
MINUTES OF THE REGULARMEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LUFKJN
TEXAS HELD ON THE

3
rd DAY OF AUGUST 2004

Onthe 3tC1 dayof August2004,theCity Councilof theCity ofLufkin, Texasconvenedin aRegularMeeting
in the CouncilChambersof City Hall with thefollowing members,thereofto wit:

Louis Bronaugh Mayor
RoseFameBoyd Mayorprotern
R. L. Kuykendall Councilmember,WardNo. 1
Lynn Tones Councilmember,WardNo. 3
DonLangston Councilrnember,WardNo. 4
PaulL. Parker City Manager
ReneeThompson City Secretary
RobertFlournoy City Attorney
David Koonce Directorof HumanResources
KennethWilliams Directorof Public Works
DonHannabas Directorof ParksandLeisureServices
DebbieFitzgerald Asst. Public Utilities Director
Larry Brazil Chiefof Police
ScottMarcotte Asst.Chiefof Police
DougWood Directorof Accounting

beingpresent,andnonebeingabsentwhenthefollowing businesswas transacted.

1. Meetingwasopenedwith prayerby ReverendDavid Hunt, ofthe EastviewPentecostalChurch.

2. MayorLouis Bronaughwelcomedvisitorspresent.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

MayorLouis Bronaughpresentedthe Minutes of theRegularMeetingof theJuly
20

th 2004 CouncilMeeting
and askedif there were any additions, deletionsor correctionsto thoseminutes. CouncilmemberLynn
TonesMoved that the minutesof the RegularMeetingof the July ~ 2004 CouncilMeetingbe approved,
andthe Motion was secondedby CouncilmemberJackGorden. A unanimousaffirmativevotewas recorded.

4. CONSIDERA PUBLIC HEARING CONCERNING - APPROVED - THE PROPOSEDFISCAL
YEAR 2004/2005OPERATING BUDGET AND SET PUBLIC HEARINGS FOR AUGUST 17, 2004
ANT) SEPTEMBER 4, 2004 FOR THE PURPOSE OF RECEIVING INPUT ON THE 2004/2005
OPERATING BUDGET AND THE EFFECTIVE TAX RATE.

MayorBronaughstatedthatthisPublicHearingwasjustthat; andanyonewishingto speakfor or againstthe
Budget,should stepforwardto the podium. Mayor Bronaughagainaskedif therewas anyonewishing to
speakon this item, andafterno response,thePublic Hearingwas closedby MayorBronaugh,whostatedthat
he wouldcontinueto thenext itemon theAgenda.

City ManagerPaulParkerstatedthathewould like to explainoneitemthathe hadhandedout to the Council,
andCouncilwas requiredto vote on this actionbecausethe City exceededthe 103% tax rate and caused
them to set the datefor the two Public Hearings,which is requiredby law. Mr. Parkerfurtherstatedthat if
Councilwould look at the report from the AppraisalDistrict, that last year,the City’s Tax Ratewas .5585,
andthe effectiveTax Rateis .5281,which is the sameratethat would generatethe sameamountof money,
minusgrowthwith whatthe City hadlastyear. City ManagerParkerstatedthat thenoticeof HearingLimit
is .5439,whichis a 103%level. Mr. Parkerstatedthatthe City’s .5585 existingTax Rateis abovetheNotice
of Public HearingLimit of .5439. City ManagerParkerstatedthatwell belowtheRoll BackTax Ratewas a
.6298,but becausethe City is abovethe .5439, Councilcould considerthis item andacknowledgethat the
BudgetRateexceedsthe 103%,andthereforesetthe PublicHearingsfor Augustl7~”andSeptember

4
th

After no further questionsor commentsfrom Council, a Motion was madeby CouncilmemberDennis
Robertson,andsecondedby CouncilmemberLynn Tonesto approvethe Effective Tax RatesandNoticeof
the HearingLimits. A unanimousaffirmativevotewas recorded.
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5. CONSIDER AWARDiNG A BID - TABLED - TO CARNEY ROOFING COMPANY
INCORPORATED IN THE AMOUONT OF $32,346FOR A NEW EPDM ROOF FOR THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT AN]) RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE 2003/2004 OPERATING BUDGET
(BUDGET AMENDMENT NO. 8) FOR THE SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS
FROM THE GENERAL FUNDBALANCE.

MayorLouis Bronaughstatedthat thenext itemfor considerationwouldbeto considerawardinga bid to the
CarneyRoofing Company,Inc. in the amountof $32,346for anEPDMRooffor the PoliceDepartment,and
Resolutionsto amendthe 2003/2004OperatingBudgetfor the Appropriation of Fundsfrom the General
FundBalance. City ManagerPaulParkerstatedthat thePoliceDepartmenthashada severeroofproblem
which hasmanifestedthroughthe recentheavyrains, to the point thatthe City nearlyhaddamageto the 911
System. City ManagerParkerfurtherstatedthat in someofthe offices, theceilingtile hasactuallyfallen and
collapsedon the rooms, such as the EvidenceRooms. Fortunatelyno evidencewas lost, but the Police
Departmenthashadproblemsthroughoutthis time fromthe excessiverain. City ManagerParkerstatedthat
in the last coupleof years,the City hasdonea patchingjob, trying to eliminatetheproblem,but theroofwas
beyondthe ability to patch. City ManagerParkerfurtherstatedthat therewas not moneybudgetedfor roof
replacement,but anticipatingthe problem, the Police Departmenttook bids on the EPDM mechanically
attachedroof, in which theyreceivedtwo bids. City ManagerParkerstatedthat the first bid was Carney
RoofingCompany,in the amountof $32,346;andthe secondbidwas from JacoConstruction,whichwas for
a differenttypeof roof materialwith a fifteen (15) yearwarranty. City ManagerParkerstatedthat the first
bid with CarneyRoofing Companyonly hada five (5) yearwarranty,which was being recommendedto
awardthe contractof $32,346. City ManagerParkerfurther statedthat it hadbeenbroughtto his attention
that the five (5) yearwould not be sufficientwarranty for a roof of thatnature,andthat if Councildesired,
the City couldholdthat itemandgo backto the original contractorandseeif workingthroughanaddendum,
the City could get an extensionof additional time frame, if that would be the desireof the Council. City
ManagerParkerstatedthat he did not know if Councilwould think that ten (10) to fifteen (15) would be
moreacceptablein that area,thanthe five (5). City ManagerParkerfurtherstatedthat hethoughttherewas
someconcernby Council thata five (5) yearwould not be sufficient for that typeof roofto be put on. In
responseto City ManagerParker’squestionthat did the City ever discussedanythingover a five (5) year
warranty,ScottMarcotte,AssistantPolice Chiefwho handledthe bidding, respondedthat no, theydid not.
Mayor Bronaughasked Chief Marcotte how old was the presentroof, in which Asst. Chief Marcotte
respondedby askingPolice ChiefLarry Brazil if heknew. ChiefBrazil respondedthat it hadbeenreplaced
sometimein the mid 90’s. ChiefBrazil further statedthat he was theAssistantChiefthen,andtherewas a
warrantyon it, and it was replacedfor nothing,backin ‘95, he thought. City ManagerParkeraskedChief
Brazil if thewarrantyexpiredregardingthe roofthatwas replacedin the mid 90’s,andwas that why the City
wasn’t ableto go backto it, andChiefBrazil respondedthattheyreplacedit onetime. CouncilmemberRose
FameBoyd askedChiefBrazil if that was the samecompanytheyhadnow,andChiefBrazil respondedthat
he wasn’t sure. AssistantChief Marcotte statedthat the bid was actually for the EPDM mechanically
attachedroof from Carney,in which theycamein with the bid for thatparticularroof. Asst. ChiefMarcotte
went on to statethat Jacocamebackwith the type roof with the fifteen yearwarranty,andthe Dura-Last
Roof, which was the higherof the two. Asst. ChiefMarcottefurtherstatedthat theyreally did not bid the
EPDM, but insteada different style of roof, which was the difference.Asst. ChiefMarcottestatedthat he
thoughtthat style roof camewith a manufacturer’swarrantyof fifteen (15) years,as opposedto Carney’s
EPDMrubberizedroofwhich theywarrant. ChiefMarcottefurtherstatedthat it would not be a problemfor
him to go backto them andaskif theycould do betteron the warrantyandmakeit longer,if that wouldbe
the Council’spleasure. In responseto CouncilmemberR. L. Kuykendall’s questionof is the EPDM awell
knowntypeof roofing, andAsst. Asst.ChiefMarcottestatedtheywereprettywell knownandpopular,and
from the literature he hasread,theyare recommendable.Asst. ChiefMarcotte further statedthat Jacois
currentlyputting on this type at an airport; they’vealso done someat someschooldistricts in Lufkin, and
otherplaces. CouncilmemberLynn Tonesstatedthatobviouslythis is apressingissue;however,shewould
like to seesomethingthat offersa warrantylonger thanfive years. CouncilmemberLynn Tonesstatedthat
sheunderstandsthatbetweennow andthe nextCouncilmeeting,that it mightbe enoughtimeto researchit;
however,shefelt that if the City waits muchlongerthanthat, thenit maybe moredamageto happen. City
ManagerParkerrespondedthat the City hasbeenvery fortunatein avoidinga situationthat couldhavebeen
very damaging,for anexample,on the first night thathe was herethe PoliceDepartmentcamevery closein
losingtheir 911 equipment,as waterwas coming in the roof atDispatchprettyheavy. City ManagerParker
commendedthe staff in beingproactivein keepingthings dry and maintainedduring the incident, as they
could have had somepretty costly and severedamagesotherwise. In responseto CouncilmemberR. L.
Kuykendall’s questionof how long cantheywait on this, City ManagerParkerstatedthat probablyfor the
two-weekspanuntil the next Councilmeeting,basedon the historicalweatherof themonth of August.City
ManagerPaul Parkerstatedthat eachday is takinga chanceshouldthe City get anotherheavy rain. City
ManagerParkerfurtherstatedthat the PoliceDepartmenthastakenactionto movethingsaround,andit is
justa matterof not getting anotherleak until anewroof couldbeput on. City ManagerParkerfurtherstated
that in light of Council’s concern,he felt that the City could approachCameyRoofing on additional
warranty; however,askedCouncil to bearin mind that it involves a ChangeOrder for additional funds.
CouncilmemberLynn Tonesraisedthe questionif it would give the City adequatetime to comeup with a
PlanB, should they perhapssay that five (5) years is about all they could do, and CouncilmemberDon
Langstonrespondedthatthat was not uncommonin theroofingbusiness,as theycould comeup with a five,

2



ten, or fifteenyearwarranty. CouncilmemberJackGordenaskedthe questionif Jacojustput the rubberized
material on top of what is there,and CouncilmemberDon Langstonrespondedthat yes, it goes over the
existingroof, with CouncilmemberJackGordenrespondingthatthoseareexcellentsystems,andraisedthe
question if it costsa lot more money. CouncilmemberDon Langstonrespondedthat in defenseof the
system,he felt it was probably aboutright for a fifteen system. Asst. ChiefMarcotte statedthat in the
literatureit statesthatapersonwith the TexasDept. of CorrectionshadaJacoroof put on their particular
unit, andthe personover that particularunit saidtheyhadovera 150 exhaustfans on top of the roof, where
therewas constantvibrations,andwhereasthe rooftheyformerlyhadalwaysleaked,whentheygot the Jaco
roof, it hasnot leakedin the six yearsthey’vehadit. CouncilmemberLynn Tonesrespondedthat invisiting
the High School,you could seethe exampleof thesame,in which the only problemwith that is that you do
havelimits to whatyou could do to it. CouncilmemberLynn Tonesfurtherstatedthatthe situationthe High
Schoolis in now,theywantto put in a commercialkitchen,andtheyarenot allowedto cut throughthe roof,
as it would invalidate the warranty. In response,CouncilmemberDon Langstonstatedthat that could be
doneas long as the original installerdoesthe cutting; however,the point in this caseis that five yearswas
probablya little short.CouncilmemberDonLangstoncommentedthat therewas enoughdifferencebetween
the two warrantiesto investigatea ten yearwarrantyat least,andif thereis a lot of equipmenton the roof, it
would be his hope that the City hasinvestigatedaccessto that equipment,becausejust puttinga singleply
roofdown andwalking on it, is not an answer. Mr. Langstonfurtherstatedthat it wouldneedroofpadsand
accessto that equipmentto protect it, which would be pointedout with a longer warrantedroof dueto the
manufacturerpointingthat outto thebuyer.

CouncilmemberDon Langstonthen madeaMotion to move that they table this item with the intent of
investigatingthe costdifferencefora minimumten (10) yearwarrantedrooffor the PoliceDepartment.The
Motion wassecondedby CouncilmemberR. L. Kuykendall, followedby aunanimousaffirmativevotebeing
recorded.

6. CONSIDER A RESOLUTION - APPROVED - AUTHORIZING AN ADMENDMENT TO THE
2003/2004OPERATINGBUDGET AMENDMENT (BUDGET AMENDMENT NO.9) PROVIDING
FOR THE SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS IN THE WATE1UWASTE WATER
OPERATING FUND AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Mayor Louis Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwould be to considera Resolution
authorizing an Amendmentto the 2003/2004OperatingBudgetAmendmentNine (9), providing for the
SupplementalAppropriationsof Fundsin the WasteWaterOperatingFund andproviding an effectivedate.
City ManagerPaul Parkerstatedthat if they would recall that a coupleof meetingsago, the City hadan
extensiverevisionto the budgetminimizing a lot of costsin line items. In theprocess,inadvertentlytwo
items were placedin that were not supposeto be in the reduction,and staff is simply askingCouncil to
reinstatethose funds from the Fund Balance. City Manager Parkerreiteratedthat this was not a new
Appropriation;this wasjustmoreof an accountingproblemthat theyput two itemsin that multiple taskthat
werenot supposedto beincluded. Mayor Bronaughaskedif this wasAmendmentnumberNine (9), andMr.
Parker confirmed, that yes it was, and further statedthat AmendmentnumberNine (9), just basically
reinstatesthatparticularFundthatwas takenout at thelast meeting.

A Motion wasmadeby CouncilmemberJackGordento considera Resolutionauthorizingan Amendmentto
the 2003/2004OperatingBudgetAmendmentNine (9), providing for the SupplementalAppropriationsof
Fundsin the WasteWaterOperatingFundandprovidingan effective date. The motion was secondedby
CouncilmemberDonLangston,followedby aunanimousaffirmativevotebeingrecorded.

7. CONSIDER AUTHORIZING THE FIRE DEPARTMENT - APPROVED - TO APPLY FOR A
GRANT THROUGH THE TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH FOR AN AMBULANCE
REMOUNT FOR THE TOTAL COST OF $52,000WITH THE CITY OF LUFKIN’S MATCHING
PORTION BEING $26,000.

MayorLouis Bronaughstatedthat the next itemfor considerationwould beto considerauthorizingthe Fire
Departmentto apply for a GrantthroughtheTexasDepartmentof Healthfor anAmbulanceRemountfor the
totalcostof $52,000with the City of Lufkin’s matchingportionbeing50% or $26,000. City ManagerPaul
Parkerstatedthat lastyeara similarGrant hadbeenapprovedthatthe Fire Departmentdid someremounting
in an existing ambulance. City ManagerParkerstatedthat althoughCouncil is probably alreadyfamiliar
with the process,this is wherethe goodbox portion is takenoff andis replacedwith anew chassismotor,
followed by reinstatingthe box. City ManagerParkerfurther statedthat accordingto ChiefPrewitt that
gives the Fire Departmentin essencethe sameequivalentof the new $125,000ambulancefor the priceof
$52,000,whichif approved,theCity would only be responsiblefor $26,000of thatpurchase.City Manager
Parkerstatedthatif the Grant is approved,it wouldbean overall savings,in lieu of buyinga newambulance,
of abouta$100,000differencein the costof that Remount. City ManagerParkerstatedthat the City feels
that it wouldbe beneficialto apply for this Grant in the caseof the chassisandmotor. CouncilmemberDon
Langstonraisedthe questionof in thepast,whatdid theCity do with the old chassisandmotor in thistype of
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case,did it go for a tradein? City ManagerParkerrespondedthatthe City hasanauctioneachyear,unlessit
is unusable.Fire ChiefPetePrewitt statedthat theyeitherdo it thatwayas Mr. Parkerstated,or theytradeit
in on anotherRemount,but that either is fine as it is not worth much at that point. CouncilmemberJack
Gordenaskedthe questionif this hadbeenbudgeted.ChiefPetePrewittrespondedthatno, theyhadnot, due
to the fact that theyhadbeentrying to keeptheir budgetas “barebones”as possible. ChiefPetePrewitt
furtherstatedthat theydidn’t know at thetime if theyweregoing to haveanopportunity for the Grant,as it
wasn’t yet a certainty,andtheydid not budgetfor it. City ManagerParkerstatedthat the Fire Department
did budgetfor anew Fire Truck, andas discussedwith Council earlier, thatif that Grant wasn’t approved,
theywoulduseaportionof that for a newAmbulance. City ManagerParkerwent on to statethatif theydid
not get the new Fire Truck, andgot the Remount,they would havea lot more budgetedthan what they
needed;andif theyhappento get both of them, thenthey would be short $26,000. City ManagerParker
statedthat theyarenot yetcertainif theywill get either oneof the Grants;however,in thatcase,theywould
haveenoughmoneyin the budgetto either do a Remounton their own or buyanew Ambulancewith the
moneythey set asidefor the new Fire Truck. City ManagerParkerstatedthat they havea plan, but it’s
“goodnews/badnews”, becauseif they get both Grants,theywill be $26,000short, but they will be well
aheadon Capitalequipmentthat theycouldn’tafford otherwise.

A Motion was madeby CouncilmemberLynn Tonesto authorizethe Fire Departmentto apply for the
Grants,with theMotion beingsecondedby CouncilmemberJackGorden.A unanimousaffirmativevotewas
recorded.

8. CONSIDER MODIFYING - APPROVED - THE EXISTING FINANCIAL POLICY TO ALLOW
FOR INTERNAL LEASE PURCHASE FINANCING.

Mayor Louis Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwould be to considermodifying the
existingFinancialPolicy to allow for internal LeasePurchasingFinancing.City ManagerPaulParkerstated
thiswas a little bit different conceptfrom what the City hasusedin thepast, in that in theLeasePurchase,
the Council andMayor budgetedfor the first year’spayment,thenthey LeasedFinancedfor the next two
yearsfrom a private,outsidebankingor financial source.City ManagerParkerfurtherstatedthat whatthey
arebasicallysuggestingis that the City hasa fund that is reservedin the SanitationFund,andthatthe City
usethat to actuallyborrowfrom themselves,in essence.City ManagerParkerstatedthat the interestrateis
2.9%underthe currentratestructure. City ManagerParkerstatedthat this ratemaygo up before the City
doesthe financing,but right now, it is 2.9%. City ManagerParkerstatedthatthe City hasbeenborrowingor
investingmoneyfor about1.44%andwhat theyaresuggestingis thatthe City borrowfrom themselvesand
paythe SanitationFundbackat 2%. City ManagerParkerstatedthat this savesthe GeneralFundbecause
theyarepayingSanitationlessat2% verses2.9, but Sanitationmakesmoremoneybecausetheyaregetting
2% insteadof 1.44. City ManagerParkerstatedthis makesmoresensesincewe would be bankingwith
ourselves,but we could savemoneyon both ends,and Sanitationis not penalizedat all, as theyactually
receiveadditionaldollarsfrom what theynormallywould. City ManagerParkerstatedthatthe GeneralFund
would savebecausetheywould finance it in-house. City ManagerParkerstatedthat the existingFinancial
Policy did not allow the City the ability to borrow from itself, but legally it would be no problem. City
Manager Parker further statedthat staff believes that in this case,both Fundswould win and benefit.
CouncilmemberJackGordenaskedCity ManagerParker if he was talking about the City’s Investment
Policy, andCity ManagerParkerconfirmed,thatyeshe was,thatit was actuallytheCity’s FinancialPolicy.
CouncilmemberJackGordenstatedthat what comesto his mind aboutthis is that if theBondRatingpeople
haveanopinion on that, that if therewas anythingthereto be a concern. City ManagerParkerstatedthat he
did not think that wouldbe a concern,becausetechnically,that moneywas all City money,andin essence,
althoughhewouldnot recommenddoingthat, the City Councilcouldactuallybuythatwholeequipmentout
of that Fund,as therewould be nothingillegal or improperaboutthat. City ManagerParkerstatedthat that
shouldnot affect the City’s bondingcapability. CouncilmemberDon Langstonstatedthat he wouldthink
that beingout of the Solid WasteFundwherewedid not haveobligationscurrentlyagainstthatFundsuchas
water/wastewater, that it shouldn’thavean effect. City ManagerParkerstatedthatit would really become
an internalinter-fundtransfersmorethananything. City ManagerParkerstatedthat the only concernis that
if thingsgot real tight, andthe City decidedto forgo the payback,andhe thoughtthat would be wherethe
Sanitation Fund managementstaff would bring that to our attention to make sure it is paid back.
CouncilmemberJackGordenstatedthat althoughhe would not want to imposeon staff, he would like to
requestthem to checkon this before Councilmakes a decisionon this. CouncilmemberGordenfurther
statedthat he did not haveaproblemdoing this, but he wantsto makecertainthis doesnot turn out to bea
problemin the future. City ManagerParkerstatedthat DougWood,AccountingDirector,mayhavealready
visited them about this. Mr. Woodstatedthat he hasalreadydiscussedthis with both the auditorsandthe
city’s financial advisor, andthe City of Lufkin would not be the only placedoing this, as therewerea few
others. Mr. Woodfurtherstatedthathe hastalkedwith Mike Byrd ofFirst Southwest,andhe saiddoingthis
shouldcauseno problems. Mr. Woodstatedthat the GeneralFundwas savinga few dollarsandthe Solid
WasteDepreciationFundwas making a few extradollars. CouncilmemberJackGordenraisedthe question
if Mr. Woodhada contactwith oneof theRatingAgencies,whereMr. Woodrespondedthat no, he didnot,
but would be gladto contactone. CouncilmemberGordenstatedthathe appreciatedMr. Byrd’s opinion on
that, andif this happensto not sit well with the RatingAgencies,thenhewouldrequestthis be checkedinto
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to makecertain. Mr. Woodstatedthat this policy wouldnot go into effectuntil nextyear,sotherewouldbe
plenty of time to do anykind of researchCouncildesired. City ManagerParkeraskedMr. Gordenif he
would like to tablethat item, with Mr. Gordenrespondingthat if it is nextyear, as in the first of October,
then yes, he would. City Manager Parkerstatedthat staff would be glad to do that and verify the
information. Mr. Parkerstatedthat the City would probablyhave to go through Mike Byrd to get the
contacts,andusehim to do the research.Mr. Parkerstatedthat he did not think that this shouldcauseany
problems. CouncilmemberJackGordenstatedthat a good while back, althoughit was not applesto apples,
but a part of the City’s poorRatinghistoryin the pastrelatedto borrowingfrom oneFundto anotherwithin
the City, andalthoughthis maynot be the case,the City hasworkedtoo hardto get wherethey arewith it
now. City ManagerPaulParkerstatedthat if Councilwould tablethisitem, staffwouldgetthat information
to them. CouncilmemberDonLangstonaskedwhat the balanceof the Solid WasteReplacementFundwas.
City ManagerParkerrespondedthat he wasn’t sureof the exactamountoff hand,but thoughtthat with all
the funds,it wasaroundsevenmillion dollarsbetweentheDepreciationandthe Investments.In responseto
City Manager Parker’s question of what this involves, Doug Wood stated that it was $342,300.
CouncilmemberDon Langstonstatedthat if the City hasa problemwith the bonding companyover that
amountof money, he would certainly be disappointedin their bonding company. CouncilmemberJack
Gordenstatedthat it was not the amount,thatit was the “technique”for lackof abetterway to put it; it was
just the conceptor processof actually doing it. CouncilmemberDennis Robertsonstatedthat to him, it
seemedlike the bond ratingcompanyought to look at it as a plus, becauseit appearsthe way the City has
displayedthis, theyaregoing to savethemselvessomemoneyby borrowingfrom our own fundsthat have
the moneythereandthewhole total thing comesout asa plus. CouncilmemberRobertsonfurtherstatedthat
he wouldn’t knowwhyabond companywouldhaveaproblemwith it, otherthansometechnicalitythe City
wouldwantto makesureworks. CouncilmemberRobertsonstatedthat this lookedlike agood way the City
could save a few dollars. CouncilmemberRoseBoyd askedif this would tie up $342,000, with City
ManagerParkerrespondingit being$342,300overa two-yearperiod. CouncilmemberBoydconfirmedwith
Mr. Parkerthat this amountwould haveto be kept in theFund,anddoingthis shouldn’thurtus. Mr. Parker
statedthat the only problemtheymayhaveat all is checkingto makesuretheydo budgetthat repayment
bothyears,so theydo not penalizethe Solid WasteFund. Mr. Parkerfurtherstatedthat this is gainmoney,
by a little higher interestratethantheycould on our averageinvestmentsright now, andhopefully it would
be a positivefor bothFundsfrom that standpoint. CouncilmemberDon Langstonstatedthat it wouldbe his
hope that the City has someformal documentationof our intent. AccountingDirectorDoug Wood stated
that that wouldbe imbeddedin theCity’s budget,justlike it was in theExternalLeasePurchasesnow. Mr.
Woodfurtherstatedthatbasically,theCity’s currentfinancial policy statesthat usingthe DepreciationFund
doesnot includethe ability to be the financingsourcefor the GeneralFund LeasePurchase,andthat there
would be a couple of sentencechangesin the policy, would all it would be. CouncilmemberDennis
RobertsonaskedMr. Woodwhat would be the timing on the LeasePurchase,would it be a critical time
frame to do this? Mr. Woodrespondedthatthe itemsthey arebudgetingarefor the 2004/2005budgetand
whattheyaregoing throughnowwith the publichearingsare theFireDepartmentfire truck, dump truckand
thepolicecars,totalingalittle over$500,000.Mr. Woodstatedthatthe City really didn’t needthe financing
mechanismreplaceduntil theyactuallygo out to buythe items,whichwill be after October

1
st MayorLouis

BronaughaskedCouncilmemberJackGordenthatbackin the 1980’s,if herememberedthelecturethe City
receivedaboutborrowingfrom the RevenueGeneratingFundsto balancethe budget. CouncilmemberJack
Gordenrespondedthat hethoughtthat was a differentdeal, althoughit certainlymadean impression.City
ManagerParkerstatedthat if the City did not havetax supportto supportthe GeneralFundoperationsand
you wereusingthe revenuefundsto supplementthosefor operationalstandpoints,that’s wherethe Bonding
companyreally has somesevereconcerns,becauseyou are co-mingling funds from severalsources,and
don’t havethe backingof the tax rate to support that. City ManagerParkerfurther statedthat without
knowingthat, he would bet that theywereusingrevenuefunds, by the Water, Solid Wasterand Sewerto
supplementthe GeneralFund; andthat is whentheyhavea real concern. City ManagerParkerstatedthat
this wouldbe moreof aLeasePaybackarrangement.City ManagerParkerstatedthat staffwouldbegladto
checkinto thisfor Councilby the nextmeeting.

City CouncilmemberJackGordenmadea Motion thatthisitembetableduntil the nextmeeting,followed by
a secondby CouncilmemberDennisRobertson.A unanimousaffirmativevotewas recorded.

9. CONSIDER AUTHORIZING - APPROVED - THE CITY OF LUFKIN SOLID WASTE
DEPARTMENT TO PARTNER WITH GOODWILL TO REDUCE, REUSE, AN]) RECYCLE
UNWANTED COMPUTER EQUIPMENT.

MayorLouis Bronaughstatedthatthe next item for considerationwould be to considerauthorizingthe
City of Lufkin Solid WasteDepartmentto Partnerwith Goodwill to reduce,reuse,and recycleunwanted
computerequipment. City ManagerPaul Parkerstatedthat this was a Grant applicationthat Goodwill
wantedto make,as theywould actuallymakea Grant for $10,000to Dell Computers,andif it is received,it
will be away the City would partnerwith them in recyclingand try to disposeof old computers. City
ManagerParkerfurther statedthat this would startwith oneday“No ComputerShouldGo To Waste” kick-
off event, andwould continue. The City’s exposureis through Melinda Kartye, RecyclingCoordinator,
workingwith themandwaiving landfill feesassociatedwith anydiscardedcomputerequipment. Ms.Kartye
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statedthat theyhadtalkedoverthe pastyearof havinga Wastecollectionwithin the City, andtheyfelt like
this would be a good opportunityto partnerwith anotherAgency that would be moreof a “good neighbor”
typeprojectthat would bemorelike the “Tire ReclamationDay”. Ms. Kartyefurtherstatedthat theyshould
knowsomethingon their Grantby September,andif for somereasontheydo not receivethe Grant,thenthe
Recycling Centerwill re-evaluateat that time. Ms. Kartye statedthat the date for the event would be
November ~ which is Texas RecyclesDay, and they would like to coordinate around that time.
CouncilmemberDennisRobertsonaskedMs. Kartyeif therewas going to be anypublicity beforethat date,
andMs. Kartyerespondedthatyes,that wouldbe moreoftheRecyclingCenter’sresponsibility. In response
to CouncilmemberRobertson’sremarkof waiting on throwinganyold computersawaybeforethattime, Ms.
Kartyeexplainedthat hecouldtakethemto Goodwill nowif theyareableto be refurbished,astheydo have
someoneon hand that could work on the computersandmakethem restorableand try to resalethem.
CouncilmemberRobertsonstatedthat thepublic shouldbemadeawarenowthattheyareable to take themto
Goodwill, andMs. Kartyerespondedthattheyarejust in the firstprocessofaskingpermissionto partnership
with them, to try to get the publicity out and assistthem in anyway that they can. City Councilmember
LangstonaskedMs. Kartye if the computerswould be takento Austin, andMs. Kartye respondedthat the
way it would work, pendingthe Grant,the RecyclingCenterwouldusesomeof thosefundsto rent trailers.
Ms. Kartyestatedthattheyhavealreadynegotiatedadealwith their Austinoffice andtheywouldactuallybe
taking all their computersto theAustin store,andwouldsavea lot of expensefor theRecyclingCenter,than
if they were to go andhavean eventof their own. Mayor Bronaughstatedthat in Austin, Dell hasa
recycling programthereand it is going very well. Ms. Kartye further statedthat they are now breaking
computersdown, as therewerea lot of differentmetalsinsidecomputersthat can be recycledto meetneeds,
especiallyoverseas.Ms. Kartyestatedthatthereareotherplacestheseunwantedcomputerscanbe usedfor
insteadof goingto the landfill.

CouncilmemberLynn Torresstatedthat shefelt it was agreatprogramandmadethe Motion to approvethe
City partneringwith Goodwill for recyclingcomputers.The Motion was secondedby CouncilmemberJack
Gorden.A unanimousaffirmativevotewasrecorded.

10. PRESENTATION BY THE LUFKIN CONVENTION/VISITORS BUREAU CONCERNING
THE LCVB BUDGET WHICH IS FUNDED FROM THE HOTEL/MOTEL TAX RECEIPTS.

Mayor Louis Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwould be a presentationby the Lufkin
ConventionVisitors Bureauconcerningtheir budgetfrom the Hotel/MotelTax Receipts.City ManagerPaul
Parkerstatedthat at the City’s BudgetRetreatearlierthisyear,Councilhadaskedfor somemoreinformation
on the Annual updatefrom the Chamberon the Tourismdollars andhow theyare allocated,alongwith the
programsthatwerebehindthosedollars. ChamberPresidentJerryHuffman,andLufkin ConventionVisitors
BureauDirector, HeatherKartye was presentto review with Council what the LCVB does with their
Tourismmoney. Ms. Kartye statedthat sheappreciatedthe opportunityto comebeforeCouncil to tell them
alittle bit aboutexactlyhowtheyspendtheHotel/MotelTax dollars. Ms. Kartyereviewedthe copy of the
Annual Yearto Datereport for the Visitors ConventionBureauby statingthat currently,theLCVB operates
under a specialmanagementcontractbetweenthe City of Lufkin and the Angelina County Chamberof
Commercesince 1976, creatinga longstandingrelationship.After readingthe Mission Statementof the
Visitors ConventionBureau,Ms. Kartye statedthat for the 2003/2004FiscalYear, theLCVB budgettotaled
$163,810;which, brokendown, 65% budgetof that budgetgoes toward the program; while 35% of that
amountcoversadministration,which includessalaries,workmen’scompensationinsurance,etc. Ms. Kartye
statedthatmore than50% is spenton advertising,andtheytry to diversify thoseadvertisingdollarsas much
as theycan.Much of that is spenton print advertising,suchas their variousbrochures,in severalEastTexas
TourismAssociationpublications,Billboards,purchaseadvertisingspecialtiesto go towardgoodybagsto
give awayat TravelShows,Group Tours,WelcomeReceptions,andmanyothers. Ms. Kartyefurtherstated
that from theseadvertisementstheyreceiveInquiries,whichare requestsfor moreinformationaboutLufkin.
So far, they have received 14,505 inquiries. New events they have participatedin were the Fishing
Tournaments,“The CastClassic”andthe “Fishersof Men”. Basedon figuresfrom tournamentsdirectorsand
lodging facilities, it was estimatedthat thesehadan economicimpact of almost a million dollars in our
community,andmaybe somethingtheymaywant to considerandlook moreinto in the future. The LCVB
alsohasawebsite,www.visitlufldn.com, which providesvisitorswith anyinformationon Lufkin’s lodging
facilities, events,andattractions.TheLCVB dollarsarealsospentattendingTravelShows,in whichtheytry
to diversify that as muchas they can. Ms. Kartye statedthat they attendtheMcAllen InternationalTravel
Showandgives theman opportunityto markettheir areato winter Texans,alongwith the Women’sExpo in
Dallas. TheLCVB alsotriesto marketLufkin in Tyler, Beaumont,Houston,andothersurroundingareasas
they feel like most of their tourists comefrom thesedriving distanceto stayovernight. They also attend
various seminarsand conferencesto try to stayup with the latesttrendsin travel andtourism. Ms. Kartye
statedthatthe LCVB participatesandhelpsout with numerouseventsin the communitythroughouttheyear.
Someof thesearethe NechesRiver Rendezvous,TexasStateForestFestival,PineyWoodsPurgatory,The
Old Town Christmas,andpromotesanyother eventsthat cometo Lufkin that bring peopleto our lodging
facilities. Ms. Kartye statedshefelt like it was the LCVB’s responsibilityto market the area’s lodging
facilities anddevisenew ways to encourageout of town visitors to simply stayovernight in Lufldn. The
bottomline is “headsandbeds”,endeavoringto bring peopleto Lufkin to stayovernight. Thesevisitors not
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only affect the hotel/motel tax dollars but also other tax dollars. They havea positive impact on our
economyas peoplecomefrom out of town to shopandto eatat ourrestaurants,etc. Ms.Kartyestatedthat
shefelt it importantof the LCVB to helppromoteandattract visitors to attractionsin Lufkin andAngelina
Countyto both locals andout of Towner’s. Ms. Kartye statedthat it is also the LCVB’s responsibilityto
recruit conventionsto Lufkin, andalthoughLufkin currentlydoesnot haveaConventionCenterper say, it is
alsotheir responsibilityto assistin implementingaplanto build anew onein Lufkin.

Mayor Louis BronaughaskedMs. Kartye if the LCVB sponsorstraining for local businessesthat deal
directly with working with the public. Ms. Kartye replied that as part of National Tourism Week, they
conducthospitality training. CouncilmemberDennis Robertsonstatedthat Ms. Kartyehadmentionedthe
LCVB wasassistingin promotethe ConventionCenter,andin this, did shehavean ideaof how manygroups
that might cometo Lufkin if theyhada ConventionCenter,as opposedto what Lufkin hasright now. Ms.
Kartye replied that many Organizationssubmit opportunities for various communities to submit bid
proposalsfor conventionsandevents,anda lot of timeswe don’t havethe facilities necessaryto evensubmit
a bid to a lot of thoseconventions.Ms. Kartyestatedthat shecouldnot give an exactnumberof how much
theyaremissingout on, but talking to lodging facilities andothertourismbusinesses,we aremissingout on
quite agreatdeal. CouncilmemberRobertsonaskedif therewereso manysquarefeetandsomanybedsthey
want, andMs. Kartyestatedyes. CouncilmemberRobertsonaskedaboutsomeof the attractionsmentioned
they promoted,andsuspectedtherewas a lot of activity going on, and askedif theseattractionscurrently
gaveher arunningmonthlylist of thoseactivitiesat thosefacilities or viceversa,or doesshecontactthem.
Ms. Kartye statedthat the Lufkin Visitors TourismCouncil is madeup of lodging facilities andattractions
andanyothertypeof businessthat hasa stakein tourism,in which theymeetfor themainpurposeof getting
everyonetogetherin the sameroom and find out what is taking place in EastTexas. Councilmember
Robertsonaskedif the AzaleaTrail hadanybrochuresthatwereexhibited,in whichMs. Kartyerepliedthat
RachelEmrick with the City attendsthesemeetingsand helps promote the Azalea Trail andeveryone
exchangesbrochuresamongthe attractionsandfacilities. Ms. Kartyestatedthat shewasn’t sureif brochures
were on exhibit atthe Chamber,but therewas an opportunityto do so. CouncilmemberRoseBoyd stated
that it might be agood ideato keepsomestatisticsso Councilcouldhavethemwhentheystarttalkingabout
the ConventionCenteragain,abouthowmanymeetingsshe’shadto turn down becausewe didn’t havethe
facilities, andbespecific aboutthe amount. CouncilmemberJackGordenaskedMs. Kartyewhetherthereis
a trend for more regional types of meetingsthat might lend itself as a meansof support. Ms. Kartye
respondedthat shethoughtgroups like the Rotary Club and Regionaland State Associationsare leaning
moretowardovernightdestinationsfor theirmeetings.After no furthercomments,MayorBronaughthanked
Ms. Kartye for her dedicatedwork at the Lufkin ConventionVisitors Bureau in promoting Lufkin and
AngelinaCounty.

11. PRESENTATION BY THE CITY OF LUFKEN INSPECTION DEPARTMENT CONCERNING
A PROPOSEDORDINANCE TO ADOPT THE NATIONAL ELECTRICAL CODE.

Mayor Louis Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationis the presentationby the City of Lufkin
Inspection Departmentconcerninga ProposedOrdinanceto adopt the National Electrical Code. City
ManagerPaulParkerstatedthatBeaufordChapman,Directorof InspectionServiceswas availableto give a
presentationto changethe OrdinancethatgovernsthatNationalCodeas it relatesto the City. City Manager
Parkerstatedthat tonight, theyjust wantedto give it to Council as information, as there was no action
needed;andanswerCouncil’s concerns,andif Council concurs,placethis on the next Council Meeting
Agenda. Mr. Chapmanstatedthat he would be thorough,but brief. Mr. Chapmanstatedthat the current
NationalOrdinancewasadoptedby Councilon July20, 1993. The Electrical Boardperformeda greatjob
for the City andthe citizensof this City, by writing an extensiveandthoroughOrdinance,which hasserved
the City for elevenyearsnow. The Ordnanceadoptedan ElectricalCode,providedtestingandlicensingfor
electricians,provided for reciprocity betweencertaincities, andprovidedpermitting fees. Mr. Chapman
furtherstatedthat on May 5, 2003,the StateLegislativepassedHouseBill #1487,which is known as the
Texas Electrical Safety and LicensingAct. This law regulateslicensingelectricianswithin the State of
Texas,as well as adoptingthe latestaddition of the NationalElectrical Code,as the ElectricalCodefor the
Stateof Texas. Mr. Chapmanstatedthat this Law takeseffect September1, 2004. With theadoptionof the
State Electrical Law, Ordinancesnow in conflict with provisionsof that law, thereforethe proposed
Electrical Ordinancerevision will addressboth local requirementsand the State Law. The proposed
Ordinanceconfirmsour previousadoptionof the 2002 ElectricalCode,which is theElectrical Codefor the
Stateof Texasas per HouseBill 1487. Mr. Chapmanfurtherstatedthat it is to be alsorecognizedthat the
StateofTexasissueda electricallicense,andprovideissuanceof electricalwork, providesfor phasingout of
current, City of Lulkin issuedelectrical licenses. With this Ordinancemajor changesare: eliminatethe
office of electricalinspector,which is written in our ElectricalOrdinance. Mr. Chapmanstatedthat office
would thenfall to the responsibilityof the Building official, just as the plumbing inspectorfalls underthe
responsibilityof the Building official, in which the proposedOrdinancewould alsoeliminatethe Board of
Electricians. Mr. Chapmanstatedthat if you have no licensed electricians,then the Board is no longer
neededor functional. It would also eliminatethe City electrical licenses,and eliminatethe reciprocal
licensingof electriciansbetweenCities, and alsoeliminateconflicting languagesbetweenCity Ordinances
andStateLaw. Mr. Chapmanstatedthat he hadmetwith theElectrical Boardon July

12
th andagreedthe
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new StateLaw basically eliminatedthe need for the current City Ordinanceand the continuationof the
ElectricalBoard. They also agreedwith the proposedElectricalOrdinancerevisions. CouncilmemberDon
Langstoncommentedto Mr. Chapmanthat if this indicatesthat the City of Lufkin is now in the Twentieth
Centurywith licensingelectricianson the State-widebasis,ratheron a local basis,andwas thatthe intent of
that Law? Mr. Chapmanconcurredwith CouncilmemberLangston’scomment,and statedthat the State has
finally recognizedthat theyneeda StateLicensingelectriciansjustas in the early ‘90’s theyrecognizedthe
needfor Statelicensingof HVAC mechanics,just as in the early ‘50’s theyrecognizedthe needfor State
plumbers. CouncilmemberDon LangstonaskedMr. Chapmanif they haveadoptedin the 2002 Code,
adoptedlocally any modifications to the Code that would be rescindedwith this new Ordinance? Mr.
Chapmanrespondedthat he could answerboth those questions,to yes there are someexceptionsto the
NationalElectricalCodein our currentOrdinance.Mr. Chapmanfurtherstatedthatin with therewrite ofthe
Ordinancethey would maintain those exceptions. City Manager Paul Parkerasked Mr. Chapmanthe
questionthattheywould not be eliminating the local options;theywould still amendtheNationalCodewith
the local options. City Manager Paul Parker confirmed with Mr. Chapmanthat they would not be
eliminating local optionsbut would still amendtheNational Codewith the local options, andMr. Chapman
agreed. City Manager Paul Parkerstatedthat the changeswill not affect anything from an electrical
standpointas far as constructionthat’s alreadybeeneliminated,or modifiedpreviously,andthis is basically
dealingwith thelicensingandhowit relatesto theBoardandthe functionswithin the department,andwhose
responsibilityandso forth. City ManagerPaulParkerfurther statedthat severalCities still chooseto do
licensing’s,suchas in theAustin area,theyare havingreal warsoverhaving StatelicenseandCity license.
City ManagerPaul Parkerstatedthat he thoughthe agreedwith Mr. Chapmanandthe Boardpresenthas
concurredthat it is probablyin the bestinterestof the City to acceptthe StateLicense,andthatif you have
the StateLicenseyou are qualifiedto do businessin the City of Lufkin. Mr. Chapmanstatedthat thenext
Electrical Codeis a minimum,just as all Codesareminimumcodes,and our agreementsto thoseareeight
Amendmentsthat theyhaveadoptedto that Code,andtheyare in excessof the minimum,which they could
go an excess,but theycannotgo lessthanthe minimumrequirements.MayorBronaughaskedthe questionif
Mr. Chapmanwas the official Building Official, andMr. Chapmanresponded,yes, thatwas correct,hewas
the designatedBuilding Official. Mayor BronaughaskedMr. Chapmanif it was beingrequiredto enforce
the StateLawsandpolicethe licensingor violations of that licensingby the Stateof Texas. Mr. Chapman
responded,no he was not, but statedthat he was requiredto enforcethe State law as it applies to our
OrdinancesthroughHome Rule. Mr. Chapmanfurtherstatedthat whensomeonecomesin to geta permit,
he wasnot requiredby Statelaw to ensurethattheyhavea Statelicense;however,with the Ordinancebeing
passed,whenyoupassthe revisedOrdinancethenCouncilwould tell him that hewouldhaveto ensurethat
that individual hastheir license;reiteratingonceagain, that Council, not the State,would be telling them.
City ManagerParkerstatedthat Mr. Chapmanwould, with the Ordinance,would be checkingto makesure
everybodyis licensedby the Statebeforethe City gives electricalpermits,andMr. Chapmanresponded,yes.
Mr. Chapmanstatedthat theywould requirethemto producetheir State license,their insurancecertificate
(that is requiredby Statelaw) anda pictureI. D. beforetheywould issuea permit. Mayor Bronaughasked
Mr. Chapmanthat if he foundsomeviolation of theElectrical Codeas heknewit, or the PlumbingCode,if
he wouldwrite tickets. Mr. Chapmanrespondedthat if theyfind aviolation of their Ordinance,whichis the
NationalElectrical Code,and anypart of our Ordinance,theywould addressthat with aparticularbuilder
(whetherit is an electrician,plumber,etc.) if we couldcorrectthoseitemsin an efficientmanner,thatwould
be wheretheywould want to resolvethe issueandmoveon. If for somereasontheychoosenot to resolve
thatissue,thentheywould issueaMunicipal Citation. Mr. Chapmanstatedthathewould like to addressthe
standpointof the Statelicensein that similar to plumbersandHVAC mechanics,if theychoosenot to work
with the City on it, andtheycontinueto violate the Ordinance,thentheywould report thoseindividuals to
the StateLicensingBoardof their profession. Mr. Chapmanexplainedthat theyarenot mandatedby State
Law to do that, as it is an option for them. CouncilmemberDennis Robertsonaskedthat in the changes
presentedregardingeliminationof the Electrical Inspectorpositionwhethersomeonecurrentlyhasthat title.
Mr. Chapmanrespondedthat he was the designatedElectrical Inspector,eventhough he hasElectrical
Inspectors.Mr. Chapmanstatedthatthattitle wouldbe eliminated,andwould thenjustbasicallybeBuilding
Official. CouncilmemberRobertsonstatedthat going to section3.01, regardingthe title of the Electrical
Inspector,Mr. Chapmanstatedthat that was not an official title but that it would be one of his inspectors.
CouncilmemberRobertsonconfirmed with Mr. Chapmanwould have someoneto inspect that before
issuance. Mr. Chapmanrespondedthat yes,theyhavea MasterElectricianon his staff. Councilmember
Robertsonstatedthat it was confusingin statingthat theyweregoing to eliminateit andthensaythat they
weregoingto haveone.

After no furtherdiscussion,MayorBronaughaskedCounciltheir pleasureregardingthis item, in which City
ManagerParkerrespondedthat if therewas no furtherdirection from the Council, what Staffwould do is
placeanactionitemon thenextAgendato adoptan Ordinancethatwoulddo thechangesthatareoutlinedin
the presentationtonight. MayorBronaughstatedthat therebeingno objectionsfrom the Council, this would
beplacedon the nextAgenda.
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12.CONSIDER ACCEPTANCE - APPROVED - OF HOUSE AND LOT AT 214HOUSE STREET.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the nextitem on theAgendawas to consideracceptanceof a houseand lot on
HouseStreet. City ManagerPaulParkeraskedCity Attorney,Bob Flournoyto bring Council up to dateon
this item. Mr. Flournoy statedthat he thought the City was aware that the City owns the property and
facilities that housethe Museumof EastTexas, andalso owns the block of land directly acrossfrom the
Civic Center. Mr. Flournoy statedthat thereis onepieceof propertythat the City doesn’t own in that, in
whichit is thishouse,andis theMurrayhome,on the far cornerof theproperty. Mr. Flournoyfurtherstated
that therewas an anonymousdonorfrom theMuseumthathasagreedto buy thebuilding andlot anddonate
it to the City. Mr. Flournoy statedthat the only thing the City would be requiredto do was simple to
demolishthe houseandmove it off Mr. Flournoystatedthat this wouldgive the City full ownershipof
thosetwo blocks,andultimately the Museummayneedthe property,but right now therewas no immediate
needfor it. Mr. Flournoy statedthat J. P. McDonald,Directorof the Museumof EastTexas,was present
shouldtherebe anyquestionsregardingthis donationat no costto the City but the removalof the building.
CouncilmemberDennisRobertsonaskedMr. Flournoyif therewere anystipulationson the donation,and
Mr. Flournoyrespondedthat no, otherthanthat the City removethe building, which alreadyneedsto be
demolishedanyway. Mr. Flournoyfurtherstatedthatthe Countyhasagreedto acceptthedebrisat no cost.
CouncilmemberJackGordenstatedthatthe City certainlyneededto thankthis anonymousdonor,whereMs.
J. P. McDonaldrespondedthat yes, theydid, andnot to forget that the Museumof EastTexas is putting up
half of the proceeds,anddoing their part. Ms. McDonald statedthat theydo actuallyneedthe land, as it
would enablethem to look to long rangeplanning for future growth. On anothernote, Mayor Bronaugh
statedthat he would like to takethis opportunityto thankMs.McDonaldandher staffattheMuseumof East
Texasfor cleaningandtendingto the City’s WesternArt collectionhousedat City Hall, andaskedthepublic
to look for title cardson eachoneofthe fifty WesternArt Exhibit aroundCity Hall.

City CouncilmemberLynn TorresmadeaMotion to approvethe acceptanceof thehouseandlot on House
Street. TheMotion was secondedby CouncilmemberDennisRobertson.A unanimousaffirmativevotewas
recorded.

MayorBronaughstatedthat endedthe formal Agenda,and would like makean announcementat this time
that today is National Day Out for the NeighborhoodAssociation in Lufkin. The Jefferson Street
NeighborhoodAssociationis havingacoverdishsupperatthe RockHouseat ChambersPark,andNERNA,
the NortheastNeighborhoodAssociationhasan ice creamsocial at the Winston Park. Mayor Bronaugh
statedthatanyonewho would like to go by andvisitwith them,theyarewelcome.

13.EXECUTIVE SESSION

In accordancewith the TexasGovernmentCodeSection551.071(2),Consultationwith City Attorneyon any
RegularSessionAgendaitemrequiringconfidential,Attorney/Clientadvicesnecessitatedby thedeliberation
of discussionor said items (asneeded);Boardappointments,anddemolitionof dilapidatedhousesmay be
discussed.

Mayor Louis Bronaughrecessedthe RegularSessionat 6:11 p.m. to enterinto Executivesession. Regular
Sessionreconvenedat 6:30p.m. MayorBronaughstatedthat Council hadpersonnelissuesandLegal andlor
Attorney Clientprivileges,with no decisionsmade.

Mayor Louis BronaughaskedCity ManagerPaul Parkerif he had informationto add, and City Manager
Parker statedthat information in the backof their packet,Lake Striker water is availablefor sale,anda
memois includedin their packet. City ManagerParkerstatedthat he didn’t think that at this time it would
be in the City’s bestinterestto proceed,but he did want Council to haveit for backgroundinformation. If
there would be any interest, then they could go forth with it, but right now, the City has sufficient
groundwaterto meettheir needsandwould probablybebestto go to SamRayburnandspendingmoneyin
that area. Also for Council’s information,on the Kit McConnicoproject, the City foundout that theywere
short on linearfootage,whichwould affect their bottom line budget,costinganother$37,262to the overall
project,andthe City wantedto keepCouncilappraisedas theygo. Thissituationhasbeenhandledin-house,
andobviously it was somethingtheyhadto complete,dueto havingto connectsewerto thatarea.

14. CALENDAR NOTATIONS

MayorBronaughstatedthatFirst Fridaywas comingup, andtooka namecounton who wouldbe attending.
City Manager statedthat just for Council’s information, the City did fill the job for the City Engineer
position,which was Keith Wright. City ManagerParkerstatedthattheywould re-instateMr. Wright with
his previouspositionas far as benefitsandso forth andwouldbeas thoughhe hadbeenon aleaveof
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absenceduring this time. City ManagerParkerfurther statedthat they look forward to havingMr. Wright
backwith the City.

15. ADJOURN

Therebeingno furtherbusinessfor consideration,the meetingadjournedat 6:43 p.m.

ATTEST:

ReneeT(ompson— City Secr ary

~sA.Bronaugh-M~~r
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