
MINUTES OF CALLED WORKSHOP OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
LUFKLN. TEXAS. HELD ON THE

30TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 1998AT 10:00A. M

.

On the 30th day of September, 1998 theCity Council of theCity of Lufkin, Texas,
convenedin a regular meeting in the Council Chambersof City Hall with the
following membersthereof,to wit:

Louis A. Bronaugh Mayor
JackGorden,Jr. Mayorpro tern
R. L. Kuykendall Councilmember,WardNo. 1
Don Boyd Councilmember,WardNo. 2
Betty Jones Councilmember,Ward No. 3
Tucker Weems Councilmember,Ward No. 6
C. C. Macun City Manager
JamesHager Asst. City Manager
Atha Stokes City Secretary
Keith Wright City Engineer
Kenneth Williams Director of PublicWorks

beingpresent,and

Bob Bowman Councilmember,WardNo. 4

beingabsentwhen the following businesswastransacted.

1. Meetingwasopenedwith prayerby City ManagerC. C. Macun.

2. REPORT ON ANGELINA COUNTY REGIONAL WATER STUDY BY GOODWIN
AND LASITER

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat Council had met to hear a report on the Angelina
CountyRegionalWaterStudyby Goodwin-Lasiter.

City Manager Maclin statedthat it was brought to the City’s attention several
monthsago that the TexasWater DevelopmentBoard, andprior to that theState
Legislationthrough SenateBill 1, weregoing to be looking to developa long range
plan for theStateof Texas. City ManagerMaclin statedthat sincethat time there
havebeenregionalcommitteesthat havebeenformed,andLufkin is in RegionI, a
group that hasbeenmeetingregularly for severalmonthsnow. City Manager
Macun statedthat this group hasthe taskof developinga waterplan for all of the
EastTexasarea. City ManagerMaclinstatedthatstaff felt like it wasimportantthat
we be timely in taking an updatedlook at the regionalwater study for Angelina
County thatwas performedin 1989-1991. City ManagerMacunstatedthat it was
staff’s opinion that someof thenumbersin termsof growthandconsumptionhad
changeddramatically,and an updatewas essentialto insurean understandingof
what it would take to have an adequatewater supply for Lufkin and Angelina
County in the future. City ManagerMaclin statedthat Council authorizedstaff
thento pursuepreparationof anupdateto our regionalwaterstudyandGoodwin-
Lasiterwasretainedto performthatstudy.

Keith Wright, City Engineer,statedthat staff had observedover the yearsseveral
things aboutthe City’s water systemthat led them to this point to develop this
study. Mr. Wright statedthat therewas a very large increasein industrialuseof
waterthatwasunexpected. Mr. Wright statedthattherehadbeenanincreasein
thenumberof connections,approximately100 per yeareveryyear for thepastfew
yearsthatis increasingthewaterdemands. Mr. Wright statedthattherehavebeen
watershortagesin thepasttwo or threeyears,whichhavebeenbasedon mechanical
failures. Mr. Wright statedthat in this sametime period theCity hasdrilled two
new wells and are proposing anotherwell for this year in order to provide the
backupthatis necessaryto meetthedemandin caseof sometype of failure. Mr.
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Wright statedthat therehavebeendroppingwaterlevelswith one of thewells over
thepast10 yearsto a level of 23 feet,whichmeansthat theability of theaquiferto
rechargeis limited andthattheCity is exceedingits ability to keepup. Mr. Wright
statedthattherehasbeena drop in water quality. Mr. Wright statedthat whenhe
first beganworking with the City throughan engineeringfirm theCity was using
lessthan500poundsa dayof chlorine andnow we arein excessof 3,000poundsof
chlorine, and that is just to meet the demandthat is put on the systemby the
hydrogensulfite. Mr. Wright statedthat, in his opinion, this is related to the
amountof waterthattheCity is drawingfrom theaquifer. Mr. Wright statedthat
with SenateBill 1 thereis a realprospectin that processof inter-basintransfersof
water,andtheCity of Lufkin needsto showto thecommunityandtheStatethat we
havea realneedfor the waterrights that we haveat SamRayburn,andthatwe are
seriouslyexercisingthoserights in the future. Mr. Wright statedthat another
considerationis the economicgrowth that hastakenplacein theCity over the past
severalyears, and the potential for future economicgrowth doesnot seemto be
decreasingand theCity needsto be prepared. Mr. Wright statedthat another
problemthat is possibly a little far fetched,but is not improbable,is dependingon
onesourceof water andin the event of any type of contaminationto that source.
Mr. Wright statedthat he hassomereal concernswith chemicalinjection wells and
thingsthat arenorthof usbut go throughour aquifer. Mr. Wright statedthat,in
his opinion,the City needsto seriouslyconsiderbeingpreparedfor a secondsource
of water.

Larry Lasiter of Goodwin-Lasiterstated that the high points of the problem
statementin the studyare: A continueddrop in aquifer levels; continuedgrowth
in residentialandindustrial connectionsfor City aswell as County-wide;Seasonal
peakdemandsexceedingproductioncapacityhavecausedshortagesfor Lufkin and
otheragencies;historicalgrowthhasbeen3.00/a for Lufkin and3.3% County-wide.
Mr. Lasiter statedthat otherfactorssuchas theInterstateconstructioncould impact
growth ratessignificantly. Mr. Lasiter statedthatthemain groundwatersourceis
from the CarrizoAquifer, theonly water supplyat this point. Mr. Lasiter stated
thatLufkin andotherwatersupplyagencieshaveplansto install additional Carrizo
wells within thenext two years.

Mike Walker statedthat theTexasWaterDevelopmentBoard Report 110, which
waspreparedfor Angelina/NacogdochesCounties,statesthat the estimatedtotal
safe yield for the Carrizo Aquifer is 32 MGD. The actual estimatedaverage
productionas of 1997 is 20 MGD. Mr. Walker statedthat the seasonalpeak
production is estimated at 27-28 MGD. Mr. Walker stated that
Champion/Donohoestill usesroughly 10 1/2 MGD from the Carrizo. Mr. Walker
statedthatbasedon the 3% growthrate,overa 20 yearperiodestimatingeachwell at
85% of an annualratedcapacity, the City would requiresevenadditionalCarrizo
wells assumingthereis no lossin thepresentproduction. Mr. Walkerstatedthat
eachtime theCity addsa well it is furtherout, andtherearelimited areasfor future
well development. Mr. Walker statedthat most of the wells ownedby theCity
andChampionarerelatively closetogetherandwhat that doesis createa downdip
in the Aquifer in thoseregions. Mr. Walker statedthat thereare limits where
additionalwells could be developed.

Mr. Lasiterstatedthatthenext chartshowsthegrossprojectionsstartingat 1998 and
looking forward to theyear2018. Mr. Lasiter statedthatLufkin’s capacityis based
on 85% of theactualpumpingcapacity. Mr. Lasiterstatedthat TNRCC recognizes
thatasthepoint atwhichyou needto planfor additionalwatersupply. Mr. Lasiter
statedthat if theCity of Lufkin drills a well every yearand a half basedon the
projectionswe cancontinueto get waterout of thepresentwells. Mr. Lasiter stated
that the chart also reflectsproposedconstructionof a surfacewater sourceor an
additionalsourceof water,which at this point, the only other sourcethatwe know
of besidestheCarrizois the lakewaterat SamRayburn. Mr. Lasiter statedthatthis
is a 10 MGD facility with thefacilities to getthewaterbackto theCity. Mr. Lasiter
statedthat disregardingthe County’s needs,and just looking at Lufkin, if this
productioncapability is continued on out, the first stepin building 10 MGD of
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surfacewatercapacitywould taketheCity of Lufkin, basedon theseprojections,out
20 yearsandbeyond. Mr. Lasiter statedthattheunknownelementin this is how
big a part the otherwaterusersin the Countymight play in seekingwatersupply
from the City of Lufkin. Mr. Lasiter statedthat this would be somethingthatthe
City of Lufkin would take the leadin with public meetingswith othercities andtry
to pursueif thereis interestandwhat interestlevel thereis.

Mr. Walker statedthat thenextslide showssomescenariosof wherepossiblywould
be availablepointsto get thesurfacewatersupply. Mr. Walker statedthat the
further southor the closer to the damthat you get the more clarifying effect you
havein the reservoir, the better the water gets that you take from the reservoir
itself, andthe lessyou will haveto treat it to getit to drinking waterstandards.Mr.
Walker statedthatin thestudyperformedin 1991 therewassomesamplingdonein
theHanksCreekarea. Mr. WalkerstatedthattheCity ownsthe rightsto surface
waterin theSamRayburnReservoirin the amountof 25 MGD.

CouncilmemberJonesasked when looking at thewater quality, what extentis the
water analyzedfor effluence and things like that that are being dischargedby
industry or other entities that goesinto thestreamsandlakes. Councilmember
Joneshow do we knowthebasicwaterquality of the lake. Mr. Walker statedthat
testingwasperformedin thepreviousstudyfor six monthsto a yearandwhat they
were lookingat wasprimarily heavymetals,pesticides,thethingsthatwould be real
hard to treat. Mr. Walker statedthat thebasicdrinking waterstandardsas far as
what individual industriesand wastewater systems,etc. areputting in the lake,
they are generally monitoredby the Angelina NechesRiver Authority and the
surroundingsof the lakefor certainstandardsfor what theydischarge. Mr. Walker
statedthat therehavebeensomeproblemswith the lake waterin the last coupleof
years,especiallytherehavebeensomeannouncementsaboutnot eatingthe fish.
Mr. Walker statedthatoneof themain thingsis that apart of anytreatmentsystems
is to disinfect to makesurethat the fecal bacteriaandthosesortsof things arenot
goingto bein thewater.

Mr. Lasiter statedthat in order to implementwatersurfacesupply,the taskthat it
would take would be to constructtheintakestructureout at the reservoir,construct
the treatmentplant, constructa trunk line to transportthewaterfrom the treatment
plant backto theCity’s boosterplant, andstorageandrechlorinationandpumping
facilities thatwill be locatedneartheCity of Lufkin.

Mr. Walker statedthat in termsof having the routein this manner,and as far as
their study to developthesurfacewatersupply,theideathey weregoing on was to
treatthewaterat the lake,have treatedwaterin the line coming backto theCity of
Lufkin andthat would give the flexibility to sell waterto multiple entities,suchas
Zavalla,Four Way, City of Huntington,and AngelinaWater Supply. Mr. Walker
statedthattheideabeingthatif theytaketreatedwaterfrom thewaterline thenthey
will have their own pressuremaintenance,rechlorinationand boosterpumping
facilities through a meter. Mr. Walker statedthat that would be the benefit of
having the treatmentat the lake rather than pumping raw water; anybodythat
wantedto getwater would haveto have their own treatmentplant. Mr. Walker
statedthat their initial phasewasto provide 10 MGD for the averagedaily demands
with thepeaksbeingpickedup by theexistingwell supply. Mr. Walkerstatedthat
as far as the future stages,they were looking at 5 MGD of treatmentcapacity
increasedat eachstage. Mr. Walkerstatedthatif the growthis not there,andthe
City hadthe 10 MGD, you wouldn’t necessarilygobackeveryfive yearsandaddfive
million gallons.

Mr. Lasiter statedthat the costestimatesfor PhaseI improvementsis estimatedat
today’s costsat $32,280,800for a completefacility including theplant, transmission
lines andintakepumpingfacilities. Mr. Lasiter statedthatthe total estimatedcost
by theactualtime that a facility couldbe constructed,four to five years from the
time the City decidesto go to the lake, the constructioncostswould escalateto
$37,422,300,basedon anescalationrateof 3% per year.
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Mr. Lasiter statedthat PhaseII projectedat today’s costswould be $7,296,000,with
escalatedcostsif theconstructionoccurred10 yearsfrom now, at $9,805,200.

Mr. Lasiter statedthatthePhaseIII constructionis projectedat 15 yearsand would
cost $20,464,000today,with escalatedcostsat $31,882,200.

Mr. Lasiter statedthat the final phase,which would be PhaseIV, andwould be
addingan additional five MGD is estimatedat $7,296,000,with projects costsat 20
years, $13,177,400.

Mr. Lasiter statedthat if theCity startedconstructiontodaytheycould havesurface
waterin five years. Mr. Lasiterstatedthatbasedon theseprojectionsof doingthe
PhaseI constructionand completing it in five years, the total cost would be
$37,422,300with an amortizationrateof 5%, with a 30 yearbond, andthemonthly
paymentswould be $200,891. Mr. Lasiter statedthat interest costs would be
$34,898,458.53, and total payments,including principal and interest,would be
$72,320,758.53.

Mr. Lasiter statedthat the impactto the averageresidentialcustomersfor the initial
phaseis estimatedat $7.11 if the equal rate for residential/commercialuse is
employed. Mr. Lasiterstatedthat thisdoesnot includeO&M costsfor thefacility.

Mr. Lasiter statedthat furnishing waterto othersuppliers would reducethis cost,
andthis is the unknown,becausethey arenot sureto what extenttheCity will be
ableto sell waterorbring otherentitieson line to usethesurfacewater.

Mr. Lasiter statedthat it is his recommendationto refine the study, to refine what
theactualcostswill be, andstartnailing downpossiblelocationsfor plantsites. Mr.
Lasiter statedthat thereare many other things happeningin the dynamicof this
projectsuchas TxDOT plansto constructmajor facilities on theeastsideof Lufkin,
US 69 is being developedand improvedfor an evacuationroute, and the water
transmissionline would fall along the sameroute as the evacuationroute. Mr.
Lasiter statedthat TxDOT hasacquiredsomerailroad right-of-way that is available
and possiblytheCity couldworkwith TxDOT on trying to securerights to be ableto
lay a waterline alongthat route. Mr. Lasiter statedthat, in his opinion,someof
theseissuesshouldstarthappeningvery soon. Mr. Lasiter statedthat whetheror
not theCity decidesto pursuetheconstructionof the facility this yearor nextyearor
five yearsfrom now, thosetypesof issuesneedto be addressedbecausetheCity has
the opportunityto acquirethe rights-of-waynow, whereasif we wait five or ten
yearsit might alreadybe committedfor someotheruse.

Mr. Wright statedthat basedon what he hasheardfrom the discussionso far he
would like to point out threethings. Mr. Wright statedthatthereis no guarantee
of continueduseof our waterwells. Mr. Wright statedthat TNRCC is lookingat
regulatingthe withdrawal of groundwater from the aquiferswith the continued
drop in watersurfaceelevations. Mr. Wright statedthat the studydoesnot take
into accountthebenefitof growth,asin a lot of cases,theCity avoidedtax increases
due to the growth, andin the future you could avoidpossibly increasesof these
high levels to waterusersasfar asthe residentialcostsbasedon our growth. Mr.
Wright statedthat this did not take into accountthe 100 connectionsper year or
dependingon what happensin the future. Mr. Wright statedthat that growth
could be factored in, and the costs to the consumerwould be reducedby that
amount. Mr. Wright statedthat the otherthing that he cannotemphasizeenough
is the time framethat somethinglike this takesto implement. Mr. Wright stated
that theCity Council that decidedto purchasethewatersurfacerights had a lot of
foresightin what theywere doing,andwhat the City doestodaywill takestepping
boldly forward andlooking into the futuresinceit will takeseveralyearsto actually
build a facility. Mr. Wright statedthatwhen the time comesthat theCity has to
havethis facility, we will notbe ableto getit quickly. Mr. Wright statedthatthese
projects takeenvironmentalconcerns,justdealingwith the Corpsof Engineersand
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constructingthe intakein the lakewill go throughmassiveamountsof engineering
time, attorneyfees,and biologists,and overcomingtheenvironmentalissuesthat
we will face. Mr. Wright statedthatwhathe would like to proposeto theCouncil,
not today, but for them to think about, is moving forward with a detailed
engineeringanalysisof the possibility of constructinga treatmentplant. Mr.
Wright statedthat this would entail looking at wherethe land would actuallybe
acquired,look at theactualintakepoint, contacttheCorps of Engineers,contactthe
Lower NechesRiver Authority, look into the things that the City will haveto go
through with the Corps to get the actual permits to build the plant to draw the
water,do detailedengineeringdesignon the plant, do detailedengineeringdesign
on the trunk line backto theCity. Mr. Wright statedthatthis is the first stepthe
City needsto taketo implementtheprocess. Mr. Wright statedthatthecostfor this
will be somewherebetween$80,000-$100,000to implementthe engineeringstudyso
that the City will havesome detailed plans to move forward with in the future.
Mr. Wright statedthat, in his opinion, this study could be funded through the
Utility Fundbalancebasedon the recommendationsof the City ManagerandAsst.
City Managertheamountneededfor fundbalancethatCouncil approved.

In responseto questionby CouncilmemberGorden,Mr. Walker statedthat the
original report was done in 1970, and they aresince out of print and unavailable
from the TexasWaterDevelopmentBoard. Mr. Walkerstatedthatthereis anewer
report that just cameout in 1997, but it is very generalin natureandcovers the
wholeState,andis not specific to theCarrizo or theaquifer. Mr. Walkerstatedthat
the report doesnotmentionthe 32 MGD safeyield, but it doesdocumentthedraw
down in theaquifer. Mr. Walkerstatedthat the reporthasneverbeenupdatedor
revised.

In responseto questionby CouncilmemberGorden,City ManagerMaclin statedthat
the 1991engineeringstudywasdoneby EGA.

Mr. Walker statedthat the 3% growth rate was basedon water usefor the City of
Lufkin, including industrialandcommercialconnections.

In responseto questionby CouncilmemberGorden,City ManagerMaclin statedthat
therewasa good write up in the Wall StreetJournala week go aboutthe Ozarka
lawsuit, andthe speculationby thewriter of the article is sincetheSupremeCourt
of the Stateof Texashasagreedto hearthecaseon appealfrom theAppellateCourt
that would indicatetheSupremeCourtswillingnessto considerchangein whathas
beena 94 yearold rule in termsof groundwaterrights.

CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat, in his opinion, theCity shouldmoveforward
with Mr. Wright’s recommendations.

In responseto questionby CouncilmemberJones,City ManagerMaclin statedthat
he received mixed feedbackfrom the other entities who were contactedabout
participatingin theregionalwaterstudy. City ManagerMaclin statedthatsomeof
the suppliers,including big userslike Temple-Inlandand Donohoe,actually helped
participatein the cost of this studyby providing financial participation. City
ManagerMaclin statedthat when theCity participatedin the regionalstudy from
1989-1991that EGA did, thingswent alongpretty good in termsof cooperationby
everyoneuntil it got to thepoint of “if you want to reservecapacity in a regional
supply you will have to pay “x” dollars per percentagecapacity,or per millions
gallonsyou will needfor the future”. City ManagerMaclin statedthat staff found
that most of the 15 entities who sell water in Angelina County were not in a
positionat thatpoint wheretheywere in dire needof water andwithout theneedin
the immediatefuture theycouldnot cometo gripswith payingmoneyto guarantee
the future. CouncilmemberJonesstatedthat someof theentitieswereprobably
just gettingstatedat thattime andtherewasa lot of startup costsfor thewells they
were putting down. CouncilmemberJonesstatedthat shewas familiar with the
Pollok/RedTown supplyand knew that they haven’thadtherevenueto look into
acquiring future water rights. City ManagerMaclin statedthat severalof the
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suppliersare reachingthe point to wherethey will have to have additionalwells,
obviously since we had a dry summerlike we did, and in somecasesgoing to
mandatory rationingby someof therural districts or voluntaryrationingastheCity
did. City ManagerMaclin statedthat, in his opinion, the atmospherein 1998
would bemuchdifferent thanit was in 1991 simply becausepeoplearebeginningto
recognizethat thereis anendto the currentwater suppliesand that theywill need
to drill additional wells if they are going to keep up with the demandof their
customers. City ManagerMaclin statedthat the studypoints out that thereis a
3.3% growth in the County as evidencedby thenew subdivisionscroppingup in
Hudson,Central andHuntington,etc. City ManagerMaclinstatedthat it mightbe
that the timing now might be more open by some of the rural water supplies
becauseof cost effectiveness. Mr. Wright statedthat anotherproblem is the
autonomy that the original study had, and now we are going to take that away.
Mr. Wright statedthatyou would havea regionalwatersupplycorporationthatwas
under the ANRA umbrella, which a lot of peoplewere scaredof. Mr. Wright
statedthat this would leaveeverybodyautonomous,you would purchasewater
from theCity of Lufkin, but still maintainyour own entity asfar asa system. Mr.
Wright statedthatthis is a lot morefriendly approachto theseentitiesandtheyarea
lot morecomfortablewith thatnotionthancreatingsometype of umbrellathatthey
would all be under. City ManagerMaclin statedthatactuallytheCity tried both in
1991,but thebig differenceis demandfor additionalwater,andin 1991 that looked
like it was a long wayoff for a lot of the ruralwatersupplies. City ManagerMaclin
statedthat 1998 changedthe point of view in termsof the time frame for needfor
additionalwatersupply.

CouncilmemberJonesstatedthat one thing the City might consideris having a
presentationlike this to theboardsof the other water districts, perhapsin one
meeting. CouncilmemberJonesstatedthat thereareprobablynewboardsandnew
directorsnow at thesewaterdistrictswho needto hearthispresentation.

CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat he wantedto go on record as sayingthat he
wantsto sell theotherwater districtswaterandtry to createa pool of waterfor this
whole county to grow, but doesn’twant the City to getboggeddown in trying to
createanotherentity that everybodyis part of. CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat
he is personallysayingthathe wantstheCity of Lufkin to moveforward andbe the
leaderin thisproject.

City ManagerMaclin statedthatoneof the thingsthatwill cometo passin thenext
eight to tenmonthsis what plant improvementsDonohoewill maketo determine
what their future waterneedswill be. City ManagerMaclin statedthat once that
decision is made that will have a big bearingon whetheror not Donohoe is
interestedor not interestedin purchasingrawwater.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat thecostof the treatmentplant at the lake will beborne
by theCity. Mr. Lasiteragreed. MayorBronaughstatedthattheuseof that treated
waterwill be at themercyof Zavalla,Huntington,Four Way,M & M, andif they do
notwish to purchasewaterfrom theCity, thenthat expenseof thatwatertreatment
plantwill fall directly on thetaxpayersof theCity of Lufkin. Mr. Wright statedthat
looking at the whole schemeof things, the quantityof waterthey useversuswhat
we useis not much. Mr. Lasiter statedthattheoneslide indicatedthattheCounty
usedabout25% outsideof theCity of Lufkin andLufkin is using 75%, so that if we
sold waterto everybodyelsein theCounty,thatis only 25% of thecostthattheCity
would be sharingover the whole County, andthe likelihood of thewhole County
participatingis prettyslim.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat EGA did not take into considerationin the 1989
study that Pilgrim’s Pridewould doubletheir capacity,which is the single biggest
factor,becauseit is an extramillion gallonsaday thatwasnot apartof thosestudies.

CouncilmemberBoyd statedthat he agreedwith Mr. Wright that it would be better
to build the plant on the lake becauseif not the other cities in the rural
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communitieswould haveto build their own treatmentplants,so we would have
onebig treatmentplant andcouldsell thewaterat abetterratetreatedthanwe could
untreated.

City ManagerMaclin statedthatonethingaboutthedepthfactor that really makesa
differencein the costper thousandto treat is monitoring the different levelsof the
lake. City Manager Maclin stated that the lakes have a hypolimnion and
epilimnion, andthesearedifferent stratasof water. City ManagerMaclin stated
that lakesgo througha turnoverwherethe stuff on the bottomrisesand thestuff
on the top goesdown and the lake doesa turnover and when that happensyou
usually get a stench. City ManagerMaclin statedthatif you havea deeperintake
structurethenyou.can changethe elevationin the depthof thewaterfrom which
you getyour intakeandsometimesactuallysavea lot in what it costsyou to treatit.
City ManagerMaclin statedthatif you arestuckwith an intakelevel wherethebad
layer of the water is, your treatmentcostswill be a lot higher, and this can be
monitored.

Mr. Wright statedthat anotherpossiblesavingsis theutilization of the old railroad
right-of-wayto avoidacquisitioncosts. Mr. Wright statedthatthestudywill tell us
if that will benefit us or not. CouncilmemberJonesstatedthat that is one of the
pointsof urgencyin this is thatthereareplans for theutilization of thosecorridors
and we needto getour namein the hat. City ManagerMaclin statedthat under
bestcasescenario,if TxDOT were to cooperatewith us, there is the potential of
hundredsof thousandsof dollarsin savingsin right-of-wayacquisitioncosts.

CouncilmemberWeemsaskedwhat would be theprocessto go aheadand start this
at a regularmeeting. City ManagerMaclin statedthatstaff would like to ask the
City Engineerto proceedwith preparinga RFP and oncehe has completedthat,
bring thoseproposalswith a recommendationand a costbackto be placedon the
agendafor Council consideration,whichwould takea coupleof months.

Motion was made by CouncilmemberWeemsand secondedby Councilmember
Boyd to proceedwith writing theRequestFor Proposalby theengineersandtheCity
staff to considertheexistence of a creationof a systemto removethe waterout of
LakeRayburnandbringtreatedwaterforward to theCity of Lufkin.

In responseto questionby CouncilmemberWeemsif the City’s contractwith
Rayburnwas perpetual,City ManagerMaclin statedthat thereis a 50 yearsnote
wheretheCity paysa fee to SamRayburn,the Corpsof EngineersandtheLower
NechesRiver Authority for holding capacity. City ManagerMaclin statedthatthe
City pickedup a secondnote of a shortertermwhen theybuilt thespillway. Mr.
Wright statedthat there are two different contracts,one is with the Corps of
Engineersandone is with theLower NechesRiver Authority. Mr. Wright stated
thatthecontractwith theCorpsis astoragecontractfor 43 acrefeet of storagein the
lake. Mr. Wright statedthattheothercontractwherewe actuallypull wateroutof
thatstorageis about28 acrefeet. Mr. Wright statedthatfrom whathe canreadon
the contract as long astheCity paysits bill the rights will be there. Mr. Wright
statedthattheCity is a little over30 yearsinto theContract. Mr. Wright statedthat
theCorps hasproposedanotheritem to the City andthat is to do a topographical
surveyof thelakebottom. Mr. Wright statedthat in the futurestaffmaybe coming
backto Council in orderto participatein thecostof thatsurvey.

A unanimousaffirmative vote wasrecorded.

Mayor BronaughthankedMr. Lasiter andMr. Walker for theirpresentation.

In responseto questionby Mayor Bronaugh,City ManagerMaclin statedthat the
City could requestgrantfundsthroughthe TexasWaterDevelopmentBoardfor low
interestloans. Mr. Wright statedthathe understoodthat all thegrantswerebeing
given to the regionsthroughSenateBill 1. Mayor Bronaughstatedthathewould
like to seetheCity continueto work with SenatorMcReynoldson his efforts.
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3. COMMENTS

Keith Wright statedthat as far as drainage, staff is moving forward with the
acquisitionof propertyon theLotusLanedetentionfacility. Mr. Wright statedthat
thereweresomesituationswith appraisalsandhow they relatedto whatwe should
pay for flood plain versusdevelopableproperty,andthey arebeingworkedout at
this time. Mr. Wright statedthatwe aremovingforwardon theOld Union facility.
Mr. Wright statedthat hehasa preliminarysetof engineeringplans for the Lotus
Lane facility, andonce the propertyacquisition is finalized this projectwill move
forward pretty rapidly. Mr. Wright statedthatthe constructionstartup on these
two facilities is probablyearlyspring. Mr. Wright statedthat onething that they
wereconcernedaboutwas the flood plain andflood way mappingthat would be
reviseddue to thesubmittal to FEMA andtheir approval. Mr. Wright statedthat
he hadmetwith theDrainageAdvisory Committee that theCity hadappointedand
looked at some possibilities for channel improvementsto improve the flood
plain/flood wayandwill probablybecomingbackto Council with this in the future.
Mr. Wright statedtha in theHurricaneCreekstudy,the initial 100year flood plain
boundaryhasbeencompletedand staff is looking at it now as far as it relatesto
actualflooding conditionsthatwe haveseen. Mr. Wright statedthatstaff hasbeen
holding somemeetingswith different Neighborhood Associationsand addressing
their questionsandconcernsaboutdrainage. Mr. Wright statedthathe hasseveral
proposeddetention facilities for the HurricaneCreek watershedand they are
smallerin generalcompared to theCedarCreekfacilities justbecauseof limits and
availableland. Mr. Wright statedthathewill probablyrecommendthreedifferent
sites to Council dependingon their impact to the watershedin developedareas,
particularlyin residentialareaswheretheyhaveexperiencedflooding. Mr. Wright
statedthat heis extendingthe estimatedcompletiondateandfinalization to theend
of Decemberbasedon obtainingsurveydata. Mr. Wright statedthat this also
includesMill Creekwatershed,which is in thenorth Lufkin areadraining towards
JonesPark.

4. There being no further business for consideration, meeting adjourned at 11:15
a. m.

Louis A. Bronaugh
Mayor

ATTEST:

Atha Stokes- c=tySecretary
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