

um, i'll go ahead and share my remarks, but just wanted to make sure that i'm acknowledging that
they're here with us today.

yes.

so, i, i wanted to say, uh, bethany cemetery is not just a burial ground, it's an archive of black
austin.

uh, for some bur there, their headstone may be the only surviving evidence that they lived, that
they worked, that they raised families and helped to build this very municipal, uh, municipal city there.



they're awesome.

bethany exists because black austinites created their own institution when segregation denied
them equal burial space.

i sometimes think about that primarily 'cause one of my younger ones pointed it out to me.

she goes, mom, how disrespectful is that, that people can tell you where you can't be buried? |
guess it really didn't occur to me that it was so deeply disrespectful until my kid talked to me about
where internment could take place and how this is important.

um, uh, bethany exists because black austinites created their own institution when segregation
denied them equal burial space.

as east austin changes, historic designation ensures that the physical record of black history is not
erased.

this effort began nearly 50 years ago with evelyn taylor ross and continues through the
stewardship of sue spears and the bethany cemetery association.

today, we can finally honor that work with permanent protection.

um, it's kind of a slap in the face for people who do this work over and over and over again and
don't have that perpetuity built in.

so i'm glad that we can say that there's some degree of permanence to the work and to the
acknowledgement of the work.

our work with bethany has also shown how historic preservation can create economic opportunity.

because bethany is a private cemetery, finding sustainable resources for its maintenance has long
been a challenge.

we work to reframe that challenge as a workforce development opportunity using bethany as a
training site for specialized landscape and cemetery maintenance.

that approach helps care for an important historic site, while building a pipeline of trained workers
with skills valuable to the city, to cemeteries and to private

Employers.
i'm proud to support this designation and district one.

uh, bethany tells future generations that black austinites were here, that their lives mattered, that
their place in austin's history will never be forgotten.

uh, thank you all again for all your dedicated hard work and service to our community.
yes, yes.
thank you.

council member harbor madison.



council member uchin.
thank you, mayor.
just really two brief comments here.

there's a number of items that i'm, uh, voting no on, and the two concerns are, one, just how eo
and density bonus continue to push into neighborhoods.

the other is a bit more nuanced.

i think that it, we've got instances where we're potentially granting some speculative entitlements
here.

where we're, what we're doing is granting things that aren't potentially being fully utilized, which i
think instead is gonna just drive up prices or investor returns.

and the flip side being that if developers do start to use those entitlements that we are handing
out, that people may be quite surprised with what we've done at that point.

but, um, i'll get to the no votes when you get to the vote.
thank you.

thank you.

council member.

um, any further discussion on the consent agenda? Alright, is there anyone wishing to abstain from
a vote on any item on the consent agenda? Anyone wishing to recuse themselves from a vote on any
item on the consent agenda? Council member uchin, which items do you want to be shown? Voting no.

92 94,
9798and 10 2.
alright, i, i want, i would like to be shown voting no on item number 92.

are there any other no votes on any of the items? Alright, any without further discussion and
without objection.

the consent, the zoning consent agenda is adopted with the mayor being shown voting no on item
number 92.

and council member uchin being shown, voting no on 92 94, 97,98, and 1 0 2.
thanks.

that will now take us to item number 90.

yes.

thank you all for being here and and we appreciate council member harvard madison for
highlighting the importance of that, that item.



thank you.

um, alright.

we're gonna go to item number 90.

members.

uh, this has been pulled for discussion.

what we will do is we will have a brief presentation from staff.

then we will go to someone speaking in favor of the item.

although it may just be staff that does this we'll, we'll play that by ear.
then we'll have somebody from the applicant that will be in a position to speak in opposition.
and then we'll go to the speakers.

those in favor first and then those in opposition.

so please make your presentation.

thank you, mayor.

uh, we have a visual aid come in here as well.

callen contreras planning department item 90 case c 14 h 2026 0 0 1 3 is an owner opposed
request for historic zoning of the original portion only of the goins v nich key house at 9 0 7 east 13th.

historic zoning was initiated by the historic landmark commission after the review of a demolition
permit per the procedures outlined in land development code section 25 11 2 13 per state law.

a super majority vote in favor is required to approve historic zoning for this item.

the 2016 east austin historic resource survey found this property eligible for local landmark
designation, individual listing on the national register of historic places and contributing to potential
local and national historic districts.

a Ic planning commission and staff recommend historic zoning for the front third of the lot, only
containing just the original parts of the house to allow for increased flexibility for development behind
the oldest and most intact part of the historic house.

um, and you can see the total square footage on your screen recommended for historic zoning by
staff hlc and pc.

this 1873 house meets the criteria required for historic designation by land development code
section 25 2 3 52 for architecture and historical associations as it embodies the distinguishing
characteristics of the national folk style emblematic of the railroad expansion and subsequent
construction boom of 1870s and 1880s austin.



and its associated earliest with the niche nitsky family, german immigrants who established one of
austin's first cabinet making businesses, as well as with the ver and goys families who exemplify the
demographic transition and life waves of the neighborhood during the early 20th century.

mrs. Goys, the home's first long-term african american owner, was born in virginia in 1865, lived
on 13th street from the 1920s to her death in 1956, and then passed the home to her daughter who
remained there until at least the mid seventies.

and finally, i wanna quickly mention, um, that we've spent some time with development services
as well as district one to clarify some of the important development questions that have come up over
the course of this case.

um, and generally speaking, um, we have a few things to bear in mind.
uh, per our development officer, the house is
Set forward enough to develop the rear of the lot.

uh, though it's smaller than the city average, it's 7,400 square feet, it can still support two to three
units.

the rear alley may permit vehicular access to the site, which will reduce impervious cover demands
of a driveway and may be the only option for onsite parking with the house.

in the current position, uh, tuck under parking beneath the two story rear unit may also be
possible.

and preserving the historic building may be used to obtain bonus far under the preservation
incentive in home one.

uh, since the staff and commission recommendation proposes designation for only the front two
rooms of the house, the bonus far could be used to expand it, including addition of upper floors and to
construct new units at the rear of the site.

that concludes the staff presentation.
i'm available for questions.

thank you.

thank you very much.

what i'm gonna do, members is uh, that's the applicant's presentation i'm now going to ask for, uh,
for, uh, o opposition and they'll have up, up to five minutes to speak in opposition.

um, and then we will go to speakers.
is there someone here to speak in opposition? | see you coming.
you'll have five minutes, mayor and council members.

my name is blair pena and i represent the owner of 9 0 7 east 13th street, who opposes this
historic designation.



this council is being asked to do something extraordinary force a private owner to preserve a
structurally failing building over its objection without proof that the building meets the criteria
mandated by the city code.

without a competing engineer opinion, and without any city estimate on what its demand will cost,
that's not preservation.

it's the government imposing an unfunded indefinite mandate on a private owner and walking
away from the bill, the safety risk and the consequences.

interestingly, since 1990, the city of austin has only designated four other properties as historic
over the owner's opposition.

then in 2024, the city decided to target it entity led by the same hispanic family that owns this
property, that unlawful designation related to 1500 east 12th street.

and it's currently being litigated in federal court.

if you do this again today, one third of the owner opposed designations in the last 36 years will be
done to entities that are managed by the same hispanic family here.

however, the city's own recommendation underscores the problem.
it doesn't recommend preservation of the entire house.

instead it's saying, let's preserve the two front rooms. That's an admission that the structure is not
materially altered or it is materially altered and it's compromised.

more importantly, the counsel has before it the opinion of a licensed professional engineer who
inspected this property.

the engineer documented sagging roof planes, evidence of fire related damage and advanced
deterioration of the framing and the roofing.

the engineer concluded that the building presents a significant life safety concern and he
recommended full demolition.

the city has not submitted any competing engineering report to dispute those findings.
and the staff report does not provide any estimate of what rehabilitation would cost.

the city is nonetheless asking this owner to bear that unknown, but plainly substantial cost, which
will no doubt exceed the cost of demolition.

if this measure passes, it'll be an arbitrary and capricious exercise of government power that is
gonna deprive this owner of all economically viable use of its property without due process of law.

there's also a separate legal defect here.
chapter 2 45 of the local government code prevents the city from changing land use rules.

after an owner has filed a permit application, it freezes the applicable regulations at the time of
filing so that the property owner can rely on the law as it exists.



when it applied here, the owner applied for a demolition permit.

before this proposed designation, historic zoning would now impose a new property classification
and new demolition restrictions on a project whose rights were already fixed.

that's precisely what chapter 2 45 prohibits.
| urge the council not to proceed with another unlawful designation.
the city is already facing one lawsuit arising from this exact same conduct.

a second is sure to follow if you move forward, respect the owner's vested rights, respect the
engineer's uncontradicted findings that this building presents a safety hazard and should be demolished.

we're asking you to reject the proposed designation and allow the demolition to proceed.
thank you.
thank you.

um, members, we are now going to go to speakers, but before we do that, i wanna ask a couple of
questions.

uh, uh, so don't go too far.

the way i'd like for you to do this is organize 'em, those that have indicated they're in favor, and
then those that indicated they're in opposition, uh, in accordance with our rules.

um, but ii'd like to if, if, if without permission and, and, uh, without objection, i'd like to ask a
couple of questions.

uh, you, you've indicated that this would be one of those, uh, uh, well, you said the building's
structure, the reason you don't want the historic designation is 'cause you say the building's structurally
failing.

isn't that correct? Yes.

that's how, how long has your client owned it? | don't have the date off the top of my head.
uh, but we we're a little familiar with your client.

so let, let's start with that.

and in, in, in some of our familiarity with the client, at least it has been the appearance to me, and
i'm not gonna speak for any other members of the council, but at least it's been, it has appeared to me
that in some instances what your client does is it buys a piece of property that is admittedly whether it
would ever agree to an historic designation or not.

but it is admittedly something that has the basis for being called an historical structure and then
allows that structure to become, as you say, structurally failing so that it can argue you shouldn't
designate historic so that they can do something else with it.

uh, that's the, that that's what happened in the other instances that you're talking about.



isn't that correct? We would disagree that the other instance, um, rose to the level of a historical
significance.

and in the lawsuit that's currently pending, we have an architect who previously served on harris
county's, uh, historic designation commission.

well, that'll all, that'll all play out in a little, but what i'm saying to you is that you will agree that in
the previous instances, there's at least a basis for somebody saying that you may not agree with the
designation, but saying that it is an historical structure, there's a basis for it being labeled historic.

i mean, it's not, it's not out of the question and not a crazy idea to call that historic, but that it's
been allowed to structurally deteriorate so that it is structurally failing.

and that is the basis for your argument that then it should not be historically designated.
and that's what you're doing here today too, right? No, respectfully, that's not what we're doing.
um, it is an unsafe building that we in would like to demolish.

how long have you owned it so that future development can be brought to this area? Exactly,
exactly.

how long has your client owned it and it not had any maintenance done to it so that it has now
become structurally deficient? | don't know, uh, the date my client purchased it.

i wasn't prepared to answer that question, but i do know what you're referring to is called
demolition by neglect.

it sure is.

and that does not apply to a property before its designated historic.
fair enough.

uh, let me just say this to you from my perspective.

um, when you accuse us the way you have of the exact same conduct, i think that can go both
ways.

and we might say that your client is guilty of the exact same conduct and putting us in and putting
us as counsel in this position.

but we'll go in here and head and hear the other speakers.
those speaking in favor of item 90, i have francis francois levy.
good afternoon, mayor.

city council members.

my name is francois levy.

i've been an east austin resident for over three decades.



i'm an architect and a member of preservation austin's board.
thank you for the opportunity to share a few thoughts on item 90 before you.
the historic designation of a portion of 9 70 13.

the gos versus nich has others will speak eloquently on the cultural, social, historical and
architectural value of supporting the historic landmark commission's position on this property.

i'd like to use my few moments this afternoon to underscore that granting historic status to this
property is not in fact a hard financial hardship on the o owners, nor does it make the property less
valuable.

on the contrary, because of

The preservation bonus built into austin's land development code, historic designation of this property
makes it financially more valuable.

i've submitted a-p-d-f-a two sheet, pdf that uh, hopefully you can refer to.

and then as you can see on the two diagrammatic site plans that i've offered for your
consideration, a full demolition and maximum redevelopment of this lot as uh, the, uh, uh, opposing
person's representative claims is of interest would only yield, uh, accommodate up to 4,593 square feet
of, uh, enclos area.

uh, in this diagram, distributed hypothetically among three compact homes because of the home
ordinances historic preservation bonus that would allow an 18% increase in allowable development or
5,396 square feet.

this was a clear case of homeworking as intended, allowing greater density of housing while
allowing austin to keep its history.

i urge you to vote in favor of preserving this important piece of east austin history, knowing that
doing so does not threaten economic opportunity nor prosperity.

thank you for your consideration and service to the city of austin.

mary kale.

uh, hi everybody.

my name's mary kale.

i'm on the board of preservation austin and i chair to advocate advocacy committee.
uh, thanks so much for being here today.

having served on a, on a city commission for eight years, i really appreciate the long hours y'all put

i'm here today in support of historic zoning for this house as the backup materials has shown.

it's valuable for so many reasons.



um, and it's, and the city's east austin survey initiated and funding by the city listed as eligible for
several, uh, distinctive landmark, um, recognitions.

um, and as you know, it's one of the oldest homes in that area dating back nearly 140 or 150 years,
possibly one of the oldest home in the city.

it also reflects diverse heritage, literally embodying german and african american history in the
complicated story that's austin in a part of town that has a very rich cultural history.

i also wanted to point out that in 2024, only 16% of austin's historic properties were associated
with historically marginalized communities.

this is an opportunity to rectify that and preserve our cultural fabric.
i also wanted to sort of respond to something.

this is in fact the essence of historic preservation because what we're proposing and what the city
has proposed is that we get historic zoning for the front part of the lot containing the original portions
for the hou of the house because those are the ones that are historically significant.

historic preservation and preservation austin are adapting to the realities of a growing city.

and part of that is being flexible and a project where you preserve the front to, um, the front of
the house would reflect that.

and as my um, colleague on the board, francoise just said, um, it could be economically viable as
well.

so, um, i would see historic zoning for this as a win-win for the owner of the property and for our
cultural fabric.

and, uh, thank you very much for your time then i have a few speakers in person, travis haller,
scott mckenzies, and paulina kovich.

hi, uh, good afternoon mayor watson and council.

my name is travis holler.

i'm a district five constituent, uh, a board member of preservation austin.
um, and i worked professionally in commercial real estate and development.

y'all last saw me when i was here speaking on the merits of historic preservation for 1500 east
12th street.

so to that effect, i'm here in strong support of historic designation of the nitschke versus goins
house at 9 0 7 east 13th street.

once again, we are here showing up alongside the residents of east austin who have spent decades
watching the physical fabric of their neighborhoods in the history embedded with it disappear one
property at a time.



and yet again, we are being asked to debate whether something is worth even saving after the city
has already told us that it is the city's own.

2016 east austin historic resources sur resources survey recommended this property for every
applicable historic designation including individual landmark status.

the historic landmark commission and pres and planning commissions have now overwhelmingly
recommended its preservation.

so how many times does the city need to establish that a historic resource matters before we're
actually willing to protect it? This house matters precisely because it isn't a mansion or a monument.

it tells the story of working class austinites, including anna eliza goss, a black widow and mother of
six who supported her family as a cook and launders and rented rooms to other working class austinites

During segregation.
her story is what we claim and what and what we want our preservation program to represent.

and let's dispense with the false choice between preservation and development as hlc
recommended, protecting only the front portion of this house, um, we had created the preservation
bonus so that properties like this can accommodate the additional housing and preserve the history that
makes these neighborhoods worth investing in in the first place.

as i mentioned, i work in real estate.

i understand that properties need to be economically productive, but maximizing the value
extracted from a piece of land can not be the only value that matters in austin.

thank, thank you sir.

appreciate you being here and appreciate your service.

thank you.

why don't we start here and then we'll, we'll go here and then to you.

hi everybody.

my name's scott menzies.

i'm the president of the robertson hill neighborhood association.

i'm speaking, uh, for against the demolition and preservation of 9 0 7 east 13th street.

um, i'm just asking you to preserve this home, not just for us who live here today, but for
generations of austinites who deserve to see and experience their city's history.

this home was built as a remark at a remarkable time in austin's history when city's population was
only 4,000 people.

this house dates back to a time when austin was still very small, long before the skyline
development population.



we know there is also a direct co connection to austin's early civic history.

the uncle of the man who built this home was one of austin's city first city council members jb
nitka.

he actually paved, had, uh, voted in favor to pave congress avenue for the first time.

this connection makes it more home, more home than an old structure.

it's a part of a story.

who, of the people who helped build the city.

once this house is demolished, that tangible connection to austin's earliest history will be gone.

we cannot say that we value austin's history while allowing physical places where that history
happened to disappear.

i understand that austin must grow.

i understand that neighborhoods change and the development is necessary, but preservation
growth do not have to be opposites.

there are opportunities to adapt, reuse, and build around historic structures rather than simply
tearing them down.

9 0 7 east 13th street should be one of those places where we choose preservation.

this house gives today's austinites and futura nights the the opportunity to stand in front of
something that existed when the city only had 4,000 people in it.

and to say, this is where our story began.

we can't recreate that history once it is gone.

so i respectfully ask the council, please do not allow this historic home to be demolished.
thank you.

thank you.

yes ma'am.

hi, my name is paulina kovich, uh, excuse me, while i condense this into in real time as i was
expected to have three minutes.

um, i'm here as a on behalf of the sweet hill neighborhood neighborhood association, the
neighborhood where this property sits.

we came together in march to voted in support of a historic zoning for this property.
our reasons are as follows.

sweet hill is one of the earliest residential neighborhoods in austin with deep ties, as you heard, to
the city's working class immigrant roots and its african american cultural history.



over time so many of our historic homes have been lost to demolition encroachment and this
steadily ro roading physical fabric and character of the neighborhood.

we're at a point where this continued loss is no longer acceptable.
we must take action to preserve what remains.

this is a unique folk victorian structure, one of three remaining on the block and it has stood for
150 years and i would love to see it standing for 150 more.

if you look closely at the 1887 aerial map of the city, you can see 9 0 7 peach street.
we are asking you to keep this physical link to early austin alive.

secondly, as many have stated, this zoning request is initiated by landowner commission is
modest, asking for designation of only the original front two rooms leaving the rest open for modern
development.

this council enacted home with its preservation bonus exactly for cases like this, keep the existing
structure, build more housing, which our neighborhood does not oppose.

but we do know that more housing is not on the slate for this property.
this brings me thirdly to what we do.

oppose the speculative demolition and the scars that remain after this particular property owner
receives their demolition permits.

there's a false narrative that demolishing original structures will automatically create new housing
for austin families.

eureka's track record shows us the exact opposite.

there are several demolition permits on 13th street, one of which is the surface level parking lot
and the other remains empty to this day.

um, scraping historic homes to leave vacant lots does not solve our housing crisis.
we would like neighbors not empty lots.

enough is enough.

we cannot replace these irreplaceable ties to our past.

once this history and these original materials are gone, they're gone.

how much austin's history and makeup is already in the landfill.

thank you mayor.

that's actually all registered speakers for this item.

thank you.



so what we're gonna do is, um, ms. Pena, you'll have two minutes if you would like to close and
then we will turn to the applicant for two

Minutes to close.
and by the way, your client's owned it since 2019.
thank you.
at some point, private property rights matter.

my client has been a good neighbor to the city of austin and my client has been involved in the
community in several different areas.

um, if the city cared so deeply for this property, it had the ability to purchase it before my client
did.

and it had the ability, if it wants to impose a public purpose use on this property to enact some
sort of imminent domain proceedings and it chose not to with private property rights.

the importance of those rights is owners should be entitled to develop the property as they see fit
within the existing guidelines.

and that's all that my client is asking to do.
in addition, under chapter 2 45, there was no restriction on demolition.
when they filed their application, they followed all of the rules, they met all of the requirements.

and the only question on whether they can demolish the building now at this point is if the city
enacts a new law that did not apply at the time they filed their application.

that is exactly what chapter 2 45 is meant to prevent, to prevent surprises that happen along the
way.

we would ask you to deny this because we don't believe it's right.
just constitutional and it's also a violation of 2 45.

thank you.

thank you.

does the applicant wish to close? Just quickly, mayor, um, steph would like to say that we are
supportive of the Ics and pc's recommendation to rezone the property as a historic landmark.

thank you.
thank you.

alright members, um, that'll take us, those are all the speakers and that then concludes the, um,
effectively at the hearing on item number 90.

um, i'll entertain a motion with regard to item number 90.



council member harper madison, you wish to make a motion to approve? | moved.
um, yes.
okay.

the mo council member harper madison moves to approve item number 90 and seconded by the
mayor pro tim.

uh, discussion with regard to item number 90, council member harper madison.
this is the first time i've ever done that.

um, uh, voted to designate a property historic against the owner's wishes.

ms. Pena, i wanna say i appreciate you being here today.

um, i wish my request to speak to you a lot longer time ago had been fulfilled 'cause we would've
had an opportunity

[3:45:15 PM]

to have this discussion, which | think is important. It's so difficult to dispel a myth, but not
simultaneously advocate for an organization that | cannot say in good faith has always been a good
actor. But | will say, because | live in this neighborhood and I'm very familiar with both this house and
1500 east 12th. | think what you were referring to earlier, and | could say unequivocally, both were in
complete shambles prior to eureka owning them. They were both demo ready at that time to their
structurally unsound buildings. So my neighborhood, Davis Thompson neighborhood association, we
didn't want 1500 to get designated historic for a lot of reasons, including as a policy maker. | don't think
it's in our best interest to go around telling private property owners what to do with their property. |
don't think it's appropriate. That said, | think it's difficult to contest the will of the planning commission,
the historic landmark commission and the neighbors who live in the most affected part of the
community, right next door neighbors, they're the most affected. But | do have to push back on saying
that the demo by disrepair implication are appropriate for either of these two structures, because it's
not. And that's me saying the reality. Beyond that, | do want to say, | think just generally us not having
more in the way of protocol around how to make these assessments before we find ourselves in this
position, as zoning is concerned. In general, | think it's problematic that council offices get put in a
position that's intended to help facilitate between the owner, applicant and the lawyers.

[3:47:08 PM]

We're not supposed to be facilitating meetings between communities, private property owners and
their representation. | think it causes a very unfortunate like there's this confrontational sort of



relationship between neighbors and council members, even neighbors and neighbors, which | got to say,
Paulina, | did not recognize you without your walk in hair, but my literal neighbor is in the room today.
Right. And | think there's this, there's a dynamic that gets introduced when the narrative is allowed to be
like it is. | don't think it should be. | think other cities use a process that's more comprehensive, and that
there is a separate sort of neutral party that gets to negotiate all of the discussions, deliberation and
negotiations. So council offices don't get caught in the middle of it. | don't think it's a fair position for us
to get put in, frankly. That said, | appreciate the desire to preserve Austin's history. | very much do. But |
do want us to be thinking about, because | don't think it's appropriate that we tell private, they bought
the property, it's theirs. They get to do what they want with it. And if it was that important to the
surrounding community, | think there should have been a comprehensive community effort to save it. |
know | heard about the original owner being open to it being bought back.

[3:48:26 PM]

That's a question that | would have wanted to ask you. Have we had the opportunity to meet sooner? |
think a lot of these 11th hour discussions don't leave room for the most comprehensive discussion, the
most thoughtful discussion, and a discussion where everybody can walk away recognizing whether or
not you got what you wanted, quote unquote. The discussion was fair and thorough and comprehensive
and data driven. | don't feel like that was the discussion today, but | do feel like overwhelmingly the
people that | actually heard from want this structure, the portion of the structure that is slated to be
designated historic, designated historic. And so | support their wishes. | would like to ask miss Pena did
give me pause because I'll say as a layperson, | looked at 1500 east 12th, and | asked myself when it got
designated historic, even though | voted no, | wondered if we'd get sued over that one. And then miss
Pena brought up today that there is potentially grounds for another lawsuit that we could potentially
avoid.

[3:49:28 PM]

So the one question | do have | already you know, we do the dance. We ask staff two weeks ago what
the question was and then asked them again today. | will not do that to anybody. | will say the one
question | do have today arose as the direct result of miss Pena's testimony. Do we have legal concerns
here?

[3:49:50 PM]

>> Council member we are comfortable if this is the approach that the council wants to take, it is your
discretion as a legislative body.



[3:49:59 PM]

>> | will say to my colleagues that's the singular concern. Well, | shouldn't say singular. | do hope that
moving forward, the council and | appreciate the mayor's sort of enthusiastic questioning about how we
work with a eureka. So I'll tell you guys, for the sake of full disclosure, one of the things | hope we can do
as a body is recognize | call it the 12th street anomaly. The fact that a singular development organization
was able to essentially buy the perimeter of the historic African American cultural heritage district and
then slowly, methodically move in to the epicenter. 12th street has tumbleweeds blowing down and any
day of the week. And that's not where we started as a community. But here's where we landed. And the
truth of the matter is, there either were policies in place or the lack thereof that allowed that to happen.
| think this kind of thing is an anomaly. I've looked for examples around the country of a major epicenter
of the African American cultural heritage district, the corridor, the primary. I'm talking commerce,
church, education, entertainment, everything happened on 12th street and then crack and crime and
policing and all the things that happened to every other major metro in the 90s happened to the east
side. | lived there, trust me. | can tell you what happened. And then people voluntarily moved. There is a
such thing as voluntary migration. A lot of people moved out of the community because they wanted to.
| don't want us to always default back to displacement and people being inappropriately moved. A lot of
folks responded to what was happening in the community and the city of Austin. Let that happen too. By
the way, I'd like very much for us to, as a body, this body and as an entity, the city of Austin recognize
that all the things that happened in terms of the trajectory from the start, folks get my house is one of
the bungalows that got moved from Clarksville, folks getting moved from Clarksville into the east side,
and then a municipality allowing for the erosion, degradation, and every other bad thing that happened
to east Austin. Somebody was in positions of power and creating policy when those things happened.
And now that we find ourselves here on the other end of it, nothing will happen to 12th street until the
entire body, all 11 people say, you know what we need? We need a bond just for the east side.

[3:52:37 PM]

Let's one time do one bond that will actually reconcile. For all the intentional neglect to an entire
community, an entire part of town that is. In fact, a lot of folks pointed this out today going to be the
hub for development, going to be the hub for industry, going to be the hub for housing. If east Austin is
going to be exactly what we all know it's going to be based on projections and data, we're going to have
to make a big unified investment. And as | walk away from representing this district, I'm walking away
recognizing that our successor has the biggest shoes to fill on the dais. D one could use two council
members. If you consider all of the types of folks they represent, both by demographics and, frankly, by
commerce, it's not fair for the council person, and it's not fair to have to make these kinds of decisions,
because you're ultimately getting asked whether or not you're committed to the community or
committed to the growth of the community moving forward, which we're talking about revitalization.
None of those things get to happen until everybody's bought in.



[3:53:41 PM]

And | don't think to date that all the stakeholders involved in the conversation are either entering in
good faith number one, or, more importantly, have the perpetual investment in mind as something
they're committed to following through on. And that's this body included. So | will say that I'm hesitantly
voting in favor of historic preservation, if for no other reason. | have, you know, lots of folks that | very
much trust, but folks who can give me a not at all biased opinion on the matter, who don't feel like this
is a good use of the space ultimately, and that it will make it so that only a certain type of boutique
developer will be able to work around with within the parameters of if we could get more housing
faster. And one of the small developers in my neighborhood could do it and not have to work around
historic designation, that would be my preference. But today the vote is going to be for me. The vote is
going to be in favor of what the community is asking for. And unfortunately, what | didn't get a chance
to really talk about at length with the applicant or with the people in opposition to the designation.

[3:54:50 PM]

>> Thank you, council member.

[3:54:51 PM]

>> Thank you.

[3:54:53 PM]

>> Any further, mayor pro tem.

[3:54:54 PM]

>> Thank you. Mayor, | just want to a few people touched on it, and | just want to talk about the the
home changes and the home preservation bonus. | was on the dais with council member Harper
Madison when before home when these were kind of do or die where, you know, if someone had a
small house on a small property that was going to be designated historic, it was over. You know what |
mean? Sometimes they wouldn't necessarily have the funds. And it was very difficult. It was a really kind



of very, very difficult decision with the the home changes that we made that gives people the ability to
add as staff was showing second, possibly even a third house in the back. It makes preservation so much
more economically viable. And | would also say in the same vein, it makes TRE preservation
economically viable. And on these small lots, you know, we move the setbacks around. We gave people
the flexibility they they needed.

[3:55:56 PM]

And again, we were doing that. | think in a we want to preserve, you know, the house that's on there.
We want to preserve the heritage TRE that's on there. So I'm so glad that home passed. And | think the
home, the existence of it makes these votes, from my perspective, so much easier than they were
before.

[3:56:13 PM]

>> Thank you, mayor pro tem, any further discussion with regard to item number 90, item number 90.
The motion has been to approve item number 90. Would there be no further discussion without
objection? Item number 90 is adopted. Is there anyone wishing to be shown voting? No. Item number
90 is adopted and that requires nine votes. And so there are 11. Thank you members, members, that
concludes all of the items that are on the agenda for this council meeting. So without objection, we will
be adjourned at 3:56 P.M. The Austin city council is adjourned. Thanks, everybody.



