
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF LUFKIN, TEXAS, HELD ON THE

18TH DAY OF JULY 1995 AT 5:00 P. M

.

On the 18th day of July, 1995the City Council of the City of Lufkin, Texas,convened
in a regular meeting in the Council Chambersof City Hall with the following
membersthereof,to wit:

Louis Bronaugh Mayor
Don Boyd Mayor pro tem
Betty Jones Councilmember,Ward No. 3
Bob Bowman Councilmember,Ward No. 4
JackGorden,Jr. Councilmember,Ward No. 5
Tucker Weems Councilmember,Ward No. 6
C. G. Maclin City Manager
Ron Wesch Asst. City Manager/PublicWorks
Darryl Mayfield Asst. City Manager/Finance
Bob Flournoy City Attorney
StephenAbraham City Planner
Atha Stokes City Secretary

beingpresent,and

PercySimond Councilmember,Ward No. 1

beingabsentwhenthe following businesswastransacted.

1. Meetingwasopenedwith prayerby Rev. FrankD. Starr, Minister, First Lutheran
Church.

2. Mayor Bronaugh welcomedvisitors presentthat included membersof the
Lufkin ServiceLeague: Robin Collmorgen, Sandy English,LindseyJenkins,Kelly
Moore, Kelli Weyland, Kimberlie Kassaw,Vannita Moore, Lori Haney, Ashley
Verner, and Sheila Skelton.

Mayor Bronaughalso recognizedDr. Ron Billings of the TexasForest Service and
John Courtenay,retired U. S. Forester,who are membersof the City of Lufkin’s
Tree Board. Mayor Bronaughstated that Dr. Billings and Mr. Courtenayhad
recentlysurveyedthe treesin Kiwanis Park and thepark acrossfrom City Hall, and
commendedthesegentlemenon the excellentjob they aredoing for the City.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat in the Tree Board meeting earlier this afternoonDr.
Billings had presenteda TreeCity USA flag to the City of Lufkin.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat CouncilmembersBetty Jonesand Bob Bowman also
serveon the TreeBoard.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Motion wasmadeby Councilmember Don Boyd andsecondedby Councilmember
TuckerWeems that the minutes of the Regular Meeting of July 5, 1995 be
approvedaspresented. A unanimousaffirmative vote wasrecorded.

4. PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICATION - 1995TEXAS CAPITAL FUND PROGRAM -

INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS - WEBBER STREET

Mayor BronaughopenedPublic Hearing to considerapplication to the 1995 Texas
Capital FundProgramfor infrastructureimprovementsto the WebberStreetarea.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the City of Lufkin is requestingfunds from the Texas
CapitalFundProgramto help developWebberStreet,which is an industrial street.
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City ManagerMaclin statedthat includedin theCouncil packetis a copy of the 1995
TexasCapital FundProgramGuidelinesthat also highlight the changesin the 1995
programfrom the 1994Program. City ManagerMaclin statedthat on page4, Eligible
Activities (A) , he would like to point out that: ??The acquisition, construction,
reconstruction,or installation of public facilities such as water facilities, sewer
facilities, streetimprovements,drainage/floodcontrol improvements,solid waste
disposal facilities, community or senior citizens centersand other publicly-owned
utilities” areeligible items underthis Program.

Mayor Bronaughopenedthe Public Hearing to the public. No one cameforward
for or againstthis request.

Mayor BronaughclosedPublic Hearing.

5. ORDINANCE - APPROVED - FIRST READING - ZONE CHANGE

-

RESIDENTIAL LARGE TO COMMERCIAL - LUFKIN AVENUE - WALTER
BORGFELD

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwasa requestof Walter
Borgfeld on behalf of R. H. Duncan to changethe zoning on approximately28.83
acresof land on Lufkin Avenue and known as Tracts33 and 34 out of the Lewis
Holloway Survey (AbstractNo. 310) from a ResidentialLargezoning district to a
Commercialzoning district.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat included in the Council packetis a review from the
Planning & Zoning Commission, along with appropriatemapsand zone change
requestnotification information. City ManagerMaclin statedthat the Planning &
Zoning Commission,by a 4 to 1 vote, recommendsthe requestto changefrom a
ResidentialLarge zoningdistrict to a Commercialzoningdistrict be approved.

In responseto a questionby CouncilmemberBoyd, City ManagerMaclin statedthat
no definitive plans for the property were stated at the Planning & Zoning
Commission meeting. City Manager Maclin stated that even though the
ComprehensivePlan recommendedthat this property stay Residential Large, the
P&Z Commissionwaspromptedto makethe changebasedupon the fact that on the
eastsideof the property is PineywoodsPrinting, acrossfrom the streetis Alexander
Electric, and other Commercial establishmentsthat front on Lufkin Avenue
adjacentto this property.

City MangerMaclin statedthat the original intent, as he understoodit, was that the
personmaking the requestwould usethe property for Commercialpurposesfor
sometype of Statefacility, possibly an office building. City ManagerMaclin stated
that this personhad not receivedthe bid on the Statefacility, and future intentions
would be for an office typefacility. City ManagerMaclin statedthat the personwho
owns the property can put anything on the property within the Commercial
guidelinesif the requestis approved. CouncilmemberBoyd statedthat this wasa
concernto the peopleliving in this area.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat 23 noticesof the impendingzonechange were mailed
to the residents in the area and four respondedaffirmatively, two responded
negativelyand 17 did not respond.

CouncilmemberJonesstated that this property is in her ward and that she had
noticed over the years,although there are residentsalong the street, the current
trend seemsto be toward businesses. CouncilmemberJonesstatedthat these
facilities include severalchurches,smaller businesses,and somerent housesalong
Lufkin Avenue.

Vance Olson statedthat he was the owner of the property, and the consensusof
opinion of the P&Z Commissionwas that this areais going Commercial.
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Motion wasmadeby CouncilmemberBetty Jonesand secondedby Councilmember
JackGorden,Jr. that the Ordinance be approvedon First Readingaspresented.
The following votewasrecorded:

Aye: CouncilmembersJones,Gorden,Bowman, WeemsandMayor Bronaugh
Nay: CouncilmemberBoyd

Motion carriedby a vote of 5 to 1.

6. AMENDMENT TO ORDINANCE - APPROVED - FIRST READING - PRIVATE
CLUB PERMIT - SOUTH FIRST STREET - JERRY AND CAROL MOORE

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwas a requestof Jerry
and Carol Moore to approvean entrancefrom First Streetto theprivate club located
at 112 South First Streetby amendingOrdinanceNo. 2876, which granteda Special
Use Permit for a Private Club with a prohibition againstan entrancefrom First
Street.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat the Planning & Zoning Commission,by a 4 to 1
vote, recommendedapprovalof the Amendmentto OrdinanceNo. 2876, which will
allow entrancefrom First Streetto the private club locatedat 112 SouthFirst Street.
City ManagerMaclin statedthat included in the Council packetis an overview and
explanationfrom the PlanningDepartmentwith the notation that the samesection
of the TexasAlcoholic BeverageCode that gives cities the ability to enact the 300
distance requirement,in this case, a church, also specifically states that the
governingbody of the City may grant a varianceto this requirement, and gives six
reasonswhy they have the authority to grant a variance. City ManagerMaclin
statedthat it is this portion of the State Codethat the P&Z Commissionutilized in
order to maketheir recommendationto the City Council to grant this varianceof
the 300’ distancerequirement.

Carol Moore statedthat shewould like to point out someof the reasonswhy she
believesthat herbuilding project fits the varianceallowables. Ms. Moore statedthat
she and her husbandwere not presentto raise the issue of whetheror not their
building is acrossthe streetfrom a church. Ms. Moorestatedthat, it is her opinion,
that the City’s position is that the organizationin the PinesTheatreis a church,and
they respectthat position. Ms. Moore statedthat neitherwere they presentto argue
whether this is an alcohol useor not, since there is alreadya SpecialUse Permit
assignedto the building. Ms. Moore statedthat they are presentto talk about
whetherthey can further developthis building along a positive guideline in terms
of the variancethat is allowed them by the TexasAlcohol BeverageCode. Ms.
Moore stated that according to the variance, the first allowable is that the
enforceableof the regulationin a particularinstanceis not in the bestinterestof the
public. Ms. Moore statedthat, in her opinion, in this case,to deny the amendment
to the SpecialUse Permit blocks developmentof the downtown in that no viable
full servicerestaurantis going to want to comein through a back door. Ms. Moore
statedthat, the 2,000 peoplewho work in the downtownarea,mostof which would
approachthe building from the eastside of First Street,are not going to walk
aroundto a back alley where therearedumpsterson the sidewalks. Ms. Moore
statedthat, it is their opinion, that approval of this Amendment is in the best
interestof the public becauseof the tourism developmentthat a new full service
restaurantwith an Italian specialtymight offer. Ms. Moorestatedthat thereare no
other Italian restaurantsin the Lufkin or Nacogdochesareaat this time, and, in her
opinion, the marketis certainlyripe for this kind of restaurant.

Ms. Moore statedthat the secondelement of the variable is that if the Ordinance
constitutes a waste or inefficient use of land or other resources, and the
ComprehensivePlan statesthat “Lufkin CentralBusinessDistrict must provide the
goodsand servicesthat peoplewantor the areawill continueto decay”. Ms. Moore
statedthat it is obvious from the petition in the Council packet, and the lack of
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opposition to this project, that the people in Lufkin do want another viable
restaurant,particularly in the downtown area. Ms. Moore stated that the
downtown strengths that are listed by the ComprehensivePlan are: a large
employment base in governmentaland office use,and the potential to becomea
centerfor tourism due to specialtyshopsand historic buildings. Ms. Moore stated
that both of these elementsdraw customersand clients which would come
downtown and usethe servicesand businessesthat arealready in the downtown
area. Ms. Moorestatedthat eachof theseeconomicbaseswould benefitfrom a full-
blown restaurant. Ms. Moore stated that it is also recommendedin the
Comprehensive Plan that the downtown community should seek out
entrepreneurswho want to startnew businessesand who will takeadvantageof the
historic buildings. Ms. Moore statedthat, in her opinion, the entreprentuerthey
have recruited is along that vein.

Ms. Moorestatedthat in terms of land usefor the Abrahm’sBuilding, it is locatedin
the heart of the core retail, which is from Frank to Shepherdon First Streetand
SecondStreet,including a block on Lufkin Avenue, from the Library to Second
Street,asoutlined in the ComprehensivePlan. Ms. Moore statedthat recruitment
to maximizethe strengthand theusageof this coreretail areais recommendedto be
restrictedto personalgoodsand services,with serviceslimited to food serviceand
entertainmentuses. Ms. Moore statedthat at this time, they have the first really
viable food serviceprospectthat they have recruited to come into their building.
Ms. Moore statedthat, in her opinion, the front door entrance of the building
shouldbe madeavailableandmaximizethe situationfor this businessprospect.

Ms. Moore statedthat the third elementof the variableis that if it createsan undue
hardshipon an applicantfor a licenseor permit. Ms. Moore statedthat theyhad
tried hard to utilize the Abram’s building for retail when they first renovatedthe
building. Ms. Moore statedthat this building hasthree full stories and will not
support a retail activity. Ms. Moore stated that to run the heating and air
conditioning in a threestory building madeit impossibleto supporta retail activity.
Ms. Moore statedthat, in her opinion, the nexthighestandbestusefor the building
would be a restaurant. Ms. Moorestatedthat sheandher husbandhave improved
the building and have spentthousandsof dollars for the purchaseof restaurant
equipment,greasetraps, refrigerator/freezerstorage, specialventilation, in hopesof
recruiting a full blown restaurant. Ms. Moore statedthat, it is their opinion, that
denyingthe First Streetentrancewould createa hardshipto the restaurateurand the
propertyowner.

Ms. Moore statedthat the fourth elementof the varianceis that if it doesnot serve
its intendedpurpose. Ms. Moore statedthat the intendedpurposeof this Ordinance
is to protect churchesand schoolswhich inhabit property in an appropriatesetting
for suchan organizationfrom the encroachmentof businesseswhich sell alcohol.
Ms. Moore statedthat, in this case,a churchis locatedin an abandonedtheatrein
the middle of the coreretail areain theCentralBusinessDistrict. Ms. Moore stated
that in almost all casesthebuildings in a Central BusinessDistrict had zero lot lines
with no buffer land around them. Due to this extremely close proximity of
buildings in the CBD, this Ordinance,in heropinion, never intendedto addressa
downtown area or anticipated this sort of close proximity situation where one
organizationcan block developmentfor two or three blocks with many, many
propertyownersinvolved.

Ms. Moore statedthat the fifth elementis if it is not effective or necessary. Ms.
Moore statedthat she had talked with the Police Chief and he indicated that in
terms of restaurantswhich have cause for police service, the three leading
restaurantsin Lufkin with calls for serviceare not restaurantswith clubs. Ms.
Moore statedthat full blown restaurantswith clubs have a lower rate of calls for
servicethanmany restaurantswithout clubs.

Ms. Moore statedthat the sixth elementis if for any other reasonthe governing
board after considerationof the health,safetyor welfare of thepublic determinesit
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is in the bestinterestof the community. Ms. Moore statedthat accordingto local
City ordinances,a church can locate anywherein the community without a zone
change,and without allowing the existing property ownersto have a sayso about
what is going on next to their property. Ms. Moore statedthat this in itself creates
somewhatof an inequitablesituation for propertyowners,particularly if a church
simply just opensthe doorsand therearenot restrictionsto verify how the church
is operating. Ms. Moore statedthat if this Ordinanceis going to remain in Lufkin,
the Central BusinessDistrict with its close proximity of buildings should be
considereda specialcase.

JerryMoore statedthat Carol had addressedmost of the concernsin the variance,
and he would like to expresshis concernsfor the City of Lufkin and the downtown
area. Mr. Moorestatedthat he wasbornand raisedin the City of Lufkin, andhe
and his wife took greatpride in this community. Mr. Moore statedthat the City of
Lufkin is consideredoneof the leadingcities in this region. Mr. Moore statedthat
he had seendowntownLufkin in its flourishing dayswhenhe wasyoung, when the
Abram’s building was a viable departmentstore, and there were three theatres
downtown,Petty’s Restaurant,and Perry’s. Mr. Moore statedthat therehad beena
lot of work by a lot of peopleto try to upgradeand recruit businessesand makethe
downtownareaa place to be proud of. Mr. Moore statedthat the businesshe and
Ms. Moore had recruitedwould not be a businessthat would be a detriment to the
downtown area.

Mr. Moore statedthat Ms. Moore had talked about the ComprehensivePlan and
how it addressesthe City’s CentralBusinessDistrict. Mr. Moore statedthat in the
ComprehensivePlan, restaurantsarerated as one of the highestand bestusesin
the CentralBusinessDistrict property. Mr. Moore statedthat restaurantsin other
areasare drawnto quaint andhistoric and unusualbuildings,and all of downtown
qualifies. Mr. Moore statedthat Main Streetcities throughout the statewould
substantiatethat restaurantsdraw, not only local residents,but also draw tourism
into downtown areas. Mr. Moore statedthat, in his opinion, the 2,000 peoplewho
work downtown would support a quality restaurant. Mr. Moore statedthat this
particular restaurantwill be open six daysa week, and closedon Sunday. Mr.
Moore statedthat this restaurantwould assistin bringing peopleinto downtownto
shop. Mr. Moore statedthat this would allow more exposure,higher demandfor
properties,betterutilization of City streets,and would result in higher tax values,
with morerevenue, andwould improve the CentralBusinessDistrict.

Mr. Moore statedthat he would like to reiteriatethat thereare two things he is not
asking for and they are a SpecialUse Permit, becausethe property alreadyhas a
SpecialUse Permit. Mr. Moore statedsecondly, that he is asking that the front
door be utilized so that a quality restaurantcan makea go of the business. Mr.
Moore statedthat he is not askingthat the Ordinancebe changed,becausehe is in
perfectagreementwith the Ordinanceas it is. Mr. Moore statedthat the Ordinance
doesprovide for a variance (as discussedby Ms. Moore) and outlines the special
considerationsthat are required for a variance. Mr. Moore stated that, in his
opinion, this particular situation meetsall six of the variances. Mr. Moore asked
that the Council support their requestin the considerationof a variance.

Lee Schwartz of Lee’s Jewelersstated that he had owned a jewelry store in
downtownLufkin for 34 yearsandwas in favor of this request. Mr. Schwartzstated
that this will be a first class restaurantand will employ 25 to 30 people. Mr.
Schwartzstatedthat the gentlemanwho will operatethe businessis experiencedin
the restaurantbusiness. Mr. Schwartzstatedthat the restaurantwill not be open
on Sundayand will not interferewith the churchservices.

JackGartner(Jack’sCorner),HarlanNeal (B J’s Antiques)and RonieStefano(Dance,
Etc.), downtownbusinessowners,statedthat they were all in favor of keepingthe
downtownbuildings occupied. Ms. Stefanostatedthat shehad workedin getting
nameson the petition in support of the restaurant,and had not seenone person
who said theywere in oppositionof therequest.
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Ms. Moore requested that supporters of the restaurant stand (there were
approximately25/30 peoplein attendance).

JosephineHughes,statedthat shewas thepastorof the Covenantof Love Outreach
Ministry, andwas againstthe requestbecauseof alcohol. Ms. Hughesstatedthat
shedid not understandwhy a family restaurantcould not operatewithout serving
alcohol. Ms. Hughesstatedthat thereare servicesat her church on Wednesday
and Friday nights. Ms. Hughesstatedthat, in her opinion, a new businesshas
priority over the older establishedbusinesses. Ms. Hughesstatedthat shewas
presenttonight as a womanof God, to standup for her rights and her duty to stand
up for what shebelieves. Ms. Hughesstatedthat there were two clubs in the
Abram’s Building, that had beencrowdedwith peopleenteringthe backway with
no problem,and both of theseclubs had failed. Ms. Hughesstatedthat, in her
opinion, the City shouldnot show favoritism or respectof persons. Ms. Hughes
askedwhy the Council would not allow CasaTomasto locatein an empty building
becauseit was in closeproximity of a church,but would allow a club to go in across
the streetfrom her church. Ms. Hughesstatedthat as Christian people,a stand
shouldbe takenoneway or another. Ms. Hughesstatedthat shewasrehabilitating
peoplewho are alcoholics, and sheis opposedto alcohol being in her front door.
Ms. Hughes statedthat having a club acrossthe street from the church where
alcoholics are being rehabilitatedwould be a temptation to the people she is
working with.

Ms. Hughesrequestedthat peoplefrom her church stand(therewere approximately
25/30 peoplepresent).

Ms. Hughesstatedthat shehad not receivedany information on the statusof the
restaurant,and wonderedif it would startoff as a restaurantandend up as a club.
Ms. Hughesstatedthat she was also concernedabout parking, becauseit would
certainly be a problem. Ms. Hughesstatedthat she also was concernedthat all
peopledowntownwould be treatedequally.

CouncilmemberBoyd statedthat therehad beenseveralreferencesto a “back alley”,
and to him the location wasCalder’sSquare. CouncilmemberBoyd statedthat if
the trash canswere a problem,they could be moved. CouncilmemberBoyd stated
that his concernis about everyonebeing treatedfairly. CouncilmemberBoyd
statedthat therehad been a lengthy discussionat a Council meetingabout Casa
Tomasopeninga restauranton First Streetacrossfrom the First Christian Church.
CouncilmemberBoyd statedthat this proposedclub wasa long way from the 300’
requirement,and this requestis for a club diagonallyacrossthe streetfrom a church.
CouncilmemberBoyd askedCouncilmembersif they would like a club acrossfrom
their church. CouncilmemberBoyd statedthat most of the parking spacesare
aroundby the Library. CouncilmemberBoyd statedthat if peoplewant to go to a
restauranttheywill go regardlessof wherethe dooris located.

CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat whenthe SpecialUsePermit was requestedfor
theAbram’s building it appearedthat therequestwas for a restaurant,but it turned
out to be a club. CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat from what he hasseenand
heard, the people who will bring in the Italian restaurantdo really operate a
restaurant,and that alcohol is incidental to that. CouncilmemberGordenstated
that he appreciatedMs. Hughes’ statement.CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat he
would concur with Mr. Boyd regarding the request for Casa Tomas.
CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat he regrettedvoting againstthe requestwhen it
camebefore Council. CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat becausethe requestby
CasaTomaswasnot approved, thebuilding stayedvacantfor a numberof yearsand
deteriorated. CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat, in his opinion, the requestto use
the front entranceon First Streetshould be allowed basedon the City Attorney’s
opinion. CouncilmemberGorden statedthat he would like to seethe request
specific to this restaurant,and if the restaurantis not successful,then the building
would revertback to the entrancebeingon Calder’sSquare.
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In responseto questionby CouncilmemberWeems,Ms. Hughesstatedthat if this is
indeedan Italian restaurant,andit hadbeenpresentedas same,shewould haveno
objection. Ms. Hughesstatedthat shewas opposedto alcohol beingserved,and
wondered if the alcohol could be controlled. Julie Hughesstatedthat Josephine
Hugheswasaskingfor somekind of guaranteethat the restaurantwill not turn into
a club with dancingand rioting, etc. Ms. Julie Hughesstatedthat when the other
club was in the Abram’s building the Police were calledevery week and shewould
not like to seethis kind of activity on First Street.

CouncilmemberBowman askedJerry Moore to give the Council someassurance
that the drinks that were servedwould be in conjunction with a meal and there
would not be a club with dancing,etc. Mr. Moore statedthat for the successof
downtown, putting in a nightclub or Country and Westernclub would not be an
assetto downtown. Mr. Moore statedthat it is not their intention to put this kind
of club in the downtown area. Mr. Moore statedthat he had beenapproachedby
anotherpossibletenantwho wantedto put a club in, but he and Ms. Moore rejected
their proposal. Mr. Moore statedthat unfortunatelyin the City Ordinancethereis
not a differentiationbetweena restaurantand a country/westerndanceclub. Mr.
Moore statedthat a restaurantthat will servealcohol, even a glassof wine, hasto
have a PrivateClub Permit, and in this casethe connotation“Private Club” is just
the name that was given by Ordinanceand the intent here is a nice upscale
restaurant.

Mayor BronaughaskedCity Attorney Flournoy if thereis someway that this could
be addressed. Mr. Flournoy statedthat it would haveto be relatedto the volume
of salesof food. Mr. Flournoy statedthat whena varianceis granted,a lot of things
can be taken into consideration, a lot of restrictions might be imposed that you
might not be able to impose otherwise becausethe restrictions are placedon a
requestbasically by an agreementof parties. Mr. Flournoy statedthat if the
applicantswere willing to havesomesort of a criteria for establishingwhetheror
not they were legitimatelyselling food, for instance50% of their saleswould be food
related,as opposedto alcohol. Mr. Flournoy statedthat the City (throughthe
PrivateClub Ordinance) requiredthat a certain percentof salesbe relatedto food
items in private clubs, but the Statechangedtheir position on this and cities lost
their control.

Motion was made by Councilmember Jack Gorden, Jr. and secondedby
CouncilmemberBob Bowman that the varianceof allowing the front entranceto
the restaurantat 112 SouthFirst be for this specific requestandshouldthe restaurant
ceaseto be, thentheentrancewould revertbackto Calder’sSquare.

The following vote was recorded:

Aye: CouncilmembersGorden,Bowman,Jones,Weemsand Mayor Bronaugh
Nay: CouncilmemberBoyd

Motion carriedby a 5 to 1 vote.

7. REOUEST FOR ANNEXATION - APPROVED - SPENCE STREET - NORTH OF
LOOP 287 - PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Mayor Bronaugh statedthat the next item for considerationwas requestof the
PlanningDepartmentto initiate annexationproceedingson approximately 90.029
acresof landlocatedon the westsideof SpenceStreetand just north of Loop 287.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat this requesthad been discussedapproximately18
months agowhenthe RPSCompanycameto the City wanting to locatetheir facility
in Lufkin andhavewaterandsewerservice. At that time it wasagreedthat theCity
would provide that servicebut due to some other conflicts and intent, Council
agreedto delay action on this requestuntil this summer. City Manager Maclin
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statedthat this annexationhad beendiscussedagainat the Council Retreat. City
Manager Maclin statedthat staff is seekingfrom Council tonight the authorization
to initiate theseproceedingsand to adopt the annexationscheduleincluded in the
packet.

Motion was madeby Councilmember Don Boyd and secondedby Councilmember
Jack Gorden, Jr. that requestof the Planning Departmentto proceedwith the
annexationof approximately90.029acresof land locatedon the westside of Spence
Streetandjust north of Loop 287 be approved,and that the annexationschedulebe
adoptedaspresented. A unanimousaffirmative votewas recorded.

8. REOUESTFOR ANNEXATION - APPROVED - FM 324 - SOUTHERN PACIFIC
RAILROAD - DANIEL MC CALL DRIVE - U S59 - PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Mayor Bronaugh statedthat the next item for considerationwas requestof the
PlanningDepartmentto initiate annexationproceedingson approximately703 acres
of land generallysituatedeastof FM 324 andthe SouthernPacific Railroadright-of-
way, southof Loop 287, northof DanielMcCall andeastof U. 5. 59.

City Manager Maclin statedthat this is anotherareathat hasbeen discussedin
previous Council Retreats, and the motivating force bringing this back for
discussion is the development of the Industrial Park on FM 819, known as
Southpark,which is also the home of the RegionalRecyclingCenterfor the City of
Lufkin. City ManagerMaclin statedthat hopefully a new industrywill be locating
therewithin the next six months. City ManagerMaclin statedthat in order to
provide utility services, aswell as to provide for appropriateand orderly zoningof
this area,initiation of annexationneedsto be carried forward. City Manager
Maclin statedthat staff is seekingCouncil’s authorizationto initiate the annexation
proceedingsand establishan annexationschedule.

Motion was made by Councilmember Bob Bowman and seconded by
Councilmember Tucker Weems that request of the Planning Department to
proceedwith the annexationof approximately703 acresof land generallysituated
eastof FM 324 and the SouthernPacific Railroad right-of-way, south of Loop 287,
north of Daniel McCall and eastof U. 5. 59 be approved,and that the annexation
schedulebe adoptedaspresented.A unanimousaffirmative vote was recorded.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat noticeswill be in the local newspapersthis Friday
and the first Public Hearingwill be held August 1, and the secondPublic Hearing
will be held August 15.

9. CONTRACT - APPROVED - 1993 HOME PROGRAM GUIDELINES

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwas a contractfor the
1993 HOME ProgramGuidelines.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat includedin thepacketis a letter from GaryTraylor,
presidentof Gary Traylor & Associates,Inc., and within that letter it outlines the
applicantsectionand the commitmentof HOME funds to approvedapplicants. City
Manager Maclin statedthat there is also a draft recommendationof the City of
Lufkin, Texas 1993 HOME ProgramGuidelines. The Guidelinesinclude: The
Purposeof the Program;DesignatedAuthority to Administer the Program;Type of
Assistance;Selectionof Applicants/Priority Rating System; Applicant Selection
System;Tie-Breakersin the caseof ties; an Applicant SelectionSystem;Applicant
Eligibility Requirements;Property Eligibility Requirements;Loan Approval and
ContractorSelection;ChangeOrders; RehabilitationStandardsand Specifications;
Eligible Costs; Ineligible Costs; Contractor Qualifications; Work Inspectionsand
Paymentsfor Work; Contractor’sWarranty of Work; Files and Reports;Changes,
Waivers,and/or Conflicts of Interest;and,Appeals. City ManagerMaclin stated
that this is partof the processthat is necessaryandrequiredfor the City to continue
to move forward in the 1993 HOME Program.
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Motion was made by Councilmember Jack Gorden, Jr. and secondedby
Councilmember Jones that the Contractfor the 1993 HOME ProgramGuidelinesbe
approvedas presented. A unanimousaffirmative votewasrecorded.

City Manager Maclin requested that Kenneth Williams, Director of Code
Enforcement, come forward and make an announcementabout the first
reconstructedhome under this program. Mr. Williams statedthat on Thursday,
at 10:30 a.m., therewill be an OpenHouse at 2107 SayersStreet,wherethe Mayor
and Councilmemberswill dedicatethe first reconstructedhome. Mr. Williams
statedthat this homehasbeenrebuilt for anelderly lady andher son.

Mr. Williams statedthat Mr. Traylor wantedhim to mention that on the City’s 1993
HOME Programit might be necessary to amendthe target area. Mr. Williams
statedthat on the original application therewasa small areadesignatedasthe target
area,and at this time there areapproximately60 peopleon the waiting list. Mr.
Williams statedthat on that list of 60 peopleonly two of them would be within the
targetarea.

10. RESOLUTION - APPROVED - GRANT APPLICATION - TEXAS DEPARTMENT
OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS - TEXAS CAPITAL FUND

Mayor Bronaugh statedthat the next item for consideration was a Resolution
approving an application for funding through the Texas Department of Housing
and Community Affairs TexasCapitalFund.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat includedin thepacketis a Resolution,and a budget
justification sheet for this project, which will primarily be for improvementsto
WebberStreet. City ManagerMaclin statedthat plans are to makethis a concrete
curb and gutter streetand to increasethe water line capacityin that area. City
ManagerMaclin statedthat this will be tied into the job creationthrough Pilgrim’s
Pride and the expansionthey are proposing. City ManagerMaclin statedthat the
City will be making an application to the TexasCapital Fund for $500,000. City
ManagerMaclin statedthat this is the item that the Public Hearing was held on
earlier in the eveningand he would now call on Gary Traylor to give Council an
overview of the application.

Mr. Traylor statedthat during the summerlast year an attempthad beenmadein
preparationof this sameapplication,andbefore it could becompletedand submitted
to the TexasDepartmentof Housingand Community Affairs Program,funding was
suspended. Mr. Traylor statedthat this is the first opportunity to bring this request
backto Council and to resubmitit underthenew 1995 guidelines.

In responseto questionby Mayor Bronaugh, Mr. Traylor stated that yes, the
Departmenthad run out of money for this program and declined any further
applications. Mr. Traylor statedthat the “window” wasclosedfor approximately
nine months.

In responseto questionby CouncilmemberBowman, Mr. Traylor statedthat the
new funding cycle would beginJuly 31st. Mr. Traylor statedthat all applications
that are submitted by 5:00 p.m. July 31st will be consideredfor a competitive
allocationof $5 million. The City would be requesting$500,000of that $5 million
for the WebberStreetproject. Mr. Traylor statedthat in all likelihood the State
will approveno more than 10 projects out of this first competitive round. Mr.
Traylor statedthat if the City is successful,it would receivean awardby the end of
October,and if the City is unsuccessful,the next opportunity to submit for another
$5 million allocation for competitionpurposeswould be in November.

Mr. Traylor statedthat the total cost of the project from an infrastructurestandpoint
is $1,142,000,and doesnot count the substantialinvestmentmadeby the Pilgrim’s
Pride Corporationin theexpansionof their plant facilities. Mr. Traylor statedthat
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Plant ManagerBob Palmhascommunicatedto him that the companywill be happy
to supply the necessarycommitmentto createa minimum of 50 new employment
positionswithin their further processingareaof theplant. Mr. Traylor statedthat
Pilgrim’s Pride is actually committedto the creation of a much greaternumber of
jobs than50, but becausethis grantwill carry with it somecontractorobligationsthat
have to be enteredinto betweenPilgrim’s Pride and the City of Lufkin, he was
notified from the State that he could, from a contractualstandpoint, make that
number the smallestnumbernecessaryto acquire the maximum scoring advantage
under the selectioncriteria, and therebyavoid any later liability issueseither on the
partof the City or on thepartof Pilgrim’s Pride.

Mr. Traylor statedthat the Resolutionbefore the Council would actually approve
the developmentand submissionof this applicationin the amountof $500,000to be
divided betweentwo separateactivities - (1) $465,000for improvementsto Webber
Streetand (2) $35,0000for an allowanceto pay the feesincurredin connection with
administrationto this grant that would be paidto his firm. Mr. Traylor statedthat
under SectionV of the Resolutionan additional commitmentis referredto that will
be madeby the City of Lufkin in the amountof $607,165,representingthe costof the
improvementswhich exceedthe maximumgrantamountthat canbe sought.

Mr. Traylor stated that the principle objective of this project is to provide a
secondarytransportationroute to be usedby the live haul trucks carrying poultry
from the stagingareathat is approximatelyone mile away from theprocessingplant
currently, to the processingplant itself. Mr. Traylor statedthat at this time the
trucks arehaving to enterand exist the Loop frequently throughoutthe day, taking
the birds to the stagingareafrom the fields and thenfrom the stagingareato the
plant. Mr. Traylor statedthat this would getthesecondarytraffic off the Loop and
Frank Avenue. Mr. Traylor statedthat a dangerousleft hand turn is involved
againstopposingtraffic at the Loop, and this constructionwould take careof this
potentially dangeroussituation.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the otherindustriesalongWebberwill usethis streetas
well to empty out onto the Loop. Mr. Traylor statedthat representativesof the
CocaCola Bottling Companywerepresentat the first Public Hearingto voice their
support for this project.

PatOates,of Goodwin-Lasiter, statedthat this heavyduty streetwould bebeneficial
in gettingthe secondarytraffic off the Loop andFrankAvenue.

CouncilmemberGordenstatedthat anotherway of looking at this is that with the
expansionof WebberStreetthereis a possibility of openingup the areafor another
industrial park sincethereis quite a bit of land in this areathat could be accessed.
Mr. Traylor statedthat certainly that is an incidentalbenefit from this project and
at the sametime the City is somewhatfortunate due to the fact that Pilgrim’s Pride
Corporationis the primary beneficiaryof theseimprovementsdue to the fact that
they are the ones that operatethe principal number of the large trailer rigs and
heavytrucks that will operateon the streetand will allow the City to justify the
minimum improvementsas a heavy industrial gradestreet. Mr. Traylor stated
that the Texas Capital Fund will only participate in the costs of the minimum
improvementsnecessaryto serve the identified beneficiary, which is Pilgrim’s
Pride. Mr. Traylor statedthat if a smallercompanywasbeingservedwhosetrucks
were not quite as large or heavy it would be difficult justifying the heavy duty
natureof the streetthat is being proposed.

CouncilmemberGorden stated that Kenneth Williams and his committeehave
done a greatjob with the rehabilitation/reconstructionof homesunder the HOME
Program,howeverthey havea difficult time getting peopleto bid on theseprojects.
Mr. Traylor stated that in some placeshe and/or his staff have gone to local
restaurantsand invited contractorsto comein for lunch and talk aboutthe HOME
Program. Mr. Traylor statedthat he tries to showthem that this programmaynot
provide incentive for them to want to devotetheir full time efforts to housing
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rehabilitationbut it is an excellentsourceof work that can keep their crewsbusy
during low times of the year. Mr. Traylor statedthat the paceof the 1992 Program
and the expectedpaceof the 1993 Program here in Lufkin is dictated by the
availability of good quality contractors. Mr. Traylor statedthat he would like to
commendthe City of Lufkin on its refusal to accommodateshoddywork. Mr.
Traylor statedthat in some communities,becausethey havebeen focusedon the
pacerather thanthe quality, they haveacceptedsomeshoddywork. Mr. Traylor
statedthat he would like to makehimself and his staff availableto comeand meet
with anyonewho is interestedin working in this Program.

In responseto question by Councilmember Gorden, Mr. Williams stated that
recentlyhe hasbeenmoresuccessfulin getting contractorsto bid on theseprojects.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat under SectionV of the Resolution,the cashmatch
that Mr. Traylor mentioned,staff sourcedthat as coming from the GeneralFund,
Water & SewerFund,and local contributions,meaningthat if someof the business
and industry alongWebberStreetparticipate,thosefunds havebeenallocated,and
staff will continue to makeefforts along thoselines. City ManagerMaclin stated
that he had visited with the Asst. City Manager/PublicWorks,and they feel that of
that $607,000,the City could do approximately$50,000 to $100,000of the work in
house,in-kind, by purchasingthe pipe with grantmaterialsandusing City crewsto
lay the water line, and some of the City equipment for site preparation. City
Manager Maclin statedthat staff will try to do their bestto garnerabout $100,000
worth of in-kind, and thenseewhatcould be raisedin theway of local participation,
andthen thebalancewould be spreadout betweenthenexttwo fiscal years.

Mr. Traylor statedthat, in an effort to minimize any confusionthat might comeup,
he would like to saythat the City of Lufkin may very well be one of the highest
ranked projects in this competition. Mr. Traylor stated that from some
informationhe’s receivedit is possiblethat this project will score80 points out of a
maximumof 100 points in the scoringsystem. Mr. Traylor statedthat the City’s
high scoreis a productnot only of thecharacterof theproject that Pilgrim’s Pride is
doing themselves, but also the communityneedstatisticsfor Lufkin and Angelina
County. Mr. Traylor statedthat the Departmentmight comeback to Mr. Maclin
and may askhim to provide some additional satisfactorydocumentationthat this
$600,000is in fact available for committmentto this project, and this is one thing
that spreadingit over two years doesnot necessarilylend itself to. Mr. Traylor
statedthat the City may have to come up with some meansof providing some
backstopthat saysultimately, if we have to, this is where the money is to do the
project, but in effect the City will maintain the flexibility to sourcethis project as
they seefit accordingto management’srecommendation. Mr. Traylor statedthat
one possibleway the City may have to handlethis is through somemarketability
letter furnishedby the City’s financial advisor on doing bonds,etc. Mr. Traylor
statedthat this doesnot meanthis is what the City will do, but it doesmeanthat it
would certainlyprovide independentcorroborationthat the City canafford to do
that.

Motion was made by Councilmember Bob Bowman and seconded by
Councilmember Tucker Weems that Resolution approving an application for
funding through the Texas Departmentof Housing and Community Affairs Texas
Capital Fund be approved as presented. A unanimousaffirmative vote was
recorded.

11. APPLICATION - APPROVED - CONTRACT PICK UP AND DELIVERY SERVICE
FOR CHILDREN - KID’S EXPRESS - BARBARA ROBERTSON

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwas an applicationfor
contractserviceto pick up children and deliver them to a predeterminedlocation.

City Manager Maclin statedthat included in the Council packet is a letter from
BarbaraRobertsonrequestingCouncil’s considerationin this matter. City Manager
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Maclin stated that what prompted this request is that the City doeshave an
Ordinanceregulatingtaxicabsand limousinesin the City, and does not necessarily
have an Ordinancethat would specifically identify the type of service Mrs.
Robertsonis proposingto bring to the community. City ManagerMaclin statedthat
Mrs. Robertsonis presentto seekCouncil’s direction in trying to provide what she
feels like is a needed,legitimate service,and at the sametime do it in a way that
Council and theCity Attorney will feel comfortablewith from a legal standpoint.

BarbaraRobertsonstatedthat sheis theowneranddriver for Kid’s Express,which is
a transportationservicestrictly for children. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat shewas
presentto requesta license to allow the transportationof children ages 3 to 16
within the City of Lufkin.

Mrs. Roberstonstatedthat her service is a private door-to-door transportation
service for children. Mrs. Robertsonstatedbusy, committed families of the ‘90’s
will be her customers. This will be a serviceto easethe parentsworkload and will
allow the children to pursuetheir interests,whetherit is the library, baseball,or any
other after school activities. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat Kid’s Expresswill be a
supportsystemto succeedat work andhome.

Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat sheis awarethat Kid’s Expressshouldbe licensedby the
City of Lufkin in order to meet certain guidelines set forth in existing City
Ordinances. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat, in her opinion, the current Taxicab and
Limousine Ordinancedoesnot apply to her particular business. Mrs. Robertson
statedthat Kid’s Expressdoesnot do businessalong the samelines as a taxicabor
limousine. Instead, Kid’s Expresshas a contract with parents and certain
businessesby membershipform. A consentform is also signedby parents. Mrs.
Robertsonstated that 95% of the children transportedwill use these services
everyday. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat shehasa list of parentsand chilren who
havemadereservationsfive daysa week for theentireschool year. Kid’s Express
doesnot operatea taxicabmeter,but ratherchargesa flat fee. Parentswill payon a
yearly, monthly or weekly basis accordingto the terms of their membershipform
and the numberof days the serviceis used. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat shewill
also provide serviceto thoseparentswho only want to usethe servicea few times a
week or month, or on an at-needbasis, and their rates will be a flat-rate fee
dependinguponhow often the serviceis used.

Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat shewould like to requestthat the City consideraddinga
sub-sectionto the existing Ordinancethat is related to her particular business,
something along the lines of a juvenile delivery service, or a commercial
transportationservice. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat shehad provided copies of a
CommercialTransportationServiceOrdinancefrom the City of Boise, Idaho, where
shegot the ideafor this business. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat the City of Boisehad
written this particularOrdinancefor this specific type of business. Mrs. Robertson
statedthat shewas in agreementthat Kid’s Express should meet certainguidelines,
insurance, hours of operation,inspectionof the vehicles, and backgroundchecks
for the drivers to include drug and alcohol testing to insure the safety of the
children. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat, in her opinion, the remainingsectionsof the
Taxicab and Limousine Ordinancedo not apply to her particular business. Mrs.
Robertsonstatedthat shewasaskingthe City Council to look into a new Ordinance
or a separatesectionthat would apply to her particularbusiness. Mrs. Robertson
statedthat shehad also includedcopiesof themembershipform, consentform, and
day careforms for Councilmembersto review.

In responseto a questionby CouncilmemberJones,Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat at the
presenttime shehas one van that seats sevenchildren, but plans to purchase
anothervan that seats12 by the time school starts. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat if the
transportationserviceis successfulshewill purchasemorevehiclesasneeded.

In responseto questionby Mayor Bronaugh,Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat oneof the
requirementsin the City’s Taxicab Ordinanceis a 3% grossreceiptstax due by the
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10th of eachmonth,and shedid not understandwhy this is required.

Mr. Flournoy statedthat Kid’s Expresswould fall under the limousine guidelines
ratherthanthe taxicab guidelines. Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat shehasa contract
with Dr. CharlesKent for transportinghis patientson a yearly basis,and also a
contractwith someof the daycarecentersand they will pay her. Mrs. Robertson
stated that rarely will shebe called for a one-timepickup and delivery service.
Mrs. Robertsonstatedthat the insurancerequirementsfor Kid’s Expressare higher
thantheratesrequiredfor taxicabs.

In responseto a questionby CouncilmemberBoyd, City ManagerMaclin statedthat
the businessesthat pick up and deliver seniorcitizens are providing a servicepaid
for by thebusiness.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat Council could requestthat the City Attorney review
the CommercialTransportationOrdinanceprovided by Mrs. Robertson,and come
back to Council with a recommendationof an addendumor an additional section
under the City’s LimousineOrdinancethat would coverjuvenile services.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat he had a problemwith not charging Kid’s Expressfor
gross receipt taxes when the City is chargingtaxicabsand others this tax. Mrs.
Robertsonstated that shejust wanted the City Council to know that shewill be
operatingon a totally different systemthana taxicab or limousine. Mr. Flournoy
statedthat, in his opinion, Kid’s Expressdoesfit under the existing Limousine
Ordinance,and that Council could grant Mrs. Robertsonthe permit as it stands.
Mr. Flournoy stated that he would have to agree with the Mayor that Mrs.
Robertsonshouldpay thegrossreceiptstax.

In responseto a questionby CouncilmemberGorden,Mr. Flournoystatedthat Mrs.
Robertsonwill be operating a vehicle for hire and will fall under the existing
Ordinance. Mr. Flournoy statedthat Mrs. Robertsondid not have a choice, she
must operateundera permit.

Motion wasmadeby Councilmember Don Boyd andsecondedby Councilmember
TuckerWeems that applicationfor the contractserviceof BarbaraRobertson(dba
Kid’s Express)be approved,and a permit issued, and that the City Attorney draft an
Ordinance,or amendthe Taxicab Ordinance, that will more clearly define the
servicefor picking up children anddelivering them to a predeterminedlocation. A
unanimousaffirmative vote was recorded.

12. BIDS - APPROVED - TRUST PROPERTY - BARTO STREET - FREEMAN STREET

Mayor Bronaugh statedthat the next item for considerationwas bids on Trust
Propertyat 1504Barto Streetand2809 FreemanStreet.

City Manager Maclin statedthat included in the Council packet is a letter from
Calame, Linebarger& Penalaw firm that providesdelinquenttax collection service
for the County and City. City ManagerMaclin statedthat this Trust Propertywas
obtainedby the taxing entitiesthrough foreclosurefor failure to pay taxes. City
ManagerMaclin statedthat they have had a bid on thesetwo tracts that doesnot
bring it back into actual recoveryof the back taxes,and it was necessaryto have
permissionfrom the City to grant anything less than that. City ManagerMaclin
statedthat therequesttheCounty is seekingfrom theCity todayis for thepropertyat
1504 Barto Streetfor the actual recoveryof $491.69,and for the property at 2809
FreemanStreetfor the actualrecoveryof $131.30.

In responseto a questionby CouncilmemberBowman, City ManagerMaclin stated
that Vince Treadwell and Terry Morgan are purchasingthe property on Barto
Street,and D. H. Neal is purchasingthepropertyon FreemanStreet.

Motion was made by Councilmember Bob Bowman and seconded by
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Councilmember Don Boyd that bid for Trust Propertieslocatedat 1504 Barto Street
($491.69) and 2809 FreemanStreet ($131.30) be approved as presented. A
unanimousaffirmative vote wasrecorded.

13a. BID - APPROVED - UNIFORMS - CINTAS

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwasbids for uniforms
for variousCity departments.

City ManagerMaclin statedthat staff recommendationis to award the low bid of
Cintas in the amountof $14,000.

Motion wasmadeby Councilmember Don Boyd and secondedby Councilmember
TuckerWeems that bid of Cintasin the amountof $14,000for uniforms for various
City departmentsbe approvedas submitted. A unanimousaffirmative vote was
recorded.

13b. BID - APPROVED - DUMP TRUCK - STREET DEPARTMENT - CLEVELAND
MACK

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwas bids for a dump
truck to be usedin the StreetDepartment.

City Manager Maclin statedthat staff wanted to seekCouncil’s considerationin
awardinga bid to ClevelandMack Salesin the amountof $68,454.91for the purchase
of a 14 yard dieseldump truck. City ManagerMaclin statedthat the low bid is
actually White GMC out of Dallas in the amount of $65,656.00. City Manager
Maclin statedthat staff had soughtinput from the City Attorney, and would now
seekinput from the Council as to whether it is justifiable due to the differencein
delivery time being threemonths longer for getting the truck out of Dallas versus
the ClevelandMack Salesout of Lufkin.

City Attorney Flournoystatedthat the City is to look for the lowest andbestbid and
what the City needsis a vehicleon a shorter time schedule. Mr. Flournoy stated
that this is a relatively small percentageof the totalbid, and thereis no hard andfast
rule what that amount could be. Mr. Flournoy statedthat the higher bid can be
justified on a lot of different basisand it hasbeendoneby the City of Lufkin in the
past. Mr. Flournoy statedthat he did not have a problemwith the City defending
the differencein thebids, becausethreemonthswasa long time to wait for a pieceof
equipmentthe City needsright now.

In responseto a questionby CouncilmemberBoyd, Mr. Weschstatedthat this is the
dump truck that hadbeenin thebudgetfor this fiscal year,and two meetingsago the
truck sizewaschangedfrom a 5 yard to a 14 yard truck. Mr. Weschstatedthat he
could not statethat it wasan emergencythat he neededa 14 yard truck tomorrow.

In responseto a questionby CouncilmemberBoyd, City ManagerMaclin statedthat
the Mack truck and the GMC truck both meet the City’s specifications.
CouncilmemberBoyd statedthat, in his opinion, Mr. Flournoy would have a
problemtrying to defendthis amountof money for a threemonth period of time.

In responseto a questionby Mayor Bronaugh,Mr. Weschstatedthat White GMC
will have to makea dealwith a dealerin Lufkin or someonein the area to provide
warranty work for the truck. City ManagerMaclin statedthat the specifications
includedlocal servicefor thetruck.

David Cochran,PurchasingDirector,statedthat the currentlocal dealership, White-
GMC-Volvo, is ClevelandMack. Mr. Cochranstatedthat the reasonCleveland
Mack did not bid a GMC vehicleis becauseof the long delivery time and they arein
the processof selling that dealership. Mayor Bronaughasked if this dealershipis
sold to a dealershipin Houston, wherewill the City getserviceandwarrantywork?
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Mr. Cochranstatedthat whenthe decisionwasmadeon the bid, maintenanceand
warranty were a concern. City Manager Maclin statedthat before the bid is
awardedto White GMC in Dallas, staff would makesurethat there is an agreement
with White GMC in writing that local servicewould be provided. In responseto a
questionby CouncilmemberJones,City ManagerMaclin statedthat if White GMC is
unableto provide local service,thenthe City would haveto turn the bid down.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat now that he knew that the local dealershipis beingsold
and servicemaynot beprovided,hewould bemoreapt to go with the higherbid.

Motion was made by Councilmember Bob Bowman and seconded by
CouncilmemberDon Boyd to awardthe low bid of White GMC of Dallas in the
amountof $65,656. Thefollowing votewasrecorded:

Aye: CouncilmembersBoyd, Bowman, andWeems
Nay: CouncilmembersGorden,JonesandMayor Bronaugh

Motion failed dueto a tie vote.

Motion was made by Councilmember Jack Gorden, Jr. and seconded by
CouncilmemberBetty Jones that bid of ClevelandMack in the amountof $68,454.91
be approvedassubmitted. The following votewasrecorded:

Aye: CouncilmembersJones,Gorden,Bowman,Weemsand Mayor Bronaugh
Nay: CouncilmemberBoyd

Motion carriedby a voteof 5 to 1.

14. CITY COUNCIL CODE OF ETHICS - TABLED

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat the next item for considerationwas the City Council
Codeof Ethics.

Motion was made by Councilmember Tucker Weems and seconded by
CouncilmemberBob Bowman that this item be tabled until a full Council was
present. A unanimousaffirmative vote was recorded.

15. COMMENTS

City ManagerMaclin remindedCouncil of the OpenHouse at 10:30 a.m.,Thursday
morning, at 2107SayersStreet.

City Manager Maclin also remindedCouncil of the BudgetWorkshopmeeting at
9:30 a.m.Friday morning.

Mayor Bronaughstatedthat JohnSavercoolof Kay Bailey Hutchison’soffice would
be at City Hall in the morningfor a 7:00 a.m. meetingwith local businessmen.

16. Therebeing no further businessfor consideration,meeting adjournedat 7:05
p.m.

Louis A. Bronaugh- Mayor
AT S:j

/
K ‘

Atha Stokes- City Secretary
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