
REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO HELD I N  
THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, CITY HALL, ON 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1975. 

The meeting was c a l l e d  t o  o rder  a t  8:30 A. M . ,  by t h e  presid- 
ing o f f i c e r ,  Mayor Lila Cockrel l ,  wi th  t h e  following members present :  
PYNDUS, B I U ,  CISNEROS, BLACK, HARTMAN, ROHDE, TENIENTE, NIELSEN, 
COCKRELL; Absent : NONE. 

- - - 
75-62 The invocat ion  was given by The Reverend B a r r e t t  Renfro, S t .  
Stephen's  Methodist Church. 

75-62 Members of the Ci ty  Council and the audience joined i n  t h e  
Pledge of Al legiance  to  the f l a g  of t h e  United S t a t e s .  

75-62 The minutes o f  the Spec ia l  Meeting of October 6 ;  1975 and 
t h e ~ e ~ u l a r  Meeting of October 9 ,  1975, w e r e  approved. 

MISSION HISTORIC NATIONAL PARK 

Mayor Cockrel l  introduced t h e  Honorable Abraham Kazen, Jr., 
Representat ive from t h e  23rd Congressional D i s t r i c t ,  and i n v i t e d  him 
t o  address t h e  Council. 

Congressman Kazen s a i d  t h a t  he had been requested by the  
Ci ty  Council t o  prepare  l e g i s l a t i o n  having the  Missions, Acequia and 
Aqueduct incorpora ted  i n t o  a National  Park, t e n t a t i v e l y  c a l l e d  t h e  
Missions H i s t o r i c  National Park. H e  has also been i n  comunica t ion  
wi th  o t h e r  conservat ion  qxoups i n  San Antonio on t h i s  mat ter .  

A t  his reques t ,  t h e  National Park Service  has made a study 
of  the propos i t ion  and i t s  preliminally r e p o r t  i s  now i n  the process of 
being p r i n t e d  i n  English and Spanish and should be d i s t r i b u t e d  i n  
November. The  s tudy g ives  f i v e  pos s ib l e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  f o r  t h e  develop- 
ment o f  t h e  park .  The Advisory Board on National  Parks, His to r i c  S i t e s ,  
au i l d ings  and Monuments has recommended t o t a l  involvement i n  t h e  p r o j e c t  
by t h e  Federa l  Government. I t  endorses the b e l i e f  of the National  Fark 
Service  i n  t h e  s u i t a b i l i t y  of t he  p ro j ec t .  

The National  Park Service  i s  now prepar ing l e g i s l a t i o n  t o  
reques t  funds f o r  a f e a s i b i l i t y  s tudy.  There w i l l  be workshops i n  the  
l o c a l  a rea  s o  t h a t  l o c a l  c i t i z e n s  and organiza t ions  can g i v e  input  t o  
t h e  planning process  and he urged t h e  Council and o the r s  t o  prepare 
themselves w e l l  f o r  these workshops. One i s s u e  i n  t h e  mat te r  t h a t  i s  
no t  resolved is  t h a t  of church and s t a t e  s i n c e  t h e  Missions a r e  t o t a l l y  
owned by t h e  Archdiocese of San Antonio. 

I n  add i t i on ,  Congressman Kazen has prepared a r e s o l u t i o n  
which would au thor ize  t h e  Corps of Engineers t o  extend t h e i r  work i n  
t h e  S i x  Mile C r e e k  a r e a  which would inc lude  preservat ion  of t h e  Acequia, 
D a m ,  and AqueEuct. 

Mayor Cockrel l ,  speaking f o r  t h e  e n t i r e  Council, expressed deep 
apprec ia t ion  t o  Congressman Kazen f o r  h i s  e f f o r t s  and a l s o  t h e  o t h e r  Con- 
gressmen from t h i s  a r ea  f o r  t h e  support  they have given him. 

Mayor Cockrel l  a l s o  thanked M r .  Henry Guerra ,  M r s .  Helen 
Dutmer, M r s .  Lady Bird Johnson, and members of t h e  C i t y  s t a f f  f o r  t h e i r  
con t r ibu t ions  toward t h i s  p ro j ec t .  
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75-62 ZONING HEARINGS 

1. CASE 6229 - to rezone Tract F, NCB 12162, 2391 Austin IIigklway, 
from "F" Local Retail District to "B-3" Business District, located 
northwest of the intersection of Austin Highway and Perrin Beitcl Road, 
having 130' on Austin Highway and 71.52' on Perrin Beitel Road 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posedchange. which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Rohde made a motion that the recom- 
rnendati-on of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. Pyndus seconded the motion. On roll 
call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus, Cisneros, Black, Hartman, 
Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Billa, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,836 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS TRACT F, NCB 12162, 
2391 AUSTIN HIGHWAY, FROM "F" LOCAL 
F3TAIL D I S T R I C T  TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING 
IS ACCOMPLISHED. 

2. -- CASE 6233 - to rezone the south 400' of Lot 5, NCB 10598, 
4619 ~ietrlch Road, from "R-3" Multiple Family Residential District to 
"R-3" Multiple Family ~esidential District for a day care center caring 
for aver twenty (20) children, located on the north side of Dietrich 
Road being approximately 680' east of the intersection of Dietrich Road 
and Springfield Road, having 605.73' on Dietrich Road and a depth of 
400 ' . 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, M r .  Cisneros made a motion that the rec- 
ommendation of the Planning Cmission be approved. Mr. Pyndus seconded 
the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of 
the fo$lowing Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus. 
Cisneros, Black, H a r t m a n ,  Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: None: ABSENT: Billa. 
Rohde, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,837 
I 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS THE SOUTH 400' 
OF LOT 5,  NCB 10598, 4619 DIETRICH 
ROAD, FROM "R-3" MULTIPLE FaMfLY RESI- 
DENTIAL DISTFSCT TO "R-3" MULTIPLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FOR A DAY 
CARE CENTER CARING FOR OVER TWENTY (20) 
CHILDREN. 

* * * *  
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3 .  CASE 6240 - to rezone Lots 11 and 12, Block 7, NCB 15509, 
982 Spiral Avenue, from Temporary "R-l" Single Family Residential 
District to "B-3" Business District, located northeast of the in'ter- 
section of Altitude Drive and Spiral Avenue, having 135' on Spiral 
Avenue and 135' on Altitude Drive. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Cisneros made a motion that the 
recommendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
proper replatting is accomplished and Chat a non-access easement is 
imposed on the Attitude Avenue frontage. Mr. Billa seconded the 
motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage pf 
the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: 
Pyndus, Billa, Cisneros, Black, Hartman, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Rohde, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,838 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONTNG OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOTS 11 AND 12, 
BLOCK 7,  NCB 15509, 982 SPIRAL AVENUE, 
FROM TEMPORARY "R-1"  SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL, DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING 
IS ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A NON-ACCESS 
EASWNT IS IMPOSED ON THE ATTITUDE 
AVENUE FRONTAGE. 

4. CASE 6215 - to rezone the northwest 65' of Lot: 42, Block 7, 
NCB 11971, 518 Mathilde Road, from "A" Single Family Residential 
District to "B-3" Business District, located on the southwest side 
of Mathilde R,oad, being 132.5' northwest of the intersection of 
Mathilde Road and McCullough Avenue, having 65' on Mathilde Road 
and a depth of 100'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Pyndus made a motion that the 
recommendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided 
that proper replatting is accomplished. Mr. Rohde seconded the 
motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage 
of the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: 
AYES: Pyndus, Billa, Black, Hartman, Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; 
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cisneros, Nielsen. 
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<<,:;: AN ORDINANCE 45,839 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS THE NORTHWEST 65' 
OF LOT 42, BLOCK 7, NCB 11971, 518 
MATHILDE ROAD, FROM "A" SINGLE FaMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING 
IS ACCOMPLISHED. 

5.  CASE 6222 - to rezone Lot 1, Block 1, NCB 15650, 6500 
Block of Wurzbach Road, from Temporary "R-1" Single Family Resi- 
dential District to "R-3" Multiple Family Residential District 
for a day care center caring for over twenty (20) children, 
located on the southeast side of Wurzbach Road, being 1066.31' 
northeast of the cutback between Evers Road and Wurzbach Road, 
having 150' on Wurzbach Road and a maximum depth of 152.02'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

.., After consideration, Mr. Rohde made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning Commission be approved. Mr. Pyndus 
seconded the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it 
the passage of the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following 
vote: AYES: Pyndus, Billa, Black, Hartman, Rohde, Teniente, 
Cockrell: NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cisneros, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,840 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGXNG THE CLASSIFLCATLON 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 1, BLOCK 1, 
NCB 15650, 6500 BLOCK OF WURZBACH 
ROAD, FROM TEMPORARY "R-1" SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "R-3" 
MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
FOR A DAY CARE CENTER CARING FOR OVER 
TWENTY (20) CUILDREN. 

6. CASE 6214 - to rezone Parcel 7 8 ,  NCB 15596, 2300 Block of 
Pinn Road, from Temporary "R-1" Single Family Residential District 
to "B-2" Business District, located on the west side of Pinn Road 
being 70' south of the intersection of Westward Drive and Pinn Road; 
having 586.49' on Pinn Road with a maximum depth of 160.82'. 
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Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission reconmended be approved by 
the City Council. 

NO one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Teniente made a motion that the rt- 
commendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
proper platting is accomplished and that a s i x  foot solid screen fence 
is erected and maintained on the west property line. Mr. Rohde seconded 
the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying w i t h  it the passage of 
the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: 
Pyndus, Billa, Black, Hartman, Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Cisneros, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,841 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS PARCEL 7 8 ,  NCB 
15596, 2300 BLOCK OF PINN ROAD, FROM 
TEMPORARY "R-1'' SINGLE FAMILY RESI- 
DENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING 
IS ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A SIX FOOT 
SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS ERECTED AND 
MAINTAINED ON THE WEST PROPERTY LINE. 

7.. CASE 6246 - to rezone Lots 2 and 3, NCB 16484, Lots 
3 through 11, NCB 16485, 14000 Block of Dublin Square, from 
"R-3" Multiple Family Residential DisCrict to "1-1" Light 
Industry District, located northwest and southeast of Dublin 
Square, being approximately 133' northwest of S t a h l  Road, having 
a maximum length of 911.64' and a maximum width of 410'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Teniente made a motion that the 
recommendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
proper replatting is accomplished. Mr. Rohde seconded the motion. 
On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the 
following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus, 
BilLa, Black, Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell: NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Cisneros, Hartman, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,842 

MIENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 

H?5 
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DESCRIBED HERFJN AS LOTS 2 AND 3, 
NCB 16484, LOTS 3 THROUGH 11, 
NCB 16485, 14000 BLOCK OF DUBLIN 
SQUARE, FROM " R - 3 "  MULTIPLE FAMILY 
RFSIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT 
INDUSTRY DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER 
REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 

8. CASE 6225 - to rezone a 71.36 acre tract of land out of 
NCB 12867, being further described by field notes filed in the office 
of the City Clerk, 4700 through 5000 Blocks of U. S. Highway 90 East 
Expressway, 500 through 700 Blocks of N. E. Loop Expressway, from 
"A" Single Family Residential. District and "JJ" Commercial District 
to "I-1'' Light Industry District, located on the southwest side of 
the intersection of U. S. Highway 90 East Expressway and N. E. Loop 
410 Expressway, having a total of 1691.78' on U. S. Highway 90 East 
Expressway and a total of 1068.37' on N. E .  Loop 410 Expressway. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in oppoeition. 

After consideration, Mr. Cisneros made a motion that the 
recommendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
proper platting is accomplished. Mr. Rohde seconded the motion. On 
roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following 
Ordinance, prevailed by the following.vote: AYES: Pyndus, Billa, 
Cisneros, Black, Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Hartman, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,843 
- 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 71.36 ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND OUT OF NCB 12867, BEING FVRTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 4700 THROUGH 
5000 BLOCKS OF U. S. HIGHWAY 90 EAST 
EXPRESSWAY, SOOTHROUGH 700 BLOCKS OF 
N. E. LOOP 410 EXPRESSWAY, FROM "A" 
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT AND 
"JJ" COMMERCIAL DISTRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT 
INDUSTRY DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER 
PLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 
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9 .  CASE 6242  - t o  rezone Lot 11, Block 2 ,  NCB 3929, 1001 W .  
Hildebrand Avenue, f r o m  "B" Two F a m i l y  Res iden t ia l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "0-3" 
Business D i s t r i c t ,  loca ted  northwest of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Grant 
Avenue and W. iiildebrand Avenue, having 50 '  on W. Hildebrand Avenua 
and 160' on Grant Avenue. 

M r .  Gene Camarqo, Planning Administrator,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
t h e  Ci ty  Council. 

Mrs. Neva C. Doyle, t h e  app l i can t ,  i n  answer t o  a ques t ion  
from M r .  Pyndus, s a i d  t h a t  this w i l l  be a t r uck  d ispatching o f f i c e .  
The t r uck  parking area is on Bandera Road and they w i l l  be d ispatched 
by r ad io  from t h i s  o f f i c e .  

Af t e r  cons idera t ion ,  M r .  Cisneros made a motion t h a t  t h e  sec- 
ommendation of t h e  Planning Commission be approved, provided t h a t  proper 
r e p l a t t i n g  i s  accomplished and that  a six. f o o t  solid screen fence  i s  
e r ec t ed  and maintained along the n o r t h  proper ty  l i n e .  M r .  Rohde seconded 
the motion. On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion, ca r ry ing  w i t h  it t h e  passage of 
the fol lowing Ordinance, prevai led  by t h e  following vote:  AYES: gyndus, 
B i l l a ,  Cisneros,  Black, Rohde, Teniente,  Cockrell;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Hartman, Nielsen.  

AN ORDINANCE 4 5 , 8 4 4  

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE . COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
LVTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 11, BLOCK 2 ,  
NCB 3929,  1 0 0 1  W. HILDEBRAND AVENUE, 
FROM "B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT PROPER REPLATTING I S  ACCOMPLISHED 
AND THAT A S I X  FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE 
I S  EPECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG THE .,", 

NORTH PROPERTY LINE.  

10. CASE 6234 - to rezone a 5.786 ac r e  t r a c t  o f  land out of 
Parce l  85, NCB 11608,  being f u r t h e r  descr ibed by f i e l d  nokes f i l e d  i n  
t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  Ci ty  Clerk, 5000 Block of Newcome Drive, from Tem- 
porary "R-1" Sing l e  Family ~ e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  and "A" Sing l e  Family 
Res iden t ia l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "R-6" Townhouse D i s t r i c t ,  l oca ted  an t h e  north-  
e a s t  s i d e  of Newcome Drive, being approximately 3 3 7 . 3 5 '  northwest  from 
t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Cambray Drive and Newcome Drive, having 440.02' on 
Newcone Drive and a maximum depth o f  573.80'. 

I-. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
t he  City Council. 

No on= spoke i n  opposi t ion .  

After considera t ion ,  M r .  Rohde made a motion t h a t  t h e  recom- 
mendation of t h e  Planning Commission be approved, provided t h a t  proper  
p l a t t i n g  i s  accomplished, t h a t  a s i x  f o o t  s o l i d  screen fence i s  e r e c t e d  
and maintained along t h e  nor theas t  property l i n e ,  and t h a t  a non-access 
easement i s  im2osed on t h e  property l i n e  abu t t i ng  Beverly Mae Drive. 
Mr. Bi1I.a seconded t he  not ion .  On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion, ca r ry ing  w i th  
it the passage of t h e  following Ordinance, prevai led  by t h e  fol lowing 
vote:  AYES: Pyndus, B i l l a ,  Cisneros,  Black, Rohde, Teniente,  Cockrel l ;  
NAYS: None; ABSENT: fiartman, Nielsen. 
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AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF TEIE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHfiNGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBZD HEREIN AS A 5.786 ACRE: 
TRACT OF LAND OUT OF PARCEL 85, NCB 
11608, BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY 
FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE OFFICE OF 
THE CITY CLERK, 5000 BLOCK OF NEWCOME 
DRIVE, FROM TEMPOMRY "R-1 " SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT AND "A" 
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO 
"R-6 " TOWNHOUSE DISTRICT, PROVIDED TEAT 
PROPER PLATTING IS ACCOIJIPLISHED, THAT 
A SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS ERECTED 
AND MAINTAINED ALONG THE NORTHEAST PRO- 
PERTY LINE, AND THAT A NON-ACCESS EASEMENT 
IS IMPOSED ON THE PROPERTY LINE ABUTTING 
BEVERLY MAE DRIVE. 

11. CASE 6237 - to rezone Tract C, NCB 10506, 1914 Goliad Road, 
from "FH Local Retail District to "B-3" Business District, located east 
of the intersection of Goliad Road and Bushick Drive, having 135' on 
Goliad Road and 170.71' on  ush hick Drive. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recormnended be approved by 
the City Council. 

NO. one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, m. BiLla made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Planning commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. Rohde seconded the motion. On roll 
call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus, 13111a, Cisneros, Black, 
Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Hartman, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,846 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS TRACT C, NCB 10506, 
1914 GOLIAD ROAD, PROM "F" M C .  RETAIL 
DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED. 

12. CASE 6210 - to rezone Lot 90,  NCB 11507, 1131 Bandera Road, 
from "B-2" Business District to "B-3" Business District, located on the 
~outhwest side of Bandera Road being 299.7' northwest o f  the intersection 
of Cheryl Drive West and Bhndera Road, having 85' on Bandera Road and 
a depth of 286.2'. 

Mr. Gene Camasgo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 
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NO one spoke i n  opposi t ion .  

Af t e r  cons idera t ion ,  M r .  Teniente made a motion t h a t  t h e  rec- 
ommendation of t h e  Planning Commission be approved. M r .  Pyndus seconded 
t h e  motion. On r o l l  c a l l ,  the motion, ca r ry ing  with it t h e  passage of 
t h e  fol lowing Ordinance, prevailed by the f o l l o ~ i n g  vote:  AYES: Pyndus, 
BiLla,  Cisneros,  Black, Rohde, Teniente,  C o c k e l l ;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Hartman, Nielsen.  

AN ORDINANCE 4 5 , 8 4 7  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
Z O N I N G  ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CIJLSSIFICATTON 
AND REZONING O F  CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRTBED HEREIN AS LOT 80, NCB 11507, 
1131 BANDERA ROAD, FROM "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT TO "8-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT. 

* * * *  

13. CASE 6212  - t o  rezone Lot 2 ,  NCB 2885, 3006 Guadalupe S t r e e t  
from "G" Local R e t a i l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" Business D i s t r i c t ,  l oca ted  on 
the south  side of Guadalupe S t r e e t  being 5 2 '  w e s t  o f  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  
of Picoso S t r e e t  and Guadalupe Street, having 51' on Guadalupe S t r e e t  
with a depth o f  150' .  

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which the Planning  omm mission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposi t ion.  

Af t e r  cons idera t ion ,  Mr. B i l l a  made a motion t h a t  the recom- 
mendation of t h e  Planning Commission be approved, provided t h a t  proper  
replatting is accomplished. M r .  Teniente seconded t h e  motion. On 
ro l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion, ca r ry ing  with it t h e  passage of t h e  fol lowing 
Ordinance, p reva i l ed  by t h e  fol lowing vote :  AYES: Pyndus, B i l l a ,  
Cisneros,  Black, Rohde, Teniente,  Cockrel l ;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: Hartman, 
Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,848 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY O F  SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND P S Z O N I N G  OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 2 ,  NCB 2885, 
3006 GtiADALUPE STKEET, FROM "GI' LOCAL 
RETAIL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTFSCT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER RE- 
PLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 

14. CAST 6 2 1 6  - t o  rezone Lot 3 ,  Block 2 ,  NCB 7 3 4 2 ,  608 - 610 
F a i r  Avenue, from "B" Two Family Res iden t ia l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-1"  Business 
D i s t r i c t ,  l oca t ed  on t he  south  s i d e  of F a i r  Avenue being 1 1 4 '  e a s t  of 
t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Piedmont S t r e e t  and F a i r  Avenue, having 5 6 '  on 
Fair Avenue with a depth of 1 2 0 ' .  

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained the pro- 
posed change, which t h e  planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City C o u n c i l .  
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No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Cisneros made a motion that the rec- 
ommendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that a six 
foot solid screen fence i s  erected and maintained along the south property 
line. Mr. Billa seconded the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying 
with it the passage of the following Ordinance, prevailed by the folloxging 
vote: AYES: Pyndus, Billa, Cisneros, B l a c l c ,  Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; 
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Hartman, Nielsen. 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND RXZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED KERJIIN AS LOT 3, BLOCK 2, 
NCB 7342, 608 - 610 FAIR AVENUE, FROM 
"B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRLCT 
TO "B-1" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS 
ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG THE SOUTH 
PROPERTY LINE. 

15. CASE 6196 - to rezone the north 50' of the west 250' of Arb. 
Tract H .  NCB 10838, from "A" Single Family Residential District to 
"0-1" Office District; and the south 270.51' of the west 250' of Arb. 
Tract H, NCB 10838, 3800 Block of E. Southcross Blvd., from "A" Single 
Family Residential District to "B-2" Business District. 

Subject property i s  located on the north side of Southcross Blvd., 
being 3 0 0 '  e a s t  of the intersection of Pecan Grove Blvd. and S O U ~ ~ C X O ~ S  
Blvd., having 250' on Southcross Blvd. and a depth of 320.51'. The 
"0-1" being the north 40' of the subject property and the "B-2" being 
the remaining portion. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission -recornended be approved by 
the City Council. 

Mr. Pyndus asked if the "0-1" zoning at the rear of this pro- 
perty wouldn't be an intrusion on the single family residences which 
abut this property. 

Mr. Tom Vickers, the applicant, said that the property is 
owned by an attorney who plans to build a small one story office building 
in the "0-1" area and there will be retail stores on the "B-2" tract. 
In addition, there will be a screen fence built across the property. 

Mr. Rohde said he thought that the "0-1" zoning would be 
primarily used as a parking area also. 

After consideration, Mr. Cisneros made a motion that the rec- 
ommendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. Teniente seconded the motion. On roll 
call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus, Billa, Cisneros, Black, 
Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Hartman, Nielsen. 
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AMENDmG CHAPTER 42  OF TKE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPPEKENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING TKF. CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCFUBED HEREIN THE NORTH 50' OF 
TI-IE WEST 2 5 0 '  OF ARB. TRACT a, NCB 1 0 8 3 8 ,  
FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DIS- 
TRICT TO "0-1" OFFICE DISTFZCT; AND TELE 
SOUTH 270.51' OF THE WEST 250' OF ARB. 
TRACT H, NCB 10838, 3800 BLOCK OF E. 
SOUTHCROSS BLVD.,  FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING 
I S  ACCOMPLISHED. 



16. CASE 6226 - to rezone the north 50' of the east 490' of 
Tract H, NCB 10838, from "R-3" Multiple Family Residential District 
to "0-1" Office District: a 2.69 acre tract of land out of NCB 
10838, being further described by field notes filed in the office 
of the City Clerk, from " R - 3 "  Multiple Family Residential District 
to "B-2" Business District; and the south 150' of the east 300' of 
Tract H, NCB 10838, 3900 Block of East Southcross Boulevard, from 
"R-3"  Multiple Family Residential District to "B-3" Busines9 District. 

The "0-1" zoning being located on the west side of Club View Drive, 
270' north of the intersection of Club View Drive and East Southcross 
Boulevard; having 50' on Club View Drive and a depth of 490.96'. 

The "B-2" zoning being located northwest of the intersection of Club 
View Drive and East Southcross Boulevard, being 300' west of the 
Club View Drive and 150' north of East Southcross Boulevard; having 
120.51' on Club View Drive and 190.96'on East Southcross Boulevard. 

The "B-3" zoning being located northwest of the intersection of Club 
View Drive and East Southcross Boulevard; having 149.49' on Club View 
Drive and 300' on East southcross Boulevard. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Cisneros made a motion that the re- 
commendation o f  the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished and that a six foot solid screen fence is 
erected and maintained along the north property Line. Mr. Teniente 
seconded the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the 
paBsage of the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: 
AYES: Billa, Cisneros, Black, Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: None; 
ABSTAIN: Pyndus; ABSENT: Hartman, Nielsen.. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,851 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE. COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS THE NORTH 50' OF 
THE EAST 490' OF TRACT H I  NCB 10838, 

-. FROM "R-3" MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "0-1" OFFICE DISTRICT; 
A 2.69 ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 
10838, BEING FURTHER DESCRI13ED BY FIELD 
NOTES FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY 
CLERK, FROM "R-3" MULTIPLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT; AND THE SOUTH 150' OF THE EAST 
300' OF TRACT H, NCB 10838, 3900 BLOCK 
OF EAST SOUTHCROSS BOULEVARD, FROM "R-3" 
MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO 
"8-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT 
PROPER =PLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED AND 
THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS 
ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG THE NORTH 
PROPERTY LINE.  



After the vote had been taken, Mr. Pyndus stated that he 
had abstained from voting because the entire block is taken up by 
the "0-1" zoning. It overshadows all of the single family resi- 
dences and he abstained rather than vote against the rezoning. 

17. CASE 6231 - to rezone Lot 58, the north 275.60' of Lots 56 
and 57, the north 198.6' o f  Lot 61, the north 275.60' of the west 
50' of Lot 62, and the south 315' of the west 40.' of Lot 5, NCB 11257, 
400 and 500 Blocks of Briggs Avenue, from "Bat Two Family Residential 
District to "R-4" Mobile Home District; and Lot 5, save and except 
the south 315' of the west 40f, NCB 11257, 3700 Block of S.  W. Military 
Drive, from "B" Two Family Residential District to "B-3" Busineas 
District. 

The "R-4" zoning: The portions of Lots 61 and 62 are located 350' 
northwest of Bynum Avenue and 160' northeast of Briggs Avenue, having 
a maximumiridth of 150' and a maximum depth of 590.60'. 

" 

The portions of Lot 56 and 47 and all of Lot 58 are located on the 
northeast side of Brigge Avenue, 585.8' northwest of the cutback at 
the intersection of Briggs Avenue and New Laredo Highway, having 
100' on Briggs Avenue and a maximum depth of 435.6'. 

The "B-3" zoning being located on the southwest side of S. W. 
Military Drive, 350' northwest of the cutback at the intersection 
of Bynum Avenue and S. W. Military Drive, having 100' on S .  W. 
Military Drive and a maximum . depth of 415'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

.' +. 

NO one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Rohde made amotion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning commission be approved, provided that 
proper replatting is accomplished and that a non-access easement is 
imposed on the south property line of Lot 58. Mr. Teniente seconded 
-the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage 
of the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: 
Fyndus, Billa, Cisneros, Black, Rohda, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Hartman, NieLsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,852 

AMENDING CHRPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PRDPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 58, THE NORTH 
275.60' OF LOTS 56 AND 57, THE NORTH 
198.6' OF LOT 61, THE NORTH 275.60' OF 
THE WEST 50' OF LOT 62, AND THE SOUTH 
315' OF THE WEST 40' of LOT 5, NCB 11257, 
400 AND 500 BLOCKS OF BRIGGS AVENUE, 
FROM "B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "R-4" MOBILE HOME DISTRICT; AND LOT 
5, SAVE AND EXCEPT THE SOUTH 315' OF THE 
WEST 401, NC13 11257, 3700 BLOCK OF S. W. 
MILITARY DRIVE, FROM "B" TWO FAMILY RESI- 
DENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED 
AND THAT A NON-ACCESS EASEMENT IS IMPOSED ON '5s;:: 

+ ,< THE SOUTH PROPERTY LINE OF LOT 58. 
* * * * 
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18. CASE 6232 - to rezone Lots 9 and LO, NCB 10101, 6643 and 
6651 San Pedro Avenue, from "B-2" Business District to "B-3" Business 
District, located on the west side of San Pedro Avenue, being 107.47' 
south of the intersection of Veda Mae Drive and San Pedro Avenue, 
having 227' on San Pedro Avenue with a maximum depth of 188.75'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Rohde made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning Commission, provided that proper replatting 
is accomplished and that a six foot solid screen fence is erected and 
maintained on the west property line. Mr. Billa seconded the motion. 
On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following 
Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus, BilLa, 
Cisneros, Black, Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Hartman, Nielsen.  

AN ORDINANCE 45,853 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED H E R E I N  AS LOTS 9 AND LO, 
NCB 10101, 6643 AND 6651 SAN PEDRO 
AVENUE, FROM "8-2" BUSINESS DISTRICT 
TO "B-3" B U S I N E S S  DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED 
AND THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID SCmEN FENCE 
IS ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ON THE WEST 
PROPERTY LINE. 

19. CASE 6217 - to rezone a 2.926 and 2.596 acre tract of land 
out of NCB 15038, being further described by field notes filed in the 
office of the City Clerk, 6000 Block of N. W. Loop 410 Expressway, 
from "R-3" Multiple Family Residential District to "8-2" Business 
District, located 175.50' southwest and 188.10' southeast of the 
intereection of Wigwam Drive and N. W. Loop 410 Expressway; having 
127' on W i g w m  Drive and a total of 719' on N. W. Loop 410 Express- 
way. * .  

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition; 
. . .  , .  . , 

Mr. Pyndus questioned -&. Camargo regarding the rapid 
transition from single f d l y  residences to "R-3" zoning and then 

.< ,. .. . , . , . .  . . 
to commercial. ' .  ,.$. , , . . 

. . . . ' . , >., . , . - . . 
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Mr. Camaxgo pointed out that the property is buffered by 
a drainage easement and a 16' alley in addition to the required 
building setback of 50' as set out in the ordinance. 

Mr. Pyndus said that he felt "R-6" or even "B-2" 
would be acceptable. He felt that the single family area should 
be protected even though no one appeared in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Rohde made a motion that the 
recommendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided 
that proper platting is accomplished and that a 50' building set- 
back Line be imposed on the 2.926 acre tract adjacent to single 
family residences. Mr. Billa seconded tho motion. On roll call, 
the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinanae, 
prevailed by the 'following vote: AYES: Billa, Cisneros, Black, 
Rohde, Teniente, Cockrell; NAYS: Pyndus; ABSENT: Hartman, 
Nielsen. A 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 2.926 AND 2.596 
ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 15038, 
BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED 13Y FIELDNOTES 
FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 
6000 BLOCK OF N. W .  LOOP 410 EXPRESSWAY, 
FROM " R-3" MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A 50' BUILDING 
SETBACK LINE BE IMPOSED ON THE 2.926 
ACRE TRhCT ADJACENT TO SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENCES. 

October 16, 1975 
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20. CASE 6218 - to rezone a 16.584 acre tract of land out of BCB 
11635, being further described by field notes filed in the office o f  
the City Clerk, 4800 Block of Callaghan Road, from "A" Single Fami1.y 
Residential District to "B-3" Business District, located on the north- 
west side of Callaghan Road being 540' northeast of the intersection 
Of Allentown Avenue, having 1567.90' on Callaghan Road and a maximum 
depth of 464.52'. 

Mr. Gene Camarqo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

Mr. Herbert ~ienqer, representing the applicant, said that 
the property was recommended for "B-2" zoning several years ago but 
replatting was not accomplished in the specified time as it never was 
approved for rezoning by the City Council. Some of this property lies 
in the City o f  Leon Valley and is zoned "Industrial". He pointed out 
other commercial zoning in the area. He asked for the Council's favorable 
consideration. 

I .  Ed Mandel, representing Shadywood Swim and Racket Club, 
said that the club is on adjoining property 500' from Callaghan Road. 
He opposed this rezoning saying that it would do nothing to enhance the 
area. There is no plan for development and no one knows what kind of 
business would go in. He asked that the application be denied. 

Mrs. Jeannette Popham, who lives at the corner of Callaghan 
and Woodside, also spoke in opposition. She said that "B-3" zoning 
would allow consumption of alcohol on the premises and there could be .- 

a service station or other undesirable businesses. 

Mr. Dienqer spoke again in rebuttal. He said that when the 
property is replatted, a portion will be dedicated for the widening of 
Callayhan Road. Also at that time any drainage problems will be resolved, 

Mr. Billa suggested that as a compromise he consider rezoning 
the west 200' of the property to "B-2" which has lighter uses. 

Ms. BilLa's suggestion was agreeable to both Mr. Dienger and 
Mrs. Popham. 

Aftel: consideration, Mr. B i l l a  made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that the 
vest 200' of the 16.584 acre tract of land is zoned "B-2" Business Dis- 
trict and the remainder of the tract i s  zoned "E-3" Business District 
and also provided that proper platting is accomplished and that a s i x  
foot solid screen fence i s  erected and maintained along the southwest 
pxoperty line. Mr. Pyndus seconded the motion. On roll call, the motion, 
carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, prevailed by the  
fo1lowing vote: AYES: Pyndus, Billa, Cisneros, Black, Hartman, Rohde, 
Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Teniente, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,855 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 16.584 ACRE 
TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 11635, BEING 
FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED 
IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 4800 
BLOCK OF CALLAGHAN ROAD, FROM "A" SINGLE 
FAMILY FZSIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT THE 
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WEST 200' OF THE 1 6 . 5 8 4  ACRE TRACT O F  
LAND I S  ZONED "B--2" BUSINESS DISTRICT 
AND TBE REMAINDER O F  THE TRACT I S  ZONED 
"B-3" BUSINESS DISTRTCT AND ALSO PROVIDED 
T W T  PROPER PLATTING IS  ACCOMPLISHED AND 
THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE I S  
ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG THE SOUTH- 
WEST PROPERTY LINE. 

2 1 .  CASE 6 2 1 9  - t o  r e z o n e  a 7 . 5 8 9  acre t rac t  of land o u t  of NCB 
1 1 4 9 0 ,  b e i n g  f u r t h e r  described by f i e l d  notes f i l e d  i n  the of f ice  of 
the C i t y  C l e r k ,  3600 B l o c k  of C a l l a g h a n  Mad, f r o m  T e m p o r a r y  "R-1" 
S i n g l e  F a m i l y  R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  and "A" S ingle  Fami ly  R e s i d e n t i a l  
D i s t r i c t  t o  "R-3" Mul t ip l e  F a m i l y  R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t ,  located south- 
w e s t  of t h e  intersect ion of C a l l a g h a n  R o a d  and V i v a  Max D r i v e ,  having 
5 3 1 . 3 8 '  on C a l l a g h a n  R o a d  and 4 9 7 . 6 2 '  on V i v a  Max Drive. 

M&. G e n e  C a m a r g o ,  P l a n n i n g  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  explained t h e  -pro- 
posed change, which the P l a n n i n g  C o m r a i s s i o n  recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  C o u n c i l .  

No one spoke i n  opposit ion.  

After considerat ion,  Mr. B i l l a  m a d e  a motion t h a t  the recorn-. 
mendation of ths Planning C o m m i s s i o n  be approved, provided t h a t  proper 
p l a t t i n g  i s  a c c o m p l i s h e d  and t h a t  a six foot  s o l i d  screen fence i s  
erected and maintahed along the w e s t  and southeast property l i n e s .  M r .  
H a r t m a n  seconded the motion. On r o l l  ca l l ,  the motion, carrying w i t h  it 
the passage of the f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e ,  prevailed by the  f o l l o w i n g  vote:  
AYES: P y n d u s ,  B i l l a ,  C i s n e r o s ,  B l a c k ,  H a r t m a n ,  C o c k r e l l ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Rohde, T e n i e n t e ,  Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 5 , 8 5 6  

AI4ElNilING CKAPTER 4 2  O F  THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZOUrPiG ORDINANCE OF THE CITY O F  SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEPXIN AS A 7 . 5 8 9  ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND OUT OF NCB 1 1 4 9 0 ,  BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES F L I E D  I N  THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 3 6 0 0  BLOCK 
O F  CALLAGHAN ROAD, FROM TEMPORARY "R-1" 
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTR~CT AND 
"A" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "R-3" MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING 
I S  ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A SIX FOOT 
SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS ERECTED AND 
MAINTAINED UONG THE WEST AND SOUTHEAST 
PROPERTY LINES. 

2 2 .  CASE 6 1 5 0  - t o  r e z o n e  Lot 2 ,  B l o c k  8 9 ,  NCB 3250, 1 3 0 0  B l o c k  
o f  W.  K i n g s  H i q n w a y ,  from "B" Two F a m i l y  R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  to "B-2" 
B u s i n e s s  District, l o c a t e d  southwest  of the in te rsec t ion  of I. H. 1 0  
Exgressway and W .  K i n g s  H i g h w a y ,  having 5 0 '  on W. K i n g s  H i g h w a y  and 
120' on I. H. 10 Expressway. 

M r .  Gene C a m a r g o ,  P l a n n i n g  A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  explained the pro- 
posed change, which t h e  P l a n n i n g  C o m m i s s i o n  recommended be approved by 
the  C i t y  Council. 

O c t o b e r  1 6 ,  1 9 7 5  -17- 
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888. 
Mr. Pyndus said that the staff had recommended denial of 

this application due to the fact that access to the property is some- 
what limited to the one way access road or use of the residential 
streets. He pointed out that there is no other commercial. property 
in the immediate vicinity. 

Mr. Teniente said that the freeway has brought about a 
change and that it could be expected that changes will occur from now 
on. Other Councilmen agreed with Mr. Teniente's comments. 

After consideration, Mr. Tsniente made a motion that the rec- 
ommendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. Cisneros seconded the motion. On roll 
call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Billa, Cisneros, Black, Hartman, 
Teniente, Cockre l l ;  NAYS: Pyndus; ABSENT: Rohde, Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 5 , 8 5 7  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SILT 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 2 ,  BLOCK 89, 
NCB 3250, 1300 BLOCK OF W ,  KINGS 
HIGHWAY, FROM "B" TWO FAMILY RESIDEN- 
T I A L  DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED. 
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23. CASE 622' - t o  rezone a 2.32 ac r e ,  1 . 2 7  a c r e  and 2.29 acre 
t r a c t s  of l a n d o u t  of NCB 7531, being f u r t h e r  described by f i e l d  no tes  
f i l e d  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  City Clerk, 1700, 1800, and 2000 Blocks of 
Cupples Road, 2900 Block of Roselawn Road, from "B" Two Family Resi- 
d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  and "R-3" Mult ip le  Family Resident ia l  District t o  
"B-3" Business Distr ict .  

The  2.32 ac r e  t r a c t  of land i s  loca ted  on t h e  w e s t  side of Cupples 
Road, being 5 2 '  nor th  of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Roselawn Road and 
Cupples Road: having 606.02' on Cupples Road and a depth of 159' .  

The 1 . 2 7  a c r e  t r a c t  of land i s  loca ted  on t h e  nor th  side of Roselawn 
Road, being 5 2 '  west of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of MseLawn m a d  and Cupples 
Road, having 4 0 0 '  on Roselawn Road and a depth of 166.67'. 

The 2.29 acre t r a c t  of land i s  located  on t h e  w e s t  s i d e  of CuppLes 
Road approximately 2 0 '  no r thea s t  of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Gen. Hudnell 
Drive and'cupples Road, having 95.52' on Cupples Road and a depth 
of 1.050.93'. 

M r .  Gene Carnargo, Planning Administrator,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the  City Council. 

No one spoke i n  opposi t ion .  

Af te r  cons idera t ion ,  M r .  Teniente made a motion that: the  
recommendation of t h e  Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
proper  p l a t t i n g  i s  accomplished. M r .  Hartman seconded t h e  motion. 
On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion, ca r ry ing  wi th  it the passage of t h e  Eol- 
lowing Ordinance, p reva i l ed  by t h e  following vote: AYES: Pyndus, 
B i l l a ,  Cisneros,  Black, Hartman, Rohde, Teniente ,  Cockrel l ;  NAYS: 
None; ABSEKT: Nielsen. ... 

AN ORDINANCE 45,858 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERW 
DESCRIBED HE17EIN AS A 2.32 ACRE, 1 . 2 7  
ACRE AND 2 . 2 9  ACRF: TRACTS OF LAND OUT 
OF NCB 7531, BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED 
BY FIELD NOTES FILED I N  THE OFFICE 
O F  THE CITY CLERK, 1700, 1 8 0 0 ,  AND 
2 0 0 0  BLOCKS O F  CUPPLES ROAD, 2900 
BLOCK OF ROSELAWN ROAD, FROM "B" TWO 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT AND "R-3" 
MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT,  PROVIDED 
THAT PROPER PLATTING I S  ACCOMPLISHED. 

75-62 -- Mayor Cockrel l  was obliged t o  leave  the meeting and Mayor 
Pro-Tern Teniente presided.  
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2 4 .  CASE 6230 - to rezone Lot 1, Block 2, NCB 14320, 4203 Grey- 
stone Dri.ve, from "R-2" Two Family Residential District to " B - 3 "  
Business District, located northeast of the intersection of Perrin 
Beitel Road and Ereystone Drive, having 76.89' on Perrin Beitel 
R o a d  and 94.14' on Ereystone Drive. 

Mr. Gene Camarqo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Comnission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Billa made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
a six foot solid screen fence is erected and maintained on the north- 
east property line. Mr. Pyndus seconded the motion. On roll call, 
the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus, Billa, Black, 
Hartman, Rohde, Teniente: NAYS: None: ABSENT: Cisneros, Nielsen, 
Cockrell. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,859 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE: 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 1, BLOCK 2, 
NCB 14320, 4203 GREYSTONE DRIVE, FROM 
"R-2"  TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT,  PROVIDED 
THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID SCRF,EN FENCE IS 
ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ON THE NORTHEAST 
PROPERTY LINE. 

25. CASE 6167 - to rezone the northwest 75' of Lot 70, NCB 
11627, 7500 Block of Mocking Bird Rpad, from "R-3" Multiple Family 
Residential District to "B-1" Business District; and Lot 71 and the 
southeast 364.6Stof Lot 70, NCB 11627, 7400 Block of Callaghan Road, 
from "R-3" Multiple Family Residential District .to "B-2" Business 
District. 

The "B-l"  zoning being located on the southeast side of Mocking Bird 
Road,.approximately 359.44' northeast of the intersection of Fred- 
ericksburg h a d  and Mocking Bird Road; having 244.17' on Mocking 
Bird Road with a depth of 75'. 

The "B-2" zoning being located on the northwest side of Callaghan 
Road, approximately 500' northeast of the intersection of Feedericks- 
burg Road and Callaghan Road; having 249.3' on Callaghan Road with a 
maximum depth of 521.65'. 

Me. Gene Camarqo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 
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After consideration, Mr. Billa made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
proper replatting is accomplished. Mr. Pyndus seconded the motion. 
On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the 
following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: 
Pyndus, Billa, Cisneros, Black, Hartman, Rohde, Teniente; NAYS: 
Nonei ABSENT: Nielsen, Cockrell. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 5 , 8 6 0  

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING OROINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS THE NORTHWEST 75' 
OF LOT 70, NCB 11627, 7500 BLOCK OF 
MOCKING BIRD ROAD, FROM "R-3" MULTIPLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-1" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT; AND LOT 71 AND THE 
SOUTHEAST 3 6 4 . 6 5 '  OF LOT 70, NCB 11627, 
7400 BLOCK OF CALLAGHAN ROAD, FROM "R-3" 
MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO 
"B-2" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT 
PROPER REPUTTING IS ACCOMFLISHED . 

26 .  CASE 6168 - to rezone Tract A and the northwest 59.34' of 
Lot 17, Block 1, MCB 14067, 9300Block of Wurzbach Road, from "0-1" 
Office District and "B-1" Business District to "B-2" Business 
District, located w e s t  of the cutback at the intersection of Bluemel 
Road and Wurzbach Road, being 313.08' northweat of said intersection 
on Bluemel Road and 172.27' southwest of said intersection on Wurz- 
bach Road, having a total frontage of 59.34' on Blueme1 Road and 
10-4.35' on Wurzbach Road. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
-posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. BilLa made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning Comission he approved, provided that 
proper platting is accomplished and that a six foot solid screen 
fence is erected and maintained on the southwest and northwest lines 
of the "B-2" area and that a non-access easement is imposed on the 
~outhwest an6 northwest lines of the "8-2" area. Mr. Hartman seconded 
the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of 
the followins Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus, 
Billa, Cisneros, Black, Hartman, Rohde, Teniente, Nielsen; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Nielsen, Cockrell. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,861 

WEhDING CHhPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS TRACT A, AND THE 
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NORTHWEST 59.34' OF LOT 17, BLOCK 1, 
NCB 14067, 9300 BLOCK OF WURZBACH ROAD, 
FROM "0-1" OFFICE DISTRICT AND "B-1" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING 
IS ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID 
SCREEN FENCE IS ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ON 
THE SOUTHWEST AND NORTHWEST LINES OF THE 
"13-2" AREA AND THAT A NON-ECCESS EASEMENT 
IS IMPOSED ON THE SOUTHWEST AND NORTHWEST 
LINES OF THE " B - 2 "  AREA. 



75-62 Mayor Cockrel l  returned t o  t h e  meeting and pres ided.  

- - - 

2 7 .  CASE 6 2 2 3  - t o  rezone a 6.6545 ac r e  t r a c t  of land ou t  o f  
NCB 12174, being f u r t h e r  descr ibed by f i e l d  notes  f i l e d  i n  t he  o f f i c e  
of t h e  Ci ty  Clerk,  from "A" Single  Family Res iden t ia l  D i s t r i c t  t o  
"B-2" Business Distr ict ;  and a 19.9491 acre t r a c t  of land o u t  of NCB 
12174, being f u r t h e r  described by f i e l d  notes  f i l e d  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  of 
t h e  Ci ty  Clerk,  from "A"  Single  Family Res iden t ia l  Distr ict  t o  "B-3"  
Business D i s t r i c t .  

Subjec t  p r o p e r t i e s  are loca ted  on t h e  e a s t  s i d e  of Holbrook Road, 
being 590' northwest of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Ritt iman Road and Hol- 
brook Road, having a t o t a l  of 1751.27' on Holbrook Road and a rnaxhum 
depth  of approximately 1 1 0 0 ' .  The "B-2" zoning being on t h e  e a s t e r n  
150'  and t h e  "B-3"  zoning on the  remaining port ion.  

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained th& pra- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
t h e  Ci ty  Council. 

M r .  W i l l i a m  N.  Gramil l ion,  4234 Bloomdale, appeared before 
t h e  Council and requested t h a t  t h e  hear ing  of t h i s  Case be postponed. 
H e  said t h a t  he had no t  been n o t i f i e d  of t h i s  hear ing  and was un- 
prepared. 

M r .  Camargo s a i d  t h a t  no t i ce s  were mailed ou t  a s  requi red  
t o  a l l  proper ty  owners wi th in  200 '  of subject property. M r .  Gremillion 
l i v e s  o u t s i d e  t h e  200' l i m i t  and was not  n o t i f i e d .  

Af te r  d i scuss ion ,  M r .  Cisneros moved t h a t  t h e  hear ing  of 
Case 6223 be postponed. The motion was seconded by M r .  Pyndus and 
on t h e  fol lowing r o l l  c a l l  vo te ,  t h e  motion f a i l e d  t o  ca r ry :  AYES: 
Pyndus, Cisneros;  NAYS: Black, Hartman, Rohde, Teniente,  CockrelL; 
ABSENT: B i l l a ,  Nielsen. 

Mayor Cockrel l  asked t h a t  t h e  hearing proceed. 

M r .  Ralph Bender, Planning Consultant ,  s a i d  that: he repre- 
s e n t e d  t h e  app l i can t ,  M s .  Maurine Alexander who had f i l e d  t h e  app l i ca t i on  
f o r  D r .  and Mrs. George Marin. The proper ty  being considered i s  t h e  
h i s t o r i c  Salado Creek B a t t l e f i e l d .  There a r e  a number of very o ld  
bui ld ings  on t he  s i t e  inc luding t h e  Park Street Mansion. D r .  and M r s .  
Marin have r e s to r ed  t h e  mansion and M r .  Bender had a c o l o r  photograph 
to  show i t s  p r e sen t  condi t ion .  H e  s a i d  t h a t  they wish t o  develop t h e  
a rea  t o  r e t a i n  t h i s  same atmosphere t h a t  it had wi th  t h e  o ld  bui ld ings .  
The bu i ld ings  would be res to red  and they would inc lude  a c a r r i a g e  house, 
barn,  some smal le r  bu i ld ings ,  a water  tank and a windmill. There w i l l  
a l s o  be a c l u s t e r e d  k n o l l ,  and it w i l l  be a v i l l a g e  type development 
f o r  small  shops, a r t  g a l l e r i e s ,  and a l s o  a r e s t au ran t .  M r .  Bender 
s a i d  t h a t  t h i s  would be a very unique development and c e r t a i n l y  would 
be an a s s e t  t o  t h e  area.  

M r .  Dow Pa t te r son ,  Arch i tec t ,  displayed a s i t e  plan  showing 
t h e  e x i s t i n g  bu i ld ings ,  trees, and creeks.  H e  had a ske tch  showing 
the way t h e  bu i ld ings  would look a f t e r  being r e s to r ed  and r e h a b i l i t a t e d .  

M r .  Bender s a id  t h a t  h i s  o r i g i n a l  reques t  had been f o r  "B-3" 
zoning and l a t e r  had been changed t o  t h e  p resen t  reques t  f a r  a com- 
b ina t i on  of "B-3"  and "B-2" a s  a compromise with t h e  neighbors.  
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Mr. William M. Gremillion stated that he represented the 
residents in the area and wanted to retain the residential character 
of the neighborhood. He objected to any "B-3" zoning and said that 
the 150' " B - 2 "  strip should be wider. He also asked that a non- 
access easement be placed on Judivan Drive and Bloomdale Drive. 

Ms. Patricia Osborne, Historic Preservation Planner of 
the Buiiding and Planning Administration Department, said that this 
Salado Creek Battlefield is very historical and is in the flood plain 
as described by the Corps of Engineers. The development plan as 
proposed would protect the site for historical purposes. 

Mr. Bender said that as a further protection to the 
neighborhood his client would be willing to accept a PUD desiq- 
nation if the Council felt it necessary. However, he asked that 
replatting not be required as it will be almost impossible to 
dcvelop this site i f  replatting were necessary. This is because 
of the fact that it is in the flood plain. 

Mr. Cmargo said that staff would not recommend waiving 
of the replatting at this time. Instead, he said that Mr. Bender 
could appeal to the Board of Adjustment for relief. 

After consideration, Mr. Pyndus mtrved that the recommenda- 
tion of the Planning Commission be approved and that the property 
be rezoned, provided, however, that it be placed under a PUD classi- 
fication and also provided that proper platting is accomplished, that 
a s i x  foot solid screen fence is erected and maintained adjacent to 
the single family residences and that a non-access easemenk be imposed 
on Judivan Drive and Bloomdale Drive. Mr. Cisneros seconded the motion. 
On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following 
Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Pyndus, Billa, 
Cisneros, Black, Hartman, Rohde, Teniente, CockrelL; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Nielsen. 

AN ORDINANCE 45,862 

AMENDING CHWTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE c I m  OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 6.6545 ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND OUT OF NCB 12174, BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 1100 BLOCK 
OF HOLBROOK ROAD, FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY . 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO PUD-1(B-2) 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT BUSINESS DISTRICT; 
AND A 19.9491 ACRE TRXT OF LAND OUT OF 
NCB 12174, BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY 
FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE 
CITY CLERK, 1100 BLOCK OF HOLBROOK 
ROAD, FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO PUD-1 (B-3) PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING IS ACCOM- 
PLISHED. THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN 
FENCE IS ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ADJACENT 
TO THE SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCES AND THAT 
A NON-ACCESS EAS-NT BE IMPOSED ON 
JUDIVPrN DRIVE AND BLOOMDAlE'DRIVE. 
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ZONING CASE NO. 6207 
HEARD OCTOBER 16, 1975 

MR. GENE C m 9 G O :  This is Case No. 6207, the request of Harry 
Jewett and Associates. There are two changes being requested in 
this Case. The first, from Temporary "R-1" Sinqle Family to "P-1" 
which is a Planned Unit Development designation, "-3" Multiple 
Family an 22.5 acres o f  land. 

The next change being requested is from Temporary "R-1" 
Single Family Residential to "P-l", again a PUD designation, "B-2" 
Business Classification on 129 acres of land, both being out of 
NCB 15673. 

On the 20th of August, 1975, the Planning Commission 
recommended approval of the zoning before you and further recommended 
that the property be properly platted and a six foot solid screen 
fence be erected adjacent to the single family development that lies 
south of the "R-3" request. 

There were 29 notices mailed to the adjacent property 
owners. There were six notices returned in opposition, one notice 
returned in favor. I might mention that the property in question 
is on theEdwards Aquifer Recharge Zone and by designating it a 
Planned Unit development, it would come under review at a public 
hearing before the Planning and Zoning Commission. 

MAYOR LILA COCKRELL: All right, there is opposition in this 
Case, and we will call first on the proponents. 1 remind everyone 
that each side will have ,a total of 30 minutes, no one speaker may 
take more than five. So, go ahead. That does not include time for 
questioning by Council members, of course. 

MR. HARRY JEWETT: My name is Harry Jewett. My address is 1800 
Northeast Loop 410. I'm a Planning Consultant and represent the 
Barshop-Kaplan Industries. They are owners of this piece of property 
at the southeast corner of Hwy. 281 and F. M. 1604. I have some 
exhibits here I'd like to show you that better illustrate by color 
the zoning being asked for and also designates the entire limits of 
the piece of property. We have against us on a portion of this pro- 
perty existing single family subdivision. This single family sub- 
division has behind it an undeveloped but platted alley and as was 
read by Mr. Camargo's synopsis of the Planning Commission's request 
on the approval that we were given that w e  would along this "R-3" 
configuration have solid screen fencing. 

Also as part of the property outlined here in yellow we are 
leaving this piece in "R-1" Temporary to develop a single family sub- 
division in this particular approximate seven acre tract. As you can 
see these streets from existing subdivision stubs out presently in 
dead end i ~ t o  our client's property. It is our proposal to build 
cul-de-sacs off o f  those to extend this existing neighborhood and, 
therefore, cut off any means of access from this existing single 
family neighborhood to any develapment beyond the north side of this. 

There's another street stubbed out over here, however, it 
goes into another piece of property that is not owned by our clients 
and i s  not part of this existing single family subidivision. In all 
probability there would be some street connection through here some 
other time. 
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Also this property i s  split in half. The designation in 
here is really not a street at this point in time, however, it is a 
60 foot piece of land owned by some people to the east of this pro- 
perty. Of course,' this will be dedicated for a street, but it 
divides this property and our clients have no control over the loca- 
tion of this particular strip. 

I think it's important to illustrate to you the existing 
single family pattern and how this single family pattern would be 
carried on. This particular location is down in this extreme cor- 
ner. These lots shown in white are developed presently with this 
alley that goes along behind it that it's platted, however, not 
developed. It beinq our intention to go ahead and develop the 
remaining portion of this particular area, this seven acres in single 
family. 

This gives us an idea of the type of site plan we're talking 
about. We would have in "R-3" zoning an apartment type installation 
that would back up and face into a comercial mall that would be 
centered by four major tenants. These four anchor type tenants which 
our clients have already been in conference with on proposed leases 
at this particular location would anchor tenants that would house a 
mall. The scale of something like this as initially proposed would be 
probably on the order o f  about twice the size of the existing North 
Star Mall to give you some idea of the proportion that we're talking 
about. Over on the other piece of "5-2" property we're talking 
about a smaller type of convenience center and the possibility of a 
neighborhood type bank that might be located at such an installation. 
I'd like to pass this around so you can get a better look at this 

. . particular plan. 

I think one of the important things to point out to the 
Council is that in our presentation before the Planning Commission 
we mentioned, of course, we're going for a Planned Unit Development 
in conjunction with the zoning which, of course, allows for another 
public hearing before the Planning Commission before any development 
takes place. As you know, we already come under the overlay zoning 
beaause of the recharge and we come under the Texas Water Quality 
Board Edwards Order. So, we feel that there are ample protections 
beinq made that have been both through the state and the local level 
to guarantee the type of development that actually takes place here 
will meet all of this type of criteria. It is our client's desire 
to fulfill and meet all of those obligations before any type of 
development would take place. 

So,'the point we're at today is we're at first base on 
probably a 12 base plateau that we will have to go through before 
anything will ever happen on this piece of property. Of course, 
we're aware of the recharge situation, we're aware that we have the 
PUD designation, we're aware of the solid screen backing up to the 
single family. We're provided for no access into this center by 
additional single family development. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: The bell has rung, so I do need to call time. 

MR.. JEWETT : Fine. I'll conclude, and I'll answer any questions. 
Thank you. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: All r.ight, are there any questions? Mr. Pyndus. 

MR. PHIL PYNDUS: Mr. Jewett, you mention the road running through 
the property, and you said you had no control of that road that is 60 
feet side. 
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MR. JEWETT: Yes, sir, i t ' s  r e a l l y  no t  a  road. I t ' s  a  p iece  of 
p r o p e r t y ,  j u s t  a  60  f o o t  s t r i p  of proper ty  owned by t h e  S t r aus s  
family t h a t  has t h e  proper ty  east of the re .  

MR. PYNDUS : ALL r i g h t ,  s i r .  Is it set  so t h a t  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  
t h a t  you've given it i s  accura te  on your drawing? 

MR. JEWETT: Yes, sir .  

MR. PYNDUS: Do you plan t o  make a  road ou t  of i t ?  

MR. JEWETT: N o ,  s i r ,  t h e  o t h e r  people w i l l .  

MR. PYNDUS: They w i l l  make a road ou t  of it, and you ' re  no t  
concerned wi th  having t h a t  run through your property? 

MR. JEWETT; W e l l ,  we're concerned, b u t  w e  c a n ' t  do anything - 
about it, sir .  

MR. PYNDUS : I see. 

DR. HENRY C I S E R O S  : You i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h i s  i s  about  twiee t h e  
s i z e  of t h e  p resen t  North S t a r  Mall complex? That would probably 
make it t h e  l a r g e s t  p iece  of development t h a t  t h i s  Council w i l l  be 
approving over  t h e  Edwards Aquifer ,  is  t h a t  not  c o r r e c t ?  

MR. , S E F T T  : Y e s ,  sir, a t  t h i s  t ime,  yes ,  sir. 

DR. CISNEROS : What i s  your ent imation of the number of persons 
who w i l l  be served, say  on a d a i l y  'basis, by shopping complex this 
s i z e ?  D o  you have any f i gu re s?  

MR. JEWETT: No, s i r ,  we  have no t  made any p ro j ec t i ons  along t h a t  
l i n e ,  bu t . . . . . . .  

D R .  CISNEROS: Neither day nor week nos month nor....... 

MR. JEWETT: N o ,  d e t a i l e d  p ro j ec t i ons  of t h i s  type  w i l l  have t o  be 
made and submitted t o  t h e  Environmental P ro tec t ion  Agency because w e  
fall under t h e  des ignat ion  by having a  major shopping center t h a t  w e  
would have t o  get approval of t h e  amount of parking, parking t o  l and  
r a t i o n . . . . . . .  

DR. CISNEROS : That ' s  what I was leading t o ,  an i nd i ca t i on  of how 
many persons would be served would i n d i c a t e  how many c a r s  would be on 
a l o t ,  you d o n ' t  have any information on t h a t ?  

MR. JEWETT: N o ,  w e  have no t  proceeded t o  t h a t  po in t  yet. 

DR. CISNEROS : But, you have a l l oca t ed  a  c e r t a i n  number of parking 
spaces? 

MR. JEWETT: Yes, parking spaces i n  confomance with t h e  e x i s t i n g  
regu la t ions  t o  this s i z e  of square footage of proposed bui ld ing.  

DR.  CLSNEROS : The square footage ---- r a t h e r  t h e  number of parking 
spaces is? 

MR. JEWETT: T h e  - I c a n ' t  r e c a l l  t he  r a t i o n  they were t a lk ing  about 
1 .5  m i l l i on  sqaare  f e e t ,  and I th ink t h a t ' s  1 t o  200 .  
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DR. CISNEROS : Okay, now t h a t ' s  an awful l o t  of acreage of paved 
land.  So you have any idea  how much of t h e  acreage t o t a l  117 ac r e s  
on t h e  "8-2" would be paved land as  opposed t o  bu i ld ings  and so  f o r t h ?  

MR. JEWETT: I t h ink  what w e ' r e  going t o  f i n d ,  w e  haven ' t  been 
through t h i s  s o  w e  r e a l l y  don't have any background i n  it, t h e  Environ- 
mental P ro tec t ion  Agency i n  t h e  p a s t  has Looked a t  s i t u a t i o n s  l i k e  t h i s  
where you have t o  provide a balance of open space wi th  paved a r ea  and 
t h e n  you have t o ,  of course ,  being on t h i s  recharge a r ea ,  w e  have t o  
t a k e  ca re  of su r f ace  drainage i n  a  p a r t i c u l a r  way t o  s a t i s f y  t h a t .  

DR. CISNEROS : Right ,  t h a t ' s  exac t l y  what I ' m  leading t o .  With 
r e spec t  t o  t h e  dra inage  provis ions .  The Texas Water Q u a l i t y  Board 
Order i s  very unspec i f i c  with r e spec t  t o  drainage p rov i s ions ,  and I ' m  
wondering what - how you envision providing f o r  dra inage ,  number one 
and l e t ' s  d e a l  wi th  t h a t .  

MR. JEWETT: A l l  r i g h t ,  f i n e .  I th ink  what we're - f i r s t  of a l l ,  
t h e  th ing  t h a t  w e ' r e  going t o  be faced wi th  i s  exac t l y  t h e  balance of 
parking versus  land a r e a  t h a t  w e  w i l l  have t o  submit t o  t h e  Environ- 
mental P ro t ec t i on  Agency. Now, t h i s  i s  going t o  set  o u t  a g r e a t  dea l  
of open space. W e  may be t a l k i n g  about something t h a t  w e  c a n ' t  exac t l y  
g e t  on t h i s  p iece  o f  proper ty  r i g h t  now. W e ' l l  probably have t o  s c a l e  
t h i s  thing down a f t e r  they have given some reviews t o  it. Now, the . . . . .  

DR. CISNEROS: But you haven ' t  talked about dra inage  y e t ?  .- 

MR. JEWETT: Right. The drainage s i t u a t i o n  - it is my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
Of t h e  Water Q u a l i t y  Board A c t  t h a t  you w i l l  t r y  t o  g e t  t h e  water o f f  of 
t h e  recharge zone before  it could permeate back down. Now, t h i s  could 
be done through l i n e d  channels and storm sewers. W e  have proposed t o  
do t h i s .  

DR. CISNEROS: That ' s  what you envis ion  a t  t h e  moment? 

MR. JEWETT: Y e s .  

DR. CISNEROS: The Texas Water Q u a l i t y  Board, i n  a l l  t h e  d i scuss ions  
t h a t  we've had, i s  no tor ious ly  unspec i f i c  wi th  r e spec t  t o  drainage.  
Therefore,  it f a l l s  t o  t h e  developer a t  t h i s  moment because no govern- 
menta l  body has developed s p e c i f i c  dra inage  regu la t ions  t o  provide for 
drainage.  The sum t o t a l  of your provis ions  f o r  dra inage  are l i n e d  
channels? Is t h a t  c o r r e c t ?  

MR. JEWETT: Lined channels and storm sewers, yes ,  sir. 

MR. GLEN HARTNAN: M r .  J e w e t t ,  what s o r t  of a t i m e  f rameado you 
fo r e see  as  t h i s  development i s  t ak ing  p lace?  

MR. J m T T :  I th ink  w e ' r e  t a l k i n g  about ,  j u s t  from a s tandpoin t  
of t h e  admin i s t ra t ive  reviews, probably two years  be fore  they could 
ever be any - even a c l e a r  c u t  plan. 

MR. HARTMAN: So, would it be accura te  t o  conclude t h a t  you're  
proposing the development of a  reg iona l  shopping c e n t e r ,  and you 
d o n ' t  r e a l l y  know what t h e  region i s  y e t ?  

MR. JEhTETT: Tha t ' s  exactly r i g h t ,  yes, sir. 

MR. HARTMAN: Which i s  somewhat o u t  of t h e  ordinary .  I mean, 
normally,  you develop a reg iona l  shopping c e n t e r  t o  se rve  a  region 
r a t h e r  than bu i ld ing  a shopping center and wai t ing  f o r  t h e  region 
to grow up around it. I mean I....... 
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MR. JEWETT: W e l l ,  we're s t a r t i n g  off  wi th ,  of course,  some a n t i c i -  
pa t i on  as t o  what t h i s  e x i s t i n g  region w i l l  develop i n t o  and, of course ,  
w i t h  t h e  Water Q u a l i t y  Board Order t h a t  w e  p resen t ly  have, t h e  Edwards 
Overlay Zoning type  th ing s i n c e  a l l  t h i s  s t u f f  has j u s t  taken place i n  
t h e  r ecen t  p a s t ,  w e  d o n ' t  have a c l e a r  c u t  i dea  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  i n  time 
exac t l y  how t h i s  i s  going t o  a f f e c t  t h i s  s tock.  This p i ece  of proper ty  
has  been owned by t h e s e  ind iv idua l s  f o r  15 years  and they have been 
th ink ing  about t h i s  t h ing  f o r  a long time. Maybe i t ' s  t o  t h e i r  d i s -  
advantage t h a t  they have j u s t  now brought it t o  be zoned. 

MR. HARTMAN: W e l l ,  i n  terms of t h e  - i n  o t h e r  words, t h e  b a s i s  of 
zoninq a p i ece  - a p a r t i c u l a r  property i s  t h e  h ighes t  and b e s t  p r e sen t  
use i s n ' t  t h i s  c o r r e c t ?  So, when w e  pu t  t h e  word p resen t  i n  t he r e ,  
t h a t ' s  t h e  t h i n g  t h a t  I guess 1 have d i f f i c u l t y  comprehending i n  v i e w  
of the. . . . . . .  

MR. JEWETT: Well, I th ink  what w e  need to th ink about is t h a t  w e ' r e  
asking f o r ' a  "B-2" des ignat ion ,  and w e  have suggested a reg iona l  type 
mall.  The complicat ions may be such t h a t  through t h e  reviews wi th  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  Environmental P ro tec t ion  Agency, it w i l l  become un- 
f e a s i b l e  t o  do  something l i k e  t h i s .  However, w e  do f e e l  t h a t  t h i s  is 
s t i l l  a "8-2" p iece  of proper ty  loca ted  a t  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of two 
major a r t e r i a l s ,  t h a t  being 1604 and 281. 

MR. HARTMAN : Extending somewhat eastward from t h a t  i n t e r s e c t i o n  
along 16047 

MR. JEWETT: Y e s ,  s i r ,  and s i d i n g  t oo  some, 1 th ink  y o u ' l l  n o t i c e  t h e r e  
i s  some "B-3" proper ty  bes ides  too. 

NAYOR COCKRELL : A l l  r i g h t ,  a r e  t h e r e  o t h e r  quest ions? Y e s ,  R e v .  Black. 

REV. CLAUDE BLACK: I t  seems t o  m e  t h a t  my experience has  been- . tha t  
whenever a proposal  has been made of t h i s  magnitude of investment,  some- 
body has made a f e a s i b i l i t y  s tudy of t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of t h a t  k ind  of  
inveatment. I d o n ' t  f i n d  many p r o j e c t s  presented of magnitude i n  which 
t h e  i nd iv idua l s  a r e  no t  r e a l l y  s o r t  of pinned down, t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of 
t h e  r e s u l t  of t h a t  investment. Now, i n  doing t h i s  they a l s o  have some 
idea  of what kind of populat ion t h e y ' r e  going t o  have, what kind of use 
t h e y ' r e  going t o  have made of it, t h e  number of people t h a t  a r e  involved. 
So, t h e r e f o r e ,  I am a l i t t l e  shocked when % see a proposal  presented l i k e  
t h i s  t h a t  does not  c a r r y  wi th  it t h e  support ing evidence of t h a t  kind of 
s tudy.  NOW, this a l s o  d i s t u r b s  m e  because I have t h e  add i t i ona l  complex, 
and I am just giving you some idea  of how I am dis tu rbed  s o  t h a t  you can 
then  answer my - t h a t  you a r e  asking us t o  make a dec i s ion  on a proposal 
t h a t  may no t  o r  may happen and give  a zoning t h a t  could be then trans- 
f e r r e d  i n t o  some a l t oge the r  d i f f e r e n t  p r o j e c t  i n  an area t h a t  i s  regarded 
a s  c r i t i c a l .  Now, i f  you ' re  going t o  - I would no t  l i k e  for a doctor 
t o  come i n  t o  m e  if I ' m  on t h e  c r i t i c a l  l i s t  and t e l l  m e ,  w e l l ,  now, 
here i s  some medication we haven ' t  ever  t r i e d  it anywhere, we  don ' t  know 
whether to g e t  you w e l l  o r  n o t ,  but  we've go t  it a v a i l a b l e  he re  i n  a 
n i c e  l i t t l e  bottle, and we're going t o  g ive  it t o  you, you know. This 
would d i s t u r b  ne considerably.  Now, I f e e l  t h e  same way about t he  use  
of land.  

I th ink i f  you ' re  going t o  come i n  and make a reques t  f o r  
a p a r t i c u l a r  zoning over a c r i t i c a l  a rea  t h a t  one of t h e  ob l i ga t i ons  t h a t  
t h a t  you have a s  a developer i s  t o  be s p e c i f i c ,  d e f i n i t e .  Otherwise, 
w e  a r e  g iv ing a blank check i n  a c r i t i c a l  a r ea ,  and I th ink  I have an 
o b l i g a t i o n  no t  t o  give a blank check i n  a c r i t i c a l  area.  Now, and 
here I'm chal lenging you t o  say specifically what you ' re  going t o  do 
wi th  t h i s  and how you ' re  going t o  do it and what you propose t h e  u s e  
o f  it  w i l l  involve  because otherwise,  whi le  I might l i k e  t h e  proposal 
and th ink  you've go t  a b e a u t i f u l  proposal ,  a l l  those co lo r s  you've p u t  
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together. I'm still troubled because I don't know what you're going 
to do with it. Two years from now you can decide on many other things 
that fit that zoning that I would not agree with. I would rather think, 
Madam Mayor, that until we can get more specific information on a critical 
issue like this, it simply ought to be postponed and ask for additional 
information. 

MR. JEWETT: I think I'd first like to get Rev. Black's doctor's name 
first of all, if I may. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Let me make this observation. Our time is getting 
late. Was anyone else to speak for the proponents? 

M R .  JEWETT: Yes, madam. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: May I ask Mr. Jackson, what is the total time we 
have used. 

CLERK: The total we've used is 15 minutes. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : All right. Fine. Well, I just wanted to give this 
Council and the proponents kind of a time situation. 

MR. BOB BILLA: Mayor, I want to say something if I may. I think I 
respect Rev. Black's judgment and statements, but I think this Council. 
made a commitment here ~ometime back that we were going to allow develop- 
ment over the Aquifer if certain guidelines were followed. We were 
always talking about planning, and I think this man has come in now and 
made an application with a reasonable plan for zoning even though he 
doesn't know what's going to develop there, but I think it would esta- 
blish the pattern out there and eliminate some of the problems that this 
Council has had by putting a business zoning next to residential zoning 
and that and make it possible really to develop the land in a better 
fashion. I don't see anything wrong with coming in for a request Of 
this type and making it at this time because we have established guide- 
lines under which development could occur. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Mr. Hartman. 

MR. HARTMAN: I'd like to respond to the observation Mr. Billa has 
made. There's just something a bit contradictory about saying planning 
and then not knowing what it is going to be used for. That seems to 
neutralize the whole effort right there. Planning means that you do 
have the idea what it will be used for. 

MR. BILLA: He has a good idea what he wants to use it for. 

MR. H~RTMAN: Well, at this particular moment, but I still do not 
have any statistics as to what kind of volume of use or anything of 
this order even the region that it will serve, and I have real difficulty 
understanding how you can have a regional shopping center when you don't 
have a region yet. 

MR. JEWETT: Let me comment to some of these questions that have 
been raised. We're going through an area of administrative review 
that no one has been through before. This is untrod ground. I can't 
come up before you today and say that specifically we are going to be 
able to accomplish this project exactly as we have it laid out. We 
don't know what the final review the Texas Water Quality Board will 
take. There have been no cases at all of any magnitude before them at 
such t h e  as to even give us any indication o f  what they may or may not 
come Up with. And the same way with the Environmental protection Agency 
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W e  have never seen,  i n  this p a r t i c u l a r  a r ea ,  any p ro j ec t  of near t h i s  
type  of magnitude. For m e  t o  be more s p e c i f i c  a s  t o  what they w i l l .  do 
wi th  our p r o j e c t s ,  t h i s  i s  t h e  area  t h a t  I ' m  having t ~ o u b l e  wi th ,  M r .  
Hartman, because I th ink  we ' re  t r y ing  not t o  be s p e c i f i c  from t h e  
s tandpoint  t h a t  w e  don ' t  know what those  f i n a l  requirements a r e  going 
t o  be, and t h e r e ' s  been no proven ground t o  show US what they w i l l  be. 

MR. HARTMRN: Okay, I ' l l  gran t  t h a t  po in t ,  Harry, b u t  you know 
t h a t  t h e r e ' s  t h a t  uncer ta in ty  bu t  t h e r e c e r t a i n l y  i s  not  an uncer ta in ty  
wi th  regard t o  being ab l e  t o  p r o j e c t  what s o r t  oE use  w i l l  be made of a  
shopping c e n t e r  during X number of years .  Tha t ' s  t h e  po in t  t h a t  I th ink  
i s  incumbent upon you t o  p r o j e c t  and provide. 

MR. JEWETT: I do no t  have those f i gu re s  ava i lab le .  Probably t h e  
owner would have those  ava i lab le .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: D r .  Nielsen. 

DR. NIELSEN: To t h e  b e s t  of your knowledge, has any p a r t i c u l a r  
market a n a l y s i s ,  f e a s i b i l i t y  study been done, even i n  i ts  prel iminary 
s t ages  regarding t o . . . . . . .  

MR. JEWETT: I th ink  t h e  Barshop i n t e r e s t  has.  Y e s ,  sir,  I ' m  not: 
aware of it, yes ,  s ir ,  

DR. NIELSEN: So, a t  some po in t  armed wi th ,  suppose you g e t  t h e  
zoning, and a t  some you ' re  armed wi th  t h a t  ana ly s i s  and subsequent 
zoning and you ' re  going t o  have t o  go to...... 

MR. JEWETT: Come back t o  t h e  Planning C m i s s i o n ?  

DR. NIELSEN: Oh, yeah, but  I meant i n  t h e  l a r g e r  arena.  I f ,  because 
of a l o t  of unknowns t h i s  were  denied,  a t  l e a s t  i n  some degree because 
of drainage l e t ' s  say f o r  a major regional cen te r ,  what would you do? 
suppose you could work ou t  something f o r  about t h e  hal f  t h e  property; 
what would you have t o  do w i t h  t h e  o ther  h a l f ?  I mean n o t  what would 
you have to do, what could you poss ib ly  do under "8-2"? 

MR. JEWETT: Res iden t ia l ,  y e s ,  s i r .  That ' s  r i g h t .  

MR. BILLA: " B - 2 "  gives  him t h a t  f l e x i b i l i t y .  

MR. JEWETT: Now, we can go back. I th ink  w e ,  and w e  purposely 
d i d n ' t  ask for  a  "B-3"  f o r  ins tance ,  and t h e r e  a r e  a l o t  of - t h e r e  a r e  
a l o t  of "B-3"  type app l ica t ions  t h a t  neces sa r i l y  would f i t  i n t o  a  m a l l  
s i t u a t i o n .  I might a l s o  say t h a t  we're  t a lk ing  about from a marketing 
s tandpoint ,  having some people come i n t o  something l i k e  t h i s  t h a t  has 
p r e t t y  soph i s t i c a t ed  marketing c a p a b i l i t i e s  themselves. People l i k e  
Nieman-Marcus and the  Sakowitz people i n  Houston t h a t  have already 
ind ica ted  i n t e r e s t  i n  being i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  locat ion.  I don ' t  have 
t h e  b e n e f i t  of  t h e i r  ana ly s i s  of what t h e i r  p ro jec t ions  on a  p a r t i c u l a r  
l oca t i on  woule be. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: A l l  r i g h t ,  you mentioned s p e c i f i c  c l i e n t s ,  b u t  those 
c l i e n t s  could n o t  come i n  "D-2", could they? 

MR. JEWETT: Yes, madam. 

MR. BILLA:  Mayor, I would l i k e  t o  ask M r .  Jewett. I th ink  what 
you're  r e a l l y  saying i s  t h a t  you j u s t  want t o  be prepared f o r  what 's  
projec ted  o r  an t i c ipa t ed  i n  t h a t  a r e a  without  a - l o t  of complications .... 
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MR. JEWETT: Yes, I think the - from the zoning standpoint ....... 
MR. BXLIJL: That indicates planning to me to some degree. 

MR. JEWETT: We are asking for a reasonable request. And by that 
reasonable request that we are going to have to adhere to all of the 
regulations that are going to be imposed upon this piece of property, 
and we haven't been able to explore what a11 those are ,  just some. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: We have two more, Dr. Nielsen and Mr. Pyndus, 
and then w e  do want to allow time for the other speaker. We have 
used up twenty minutes of time. Dr. Nielsen. 

DR. NIELSEN: Harry, you do see the dilemma w e  have. When you 
think of a regional center there, you know, it does stretch the 
imagination. 

MR. 3EWETT: Yes, sir, it does. 

DR. NIELSEN: It boggles our minds a little bit to think of even 
the size of North Star or twice that big right now. And, granted, 
there's always a bit of speculation involved, good faith, trust, 
integrity in any kind venture when we grant a change in zoning. 
Have you projected because of that road situation, I don't know 
the legalities, but suppose that the owners to the right for some- 
other or whatever reason deny access to or whatever across that. 
Is there any way they can do that sort of thing? 

EfR. JEWETT: No, sir. No, they can't. It'd have to be dedicated 
as a public street. 

DR. NIELSEN: Would at some point ..... 
MR. JEWETT: But, we don't have any control in its Location. 

DR. NIELSEN: I know,.thatls what I'm saying, you have no control 
over it, but suppose they said no, we're not about to....... 

MR. JEWETT: We're going to hive to develop an additional interior 
circulation plan that would just Leave 60 foot strip. I think that's 
a pretty remote chance of happening because the plan that they have 
for their particular piece of property relies on getting back to 281 
through this collector street. 

DR. NIELSEN: Yeah, but it's only 60 feet. 

MR. JEWETT: The other thing that's ....... 
DR. NIELSEN: The other thing that is on our minds is the problems 
that we've got Out here south of North Star Mall. Even if you only 
get half of that 117 acres for a regional shopping center, that's too 
small a street. I don't know how the Planning Department ever would 
permit anything Like that. 

MR. JEhTTT: I think that type of thing, of course, we have always 
had the flexibility to dedicate more additional right-of-way. This 
was - this i s  where we get into PUD review on the thing. We would 
be submitting things that would be looking at traffic loading and 
that type of detail would come out during the PUD submittal. If it 
proved to be adequate well, we're talking about 86 f e e t  of right-of- 
way, and I think the Planning Commission would be asking for a deaiea- 
tion. 

NRYOR COCRRELL; M r .  Pyndus. T h i s  i s  the last question, and we're 
U0i1l.t~ hear from the other speaker. 



MR. PYN.  w 'b; I was wondering i f  w could ask a ques t ion  of 
We had an t i c ipa t ed  a master  p lan  over. t h e  Recharge Zone, and I assumed t h e  
master p lan  w i l l  t ake  i n t o  cons idera t ion  dens i ty .  And c e r t a i n l y  w i th  den- 
s i t y  t h i s  p r o j e c t  would have an e f f e c t .  I imagine t h e  f i r s t  p r o j e c t s  would 
have f i r s t  p r i o r i t y .  Now, as f a r  as t h e  Planning Department i s  concerned 
as f a r  as t h e  d e n s i t y  i n  t h a t  a rea  i s  concerned, what i s  your r e a c t i o n  to 
t h e  p r o j e c t  as proposed being placed the re?  From a dens i t y  s tandpoint?  
Over t h e  Recharge Zone? 

MR. CAMARGO: M r .  Pyndus, a l l  I can say t o  t h i s ,  i n  t h e  Ordinance t h a t  
t h e  counci l  j u s t  approved a couple of weeks ago, w e  d id  no t  address  our- 
s e l v e s  t o  dens i t y .  W e  w e r e  t a l k i n g  about usage, and I don ' t  know whether 
t h i s  master  p lan is supposed t o  be presented t o  the  Council by t h e  beginning 
of t h e  year  w i l l  address  i t s e l f  t o  dens i t y  and how it can, i f  we d i d  not  
address  it a t  t h e  t ime of t h e  over lay .  And a t  t h a t  t i m e  w e  d i d  no t .  The 
uses  a r e  permit ted. .  ... ... 
MAYOR COCKRELL: All r i g h t ,  a t  t h i s  t h e  w e  a r e  going t o  cal l  f o r  t he  
o t h e r  speaker.  A l l  r i g h t ,  now, t h e r e ' s  j u s t  six  minu te s  l e f t .  So you 

. . 
d iv ide  up t h e  t ime any way you wish. d 

MR. SAM BARSHOP: I am Sam Barshop. We're t a l k i n g  about something of g r e a t  
magnitude. There ' s  no ques t ion  about it. W e  w e r e  also involved i n  t h e  
development o f  t h e  North S t a r  M a l l  a rea .  The North S t a r  M a l l  area is  n o t  
a good development. I t ' s  congested. The t r a f f i c  i s  impossible  t o  g e t  i n  
and ou t  o f .  When we bought t h i s  p i ece  of land t h e  dream was t o  p u t  t h e  
i d e a l  r eg iona l  shopping cen t e r  without  congestion, without  two malls of t h e  
same s i z e  ac ros s  t h e  street  from each o ther .  Plan an one p i ece  of land. 
You do not  p u t  a 1.5 m i l l i o n  foo t  shopping cen t e r  toge ther  i n  six months. 
But you cannot  go t o  a major developer i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  and t a l k  t o  
him about pu t t i ng  a shopping cen t e r  toge ther  and do t h e  f e a s i b i l i t y  s tudy 
and do all. t h e  work t h a t  has t o  be done u n t i l  you have t h e  zoning. Ha is 
not  going t o  p u t  t h e  f r o n t  money up t o  do t h i s .  We are i n  conversat ion - 
with  two major shopping cen t e r  developers  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s .  On p l a t  
maps of t h e  C i t y  t h e r e  a r e  c e r t a i n  l o g i c a l  p laces  f o r  r eg iona l  shopping 
c e n t e r s  i n  t h i s  Ci ty .  We d o n ' t  want t h e  congestion. Tha t ' s  why w e  he ld  
t h i s  p iece  of land i n t a c t .  We've had oppo r tun i t i e s  t o  se l l  small  p i ece s  
off a t  very good p r o f i t ,  corners ,  t h i s  p iece ,  t h a t  piece.  W e  have held  
it toge ther  because h i s t o r y  has shown us what happened a t  North Star Mall. 
W e  developed a thousand ac r e s  a t  North S t a r  Mall, and it was haphazard. 
It was a piece here  and a p iece  t h e r e  with no planning at a l l .  N o  thought 
of t h e  f u t u r e .  This w i l l  be on a t r a c t  of land wi th  adequate parking.  W e  
are going t o  preserve  t h e  na tu r e  and t h e  beauty of t h e  a rea .  We are going 
t o ,  so  t o  speak, waste a l i t t l e  l and ,  and it is  no t  waste as far as  I am 
concerned. W e  are going t o  leave  trees i n .  W e  a r e  going t o  t r y  t o  develop 
t h e  f i n e s t  m a l l  i n  t h e  South o r  Southwest. We cannot develop t h i s  mall. 
un less  w e  have zoning and i f  w e  d o n ' t  have zoning w e  c a n ' t  have a developer 
come down here  and spend t h e  many hundreds of thousands of d o l l a r s  t h a t  it 
t akes  t o  do a p lan ,  to  do a f e a s i b i l i t y  study. I t  i s  whether t h e  car is 
before  t h e  horse  o r  t h e  horse before t h e  c a r t .  W e  a r e  no t  going t o  develop 
i t  because w e  are no t  p rofess iona l  developers  of major r eg iona l  shopping 
cen t e r s .  This i s  a bus iness  a l l  i t s  own. W e  are i n  c o n t a c t  with two o r  
t h r e e  major developers  one of whom i s  bui ld ing a major shopping c e n t e r  
i n  San Antonio who t e l l s  us t h a t  t h i s  i s  t h e  s p o t  f o r  a reg iona l  m a l l  
and t h e  one o t h e r  spo t  i s  a t  t he  corner  of I. H .  1 0  and F.  M. 1604. Now, 
i f  you want planned development, i f  you want q u a l i t y  product  l e t  us plan 
it. Give u s  the oppor tuni ty  t o  go ou t  t he r e  and see what w e  can do wi th  
t h i s  proper ty .  We a r e  going t o  havemore r e s t r i c t i o n s ,  w e  a r e  going to  
have more burcens put  on us than anyone i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of San Antonio t o  
bu i l d  a r eg iona l  mall .  We a r e  no t  chopping t h e  land up. W e  a r e  hopeful ly  
going t o  p lan  something t h a t  i s  b e a u t i f u l  and something t h a t  i s  good f o r  
San Antonio, something t h a t  w i l l  pu t  t axes  on t h e  r o l l s .  

MAYOR COCKRELL : A l l  r i g h t ,  f i ne .  The o t h e r  speaker. 
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I.1R. S'l'PdiEY ROSE:UEERG: - -- I a m  S t a n l e y  Rosenherg. I would just l i k e  
t o  p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n s  have a l r e a r ~ y  been p l a c e d  on what 
you can do o v e r  t h e  r e c h a r g e  zone. W e  have been througll  t h i s  f o r  t h e  
p a s t  two y e a r s .  We have  had committees and t a s k  f o r c e s  and sub- 
cormli t tees  o f  t h e  c o r m i t t e e s  anci m i n o r i t y  r e p o r t s  and hPA's anu  they 
c a n ' t  Go any tn ing  t h a t  would enaanger  t h e  a r e a .  They must fo l low 
t h o s e  r u l e s  and r e g u l a t i o n s .  You c a n ' t  do any th ing  ove r  t h e  a r e a  
w i t h o u t  env i ronmenta l  impact  s t a t e m e n t ,  which t h e y  w i l l  have t o  g e t .  
l'lle Environmental  P r o t e c t i o n  Agency i s  abou t  probably t o  take 
j u r i s u i c t i o n  s o  t h a t  would be  a n o t h e r  one. So t h e s e  people  have to 
s t a r t  i n  t h i s  p l a c e .  

I ' d  a l s o  l i k e  t o  p o i n t  o u t  one more t h i n g .  There was j u s t  
an e d i t o r i a l  t h a t  appeared  i n  t h e  Express  & News j u s t  t h e  day b e f o r e  
y e s t e r d a y  end it says San An ton in ' s  g r e a t e s t  problem f o r  i t s  c i t i z e n s  
i s  f u l l  employment, "how t o  a t t r a c t  v e n t u r e  c a p i t a l  f o r  San Antonio" .  
we have no v e n t u r e  c a p i t a l .  Here i s  one s c u r c e  o f  v e n t u r e  c a p i t a l  for 
San Antonio,  the Uarshop i n t e r e s t s .  They own La Q u i n t a .  I t  i s  veins 
on t h e  American S tock  Exchange. One thousand ,  f o u r  hundreri e m ~ l o y e e s ,  
one of San An ton io ' s  l a r g e s t  i n d u s t r i e s .  They have owned t h i s  p l a n t  
f o r  15 y e a r s .  We've g o t  t h e  ven tu re  c a p i t a l  i n  t h i s  group.  They ' r e  
n o t  5oir.g t o  do any th ing  improper.  T h i s  i s  s t e p  one  f o r  then! t o  g e t  
s t a r t e d .  Remember, a n y t h i n g  they do  has t o  come b e f o r e  PUD. They 
a q r e e d  t o  a P U D  when t h e y  appeared before the Zoning C o m i s s i o n .  So 
w e  r e a l l y  b e l i e v e  f o r  a l l  o f  these r e a s o n s  t h e  r e q u e s t  i s  a r ea sonab le  
one and  w i l l  b e  one t h a t  w i l l  b e n e f i t  t h e  a r e a  and c e r t a i n l y  n o t  
d e t r a c t  from San Antonio o u r  s o u r c e  o f  w a t e r  o r  any th ing  else. Thank 
you. 

YiYOR COCKRELL : -- F i n e ,  thank you very much. I'd l i k e  t o  p o i n t  o u t  
t o  the Counci l  t h e r e  are s i x  o p p o s i t i o n  s p e a k e r s  and t h a t  w i l l  t a k e  
a f u l l  30 minu te s ,  s o  i f  w e  can j u s t  h o l d  any f u r t h e r  q u e s t i o n s  until 
w e  g e t  th rouqh  with t h e  o p p o s i t i o n ,  t h e n  w e  can wrap up and g e t  the 
f i n a l  q u e s t i o n s .  A l l  r i g h t ,  t h e  f i r s t  s p e a k e r ,  and I'm no t  s u r e  i f  
t h i s  i s  E r r o l  o r  C a r l  W. Wall. 1 c o u l d n ' t  r e a d  t h e  w r i t i n g .  

MR. LRROL W. WALL: 1t is E r r o l .  I l i v e  a t  1813 Parkhaven i n  t h e  
O a k  Haven S u b d i v i s i o n  immediately a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e  s o u t h  p o r t i o n  o f  
t h e  proposed development. The a r e a  of Oak Haven i s  a f a i r l y  o l d  
development. It w a s  developed,  o r i g i n a l l y  l a id  o u t  abou t  1958 .  The 
a r e a  cons is t s  o f  home i n  t h e  g e n e r a l  p r i c e  r ange  o f  $40,000 t o  $60,000 
homes. The streets i n  t h e  a r e a  a r e  n o t  curbed.  I t ' s  more of  a coun t ry  
s e t t i n g  you c o u l d  s a y .  W e  have  no major  d r a i n a g e  ditches i n  the area 
o t h e r  t han  t h e  n a t u r a l  d r a i n a g e .  W e  have an abundance o f  oak trees i n  
t h e  a r e a .  Our major  d r a i n a g e ,  i f  I might  p o i n t  o u t ,  from t h i s  p i e c e  
of p r o p e r t y  goes th rough  t h e  s u b d i v i s i o n  here th rough  an open d r a i n .  
I t  goes  f r o m  a h i g h  p o i n t  a t  approximate ly  t h e  middle  o f  the proposed 
shopping ma11 w i t h  a b o u t  a LOO f o o t  d rop  i n  e l e v a t i o n  to t h e  l o w e s t  
p a r k  of the Oak Haven or* which i s  immediate ly  s o u t h  o f  Oak 
Haven, which would create a problem w i t h  runof f  w a t e r  go ing  r i g h t  th rough  
some of t h e  r e s i d e n c e s  p r a c t i c a l l y  t h a t  a re  r i g h t  there. L e t  m e  s h o w  
you on this map, i f  I might .  this is a l a y o u t  o f  t h e  Oak Haven and t h e  

area. Thi s  open d r a i n ,  which i s  no t  shown e x c e p t  on a p o r t i o n  
o f  t h i s  map r i g h t  h e r e .  I t  r u n s  down through  t h e  s u b d i v i s i o n  down to  
the  lower p a r t  where i t ' s  jo ined  w i t h  Thousand O a k s  but t h e  d r o p  i n  
e l e v a t i o n  comes from approximate ly  t h i s  p o i n t  on down through  h e r e  a l l  
the way down t o  h e r e .  W e  feel  it w i l l  c r e a t e  q u i t e  a problem w i t h  
s u r f a c e  r u n o f f .  W e  do f e e l  t h a t  t h e  s o u t h e r n  p a r t  of t h e  proposed " R - 3 "  
Would b e  better used if it  w e r e  t o  be used a s  "R-L" w i t h  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
and a t  this t i m e  f would l i k e  t o  l e a v e  you w i t h  t h a t  thought .  

MAYOR COCXRELL: Thank you. 

W O R  PRO-TEM TFXIENTE: May I a s k  one  q u e s t i o n ?  

MAY OR COCKR3LL : Yes. T h e r e ' s  a q u e s t i o n .  

MAYOR PRO-TEM TENIENTE: E r r o l ,  y o u ' r e  n o t  so much opposed t o  what  
1 s  classifieu as "B-2" as much as perhaps  want ing  a l i t t l e  more "R-1" 
back o f  the Parkhaven r e s i d e n t s ?  
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M R .  WALL: iie r e a l i z e  t h a t  the proposed "B-2" a rea  i s  a prime 
~ommerc ia l  p i ece  of proper ty  and we r e a l l y  d o n ' t  be l i eve  it woul6 be  
of any - it would n o t  be de t r imenta l  except  i n  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  it's 
going t o  have t o  have some plan  for drainage o f f  of it because the 
drainage  w i l l  go r i g h t  through t h e  subdivis ion  there. We be l i eve  tha t  
t h a t  "8 -2"  is probably going t o  be i n e v i t a b l e  b u t  w e  would l i k e  t o  
b u f f e r  our proper ty  a l i t t l e  more wi th  r e s i d e n t i a l  r a t h e r  than apartments. 

MAYOR C O C K E L L  : Thank you. David J. Andrews. 

MR. DAVID J. A23RZWS: Mayor Cockre l l ,  members of t h e  Council ,  my 
name i s  David J. ~ n d r e w s ,  I: l i v e  a t  1806 Parkhaven. I t  seems t o  m e  
t h a t  what M r .  J ewet t   had^ proposed here  today, beyond j u s t  s t agge r ing  
t h e  imagination even though w e  d o n ' t  know p rec i s e ly  what w i l l  occur  
t h e r e  o r  when Lyat w i l l  occur i s  r e a l l y  be ing proposed a s  a new 
neighbor f o r  O a k  Saven. Now, i f  you t ake  j u s t  what they lve yiven us 
today i n  terms of a t  i t s  face  value although w e  know no s p e c i f i c s ,  
although t he r e  a r e  no a v a i l a b l e  s t a t i s t i c s  on t h e  s i z e  of t h i s  o r  
even t h e  number of parking spaces t h a t  a r e  going t o  be involved,  i f  
you simply t ake  what i s  now being proposed as "R-3" and look a t  the 
dens i ty  t h a t  i s  projected by t h e  developers a t  t h e  Planning Commisgion, 
you can see ' t ha t  w e ' r e  t a l k i n g  about  30 u n i t s  p e r  acre .  A t  22 ac res  
of property,  t h a t ' s  over  600  fami l i es  t h a t ' s  going t o  be brought i n t o  
t h e  i m e d i a t e  Oak Eaven neighborhood. We th ink  t h a t  t h a t  is a s tagger ing  
f a c t o r  when we consider  that the Oak Haven neighborhood is  a q u i e t ,  
somewhat r u r a l  s e t t i n g .  ilost of us who have moved there d id  so t o  
g e t  away from t h e  apartment congestion, t h e  h igh  dens i ty  and w e  feel ' '  

t h a t  i t  would a l t e r  t h e  na tu r e  o f  our  community, t h e  environment: of 
ou r  community and w e  th ink t h a t  would d e f i n i t e l y  be  a problem. 

N o w ,  having made t h a t  po in t  I would l i k e  t o  sugges t  t o  you 
t h a t  the r e s idkq t s  of  Oak Haven i n  my juclgement are reasonable  people.  
We have made a t tempts  t o  s t r i k e  some reasonable compromise. I th ink 
a l l  of us who have moved i n t o  t h a t  a r e s  r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  
o f  1604 and San Pedro is a prime commercial p iece  of proper ty .  I f  
you look a t  t h e  way t n i s  Ci ty  has been growing, sooner o r  l a t e r  w i t h i n  
10 o r  1 5  years  t he r e  w i l l  be a need f o r  some commercial proper ty  zoning 
a t  t h a t  po in t .  however, S must admit t h a t  a l l  o f  u s  i n  O a k  Haven are 
simply s taggered by t h e  enormity of t h e  p r o j e c t  t h a t  i s  being suggested 
h e r e ,  twice t h e  s i z e  of Eiorkh Star Mall w i t h  no ind i ca t i on  o f  what's 
going t o  be on the o t h e r  s i d e  of San Pedro. I. suppose it could be some- 
t h i n g  b i c e  t h e  s i z e  of Cen t ra l  Park Mall and it boggles t h e  mind t o  
imagine t h e  k i n d  of congest ion t h a t  would occur i n  o u r  neighborhood, a 
q u i e t ,  peaceful  s e t t i n g a t  this poin t ,  the de t r imenta l  e f f e c t s  t h a t  
would occur. 

This neighborhood i s  one which I feel. i n  t h i s  a r e a  of the 
C i t y  should be maintained i n  i ts  p re sen t  state. 1 th ink w e  have t r i e d  
t o  be reasonable about reaching some k i n d  of compromise by e i t h e r  
extending t h e  "Z-1" zoning up t o  the proposed street, reducing perhaps 
i n  t he  s c a l e  t he  s i z e  o f  t h i s  g i g a n t i c  m a l l  s o  t h a t  it i s  something 
mare reasonable i n  term of proper growth o f  San Antonio, t h e  proper 
planned growth, and t h e  maintainence of the Oak Haven community and 
subdivis ion  i n  t h e  s t a t e  i n  which those  of us who inves ted  i n  it a s  
ou r  homesites,  c e r t a i n l y  thought it was going t o  be from t h a t  po in t  on 

I'd l i k e  t o  conclude with simply t h e  s u ~ q e s t i o n  t h a t  some 
s o r t  of compronise be enacted here s o  t h a t  w e  maintain t h e  r e s i d e n t i a l  
in tegr i ty  of t h e  Oak Zaven community. The neighbor t h a t  i s  being 
suggested t o  you here today i s  going t o  r a d i c a l l y  change t h e  Oak Haven 
community . 
PJIAYOR C13CKFZLL : --- S O ,  as  I g e t  your p o s i t i o n ,  you ' re  no t  opposed t o  
a change i n  t h ~  zoning, bu t  i t ' s  more t h e  s i z e  and scope of t h e  p r o j e c t  
t h a t  you r e a l l y  f i n a  unacceptable. 

MR. ANUEWS: -. Yes, r.adam, w e  just f e e l  t h a t  w e  would have a tremendous 
de t r in~en taT  e f f e c t  t o  t h e  Oak Haven and ~ e n m  comuni ty  and we're 
f rankly  shockec by i t .  I t ' s  f r i gh t en ing  t o  imagine what would happen. 

1.WYOR COCKRLLL : Thank you. Kathleen Keniry. 
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I 4 E .  KA'I'HLEEN KENIRY : - . - ,. - My nanlc i s  Kath leen  Keniry ancl I l i v e  a t  1 6 7 0 2  
S t o n e r i d g e  w h i c h  i s  on t h e  o u t s i d e  p e r i m e t e r  of Oak Iiaven. I spezk t o  
vou today ,  n o t  a s  a t a x p a y e r ,  winich ~ o s t  o f  us a r e  and n o t  as an 
e n v i r o n r c e n t a l i s t  which I t r y  t o  be, b u t  s i r p l y  and most l l w h l y  ?is a 
notner. Uuring t h e  p a s t  couple  of months I f e l t  many, many t h i n g s  b u t  
n o s t  o f  a l l  and r i g h t  now I feel t h r e a t e n e d .  I f e e l  t h r e a t e n e d  by s 0 n . e -  
t h i n g  o r  someone who i s  t r y i n g  t o  p l a c e  a s e t  of complex and permanent 
c o n c r e t e  s t r u c t u r e s  three b l o c k s  from my home and I can e i t h e r  withdraw 
an& l e t  t h a t  f o r c e  t a k e  i t s  cour se  o r  I can be a u g r e s s i v e  and I can 
a t t a c k  t h a t  problem. By b e i n g  h e r e  t oday ,  I want you t o  know t h a t  I ' m  
t r y i n g  t o  a t t a c k  t 5e  problem. 

Before  1 can do anv th ing  I have t o  have s e v e r a l  q u e s t i o n s  
answered. The f i rs t  thing i s  t h a t  i n  t h i s  p i e c e  o f  p r o p e r t y  t h a t  
y o u ' r e  d i s c u s s i n g  i s  w i t b i n  three b l o c k s  of  nly home, now I guess  i t ' s  
no t  rr,y r i g ! l t  t o  know w h a t ' s  going  t o  happen t h r e e  b l o c k s  from my home. 
I wondered why I w a s n ' t  n o t i f i e d .  A coup le  of weeks ago when w e  r c t u r n e d  
from v a c a t i o n  f found o u t  t h a t  many t h i n g s  had t aken  p l a c e  and I w a s  n o t  
aware of any o f  t h i s ' ,  The a r e a  t h a t  y o u ' r e  t a l k i n g  abou t  m y  c h i l d r e n  
go  t h e r e  t o  h i k c ,  t o  c o l l e c t  t h e i r  t r e a s u r e s .  They go f o r  a c o r n s ,  s n a i l s ,  
r o c k s .  They t r a c k  d e e r ,  they spy on w i l d  t u r k e y s  and t h i s  w i l l  cone t o  
an end if this proposal qoes throuqh.  

1 want  you t o  know, t o o ,  t h a t  t h e  n . a jo r i t y  of the people i n  my 
neiqhhorhood w i t h  whom I ' v e  been i n  c o n t a c t  a r e  a g a i n s t  t h e  magnitude of 
t h i s  shopping c e n t e r .  I would l i k e  t o  know i f  you f e e l  you are acting 
i n  t h e  b e s t  i n t e r e s t  of t h e  people  if you l e t  t h i s  l eve logment  go th rough .  
I feel  that t h e  p e o p l e  have been a c t i n g  i n  a very c l a n d e s t i n e  manner. I 
wish t h e r e  would have been more v i s u a l ,  more openness  abou t  what was 
g o i n g  to happen t o  t h i s  p i e c e  o f  p r o p e r t y .  

If r ezon ing  i s  g r a n t e d  apar tment  b u i l d i n q s  w i l l  b e  erected 
c o n t a i n i n g  30 u n i t s  p e r  a c r e .  Many of t h e  homes i n  Oak Haven are l o c a t e d  
on 3/4 or one acre o f  l a n d ,  one home, b u t  t hey  can come i n  and p u t  30 
u n i t s  on  one a c r e .  Need I p o i n t  o u t  t h e  n e g a t i v e  affects, conges t io i l ,  
c a r s ,  t r a f f i c ,  n o i s e ,  c o n c r e t e ,  a s p h a l t .  My q u e s t i o n  i s ,  who dec ided  
t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a need f o r  t h e s e  apar tments?  Who dec ided  t h a t  we need 
t h e  commercial b u s i n e s s e s  a t  San Pedro and 1604? What c r i t e r i a  were 
used i n  making t h i s  d e c i s i o n ?  Is t h e r e  suddenly  a p r o j e c t e d  s h o r t a g e  
of apa r tmen t s  i n  San Antonio and i n  t h i s  a r e a ?  Was a d e s c r i p t i v e  s t u d y  
made which validated t h e s e  needs? who conducted t h e  s tudy?  Where is it 
documented? I f  indeed  there i s  a need I would l i k e  t o  see e x a c t l y  how 
you came upon that d e c i s i o n .  

The t h i r d  t h i n g  that I wish f o r  you t o  c o n s i d e r  i s  my c h i l d ' s  
s c h o o l .  The classrooms a t  Coker Elementary School  a r e  a l r e s d y  over-  
crowded and it  is  perhaps  n o t  t h e  b u s i n e s s  of this Counci l  t o  be  
concerned  abou t  overcrowded classrooms.  T h a t ' s  up t o  t h e  s c h o o l  
d i s t r i c t  b u t ,  as you w e l l  know, first the k i d s  comeand  t h e n  t h e  new 
s c h o o l  i s  b u i l t  s o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  schoo l  w i l l  be overcrowded. New s c h o o l s  
w i l l  have t o b e  b u i l t  and who w i l l  pay for those s c h o o l s ?  The t axpaye r s .  
not t h e  peop le  moving i n t o  t h e s e  apa r tmen t s  b u t  t h e  e x i s t i n g  home owners, 
the t a x p a y e r s  of San Antonio.  Thank you.  

MAYOR COCKRELL: Jesse Dominguez. 

MR. JESSE DOWMINGUEZ: Mayor C o c k r e l l ,  gentlemen of  t h e  CounciX, my 
name i s  Jesse Dominguez. I l i v e  a t  2106 Tom O a k .  I have been i n  t h e  
Oak Haven community for exactly 2 months. My pr imary  r ea son  f o r  moving 
w a s  t o  avoid  t h e  t r a f f i c  and hous ing  conges t ion  and enjoy  t h e  peace and 
t r a n q u i l l i t y  o f  t h e  coun t rys ide .  Unfo r tuna t e ly ,  I ' m  f aced  w i t h  the same 
problem which X t r i e d  t o  avoid. I t  aeems q u i t e  u n f a i r  and somewhat 
unconce ivab le  t h a t  w e  as  r e s i d e n t s  must y i e l d  t o , q u a n t i t y  and sacrifice 
q u a l i t y .  However, i n  t h e  spirit and candm of compromise which o u r  people 
have s o  p r e s e n t e d  I d o n ' t  t h i n k  we're b e i n g  unreasonable .  T h e r e f o r e ,  w e  
ask that  you p l e a s e  c o n s i d e r  t h o s e  o f  us t h a t  wish to make a l i f e  and 
n o t  j u s t  a l i v i n g .  T thank  you very k i n d l y .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you, and l e t  m e  a s k  you, s i r ,  wha t  would you 
'consider r e a s o n a b l e  in this a r e a ?  
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MR. DO?.IINGUEZ : I do feel t h a t  w e  S i ~ ~ h i d  have "R-1" where "2-3" i s  
i z l n q  proposea. Vie were t he r e ,  s o  t o  speak, f i r s t  and i t ' s  a beau t i fu l  
cormunity and l i k e  I s a i d  I ' v e  only been t h e r e  two months and t h a t ' s  
why I have taken so much i n t e r e s t .  

MAYOR C0CKPdL.L: So you would feel t h a t  i f  that "R-3" a r e a  were n o t  
allowed t o  be f o r  t h e  apartments t h a t  t h a t  would he lp  meet your ..... ... .... 
MR. WNNGUEZ : W e l l ,  I f e e l  t h e  magnitude of the "B-2" a s  unbel ievable  
b u t  unfor tunate ly  I d o n ' t  f e e l  I ' m  i n  a pos i t i on  t o  r e a l l y  oppose. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you. 

1.lAYOR PRO-TEN YTNIENTE: The same ques t ion  then t h a t  M r s .  Cockre l l  
asked except t h a t  I would go f u r t h e r .  The proposed "B-2" zoning i s  
something t h a t  you f e e l  i s  i n e v i t a b l e  because of San Pedro being busy 
and a l l .  You're concerned about the back e.nd of your house and t h e  
privacy t h a t  you want t o  enjoy and a l l  and you would p r e f e r  an " R - 1 " .  

MR. DOIMINEUE Z : T h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  I'm concerned f o r  all t h e  citizeqs of  
Oak Haven and w e ' d  l i k e  t o  keep ou r  privacy.  

MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you. The nex t  speaker  is Ted D.. L e e .  

MR. TED D. LEE: Mayor and gentlemen of t h e  Council, I l i v e  a t  1919 
Parkhaven and I must admit that M r .  Rosenberg and M r .  Barshop pu t  on 
some very good presen ta t ions .  However, somebody s a i d  they c e r t a i n l y  
d i d n ' t  come i n t o  town with t h e  Pas t  load of turkeys whi le  some of us 
are probably still combing t h e  f ea the r s  ou t  o f  our hair b u t  a t  the 
same time - at this time I have been ac t i ng  b a s i c a l l y  as a spokesman 
f o r  some of t h e  neiq*ors i n  t h e  community s i n c e  t h e  time t h a t  w e  found 
o u t  about t h i s  proposed rezoning. The f i r s t  n o t i c e  t h a t  w e  rece ived 
w a s  t e n  weeks before  appearing before  t h e  Zoning Commission. The t e n  
week n o t i c e  t h a t  t he  200 foo t  r ad iu s  people received.  A t  t h a t  time w e  
mustered ou r  fo rces  toge ther .  W e  made a pre sen t a t i on  be fo re  t h e  Zoning 
Commission. Leading up till then none of that t i m e  had Barshop o r  had 
anybody contac ted  us.  W e  found ou t  a f t e r  t he  hearing before  t h e  Zoning 
Commission t h a t  khere was a n o t i c e  t h a t  was posted o u t  i n  t h e  middle  of  
the pas tu r e  t h e r e  some p lace  on some tree. No a t tempt  was made t o  
compromise w i t 5  us o r  t o  meet with t h e  neighbors i n  t h e  community. 

Now, a f t e r  t h e  Zoning Commission I had the p leasure  of t a l k i n g  
t o  M r .  Rosenberq and w e  t a l ked  about what would be a reasonable  compromtse 
and I net  w i t h  h im on a couple of occass ions  and what w e  t a l k e d  about 
as a reasonable compromise, i f  I may refer he re ,  was simply along t h i s  
a rea  he re  t o  have a row of  houses b a s i c a l l y  one o r  two rows o f  houses. 
They i nd i ca t ed  that one row wouldn' t  be s u f f i c i e n t  because you d o n ' t  
want your house t o  face  a l a r g e  shopping cen t e r .  You wanted the back 
of it t o  go i n .  So he s a i d  how about two rows of houses t h e r e  with 
a roa5 i n  between. You can p u t  apartments behind t h a t  i f  you need it 
o r  whatevar b u t  j u s t  some type of b u f f e r  area f o r  t h e  community t he r e .  
Well, i t  endeG up t h a t  - we thought about it f o r  a whi le  and he s a i d ,  
l e t  ne send t h a t  over  t o  M r .  Jewet t  and see i f  he can draw sonething up. 
I t  cane back a f t e r  a per iod of t ime'  and they  s a i d  w e l l ,  w e  can 'k  do 
t h a t .  why not? iiell, because of t h i s  proposed road t h a t ' s  here.  
Well, I w e n t  over  t o  t h e  t i t l e  company because I: w a s  kind of curious 
about that p r o 2 ~ s e d  roaa and it ends up t h a t  t h e r e ' s  no deed r e s t r i c t i o n s  
recorded for khat  proposed road and, by khc way, t h e  neighbor over on 
t h e  r i p b t  hand s i d e  over  he re ,  t h a t  owns t h a t  easement i s  one of these  
sane property owners for t h i s  major s ec t i on  i s  t h a t  can't be changed, 
why it's such  a f i x e d  skructure?  
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MnYOR C O C ~ ~ ~  What owner i s  t h a t ?  

MR. LEE: The S t r aus ,  Ralph Armstronq, M r .  S t raus  and another  pa r tne r  
own a por t ion  of t h e  a r e a  being rezoned. If I'm mistaken.. .  

MR. PYNDUS: As I understand h i s  remarks, t h e  middle po r t i on  t h e r e ,  
60 feet wide i s  owned by S t raus .  T h i s  remark was made t h i s  morning. 

MR. LEE: That  w a s h i s  remark t h i s  morning. 

MR. PYNDUS: Y e s ,  t h e  road t h a t ' s  shown through there i s  owned by S t r aus .  

MR. LEE: Okay, l e t ' s  assume that's t r u e .  Assume i t ' s  t r u e .  There are 
o the r  ways t h a t  t h i s  can be taken care of and t h a t  a compromise can be 
reached and t h e r e  i s  another  way. For example, a series of cul-de-sacs 
coming down here ,  which i s  a very l o g i c a l  way of fixing this and making 
t h a t  " R - 1 " .  Then t h e  people t h a t  would come i n t o  t h a t  neighborhood t h a t  
would move i n t o  t h e r e ,  they would what i s  t h e r e .  Now, he mentioned t h e  
f a c t  t h a t  M r .  Barshop has owned t h i s  f o r  15 long years .  Oak Haven was 
l a i d  o u t  i n  1958 before  M r .  Barshop owned t h i s  proper ty .  Now, I d o n ' t  
c a r e  how you look a t  it but  M r .  Barshop's i n t e r e s t  i n  t h i s  p roper ty  is as 
nothing but  a land specu la to r  and t h a t ' s  why he bought t h i s  proper ty  on 
a specu la t ion  ba s i s .  Now, I somehow f e e l  l i k e  t h a t  a neighborhood or 
a community should he protec ted  from a land specu l a to r .  I f  M r .  Barshop 
can g e t  t h i s  property rezoned, you know a s  w e l l  a s  w e  know t h a t  he can 
s e l l  t h a t  p roper ty  a t  a much higher  p r i c e  than what he can sell it a t  
r i g h t  now and I submit t h a t ' s  why i t ' s  being rezoned. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you. Before I c a l l  on M r .  Robinson, l e t  m e  
j u s t  check on something. On t h e  o t h e r  l i s t ,  t h e r e  was a Gus Schneider 
Or were you t o  speak on t h i s  zoning? F i l l  r i g h t ,  f i n e ,  Then, w e ' l l  c a l l  
on M r .  W i l l i a m  Robinson. 

.,,. 

MR. WILLIAM ROBINSON: Madam Mayor and Councilmen. My name, f o r  t h e  
record ,  i s  William H.  Robinson. My o f f i c e  address  i s  1545  M i l a m  Building. 
I am an a t t o rney  and I am represen t ing  t h e  speakers  who have spoken here  
t o  you before  t h i s  morning and most of them a r e  wi th in  t h e  200 f o o t  
r a d i u s  of Parhaven Drive. There was a p e t i t i o n  f i l e d  before  t h e  hear ing  
conta in ing some 106 names i n  t h e  Oak Haven community who w e  w i l l  have t o  
r e p o r t  back t o  bu t  a c t i ng  upon my advice ,  w e  d i d  no t  want t o  f lood t h e s e  
chambers with numbere and w e  t r i e d  t o  p r e sen t  a l l  t h e  views t h a t  w e  t h ink  
are a composite of t h a t  neighborhood. 

I hope t h a t  I have no t  given t he se  people bad advice. I n  view 
of t h e  Counci l ' s  r e a c t i o n  t o  t h e  i n i t i a l  t h ing ,  I see t h a t  you have a 
much g r e a t e r  concern f o r  t h e  whole C i t y  of San Antonio than development 
over the Aquifer and the  EPA requirements.  I had suggested to t h e s e  
people t h a t  I f e l t  tha t  t h e  c o r n e r  of 1604 and San Pedro w0uI.d develop.  
Commercially. I n  a l l  f a i r n e s s  t o  everybody, i t  is  a cho ice  p i ece  of 
property.  Based on t h a t ,  what we're saying here now, I mean what t h e  
composite o f  t h e s e  speakers  i s  t h a t  our  b a t t l e  ground i s  t h e  s t r i p  between 
t h e  St raus  Road and t h e  S t raus  60 f o o t  s t r i p  and t h e  20 f o o t  a l l e y  a t  the 
top end of this community which, i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  t h e  backyards a r e  very s h o r t  
on those  houses i n  t h e r e  and some of them do incorpora te  the  a l l e y  i t s e l f  
i n  their backyards. I suggested t o  them, w e l l ,  w e  can't f i g h t : t h e  high 
power, and I ' m  no t  saying t h a t  de roga to r i l y ,  I know M r .  Roaenberg and M r .  
Esrshop t o  be honorable people b u t  there's no, I can see no reason. for 
us  t o  a t t a c k  them a l l  on t h a t  corner  up t he r e .  I t h i n k  they w i l l  develop 
t h a t  i n  a decent  way and what ~e can say  i s  t o  t h i s  buffer i s  it could 
be l e f t  alone. I t  could remain "R-1" and I d o n ' t  see how it would affect :  
t h e i r  dea l i ng  w i t h  Neiman-Marcus o r  whoever they want: t o  talk with on 117 
acres. There's no ques t ion  t h a t  does boggle t h e  mind, t h e  magnitude of 
t h a t  th ing  up t he se  bu t  it may happen. 
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WOW, naybe w e  have taken s t r i c t l y  a neighborhood v i e w  of t h i s  
t h i n g  and n o t  been a s  genera l  a s  w e  should have, but  I would po in t  out 
t h i s .  I t  g ives  a n  oppor tuni ty  f o r  t h i s  Council t o  bu f f e r  t h e  only 
neighborhood t h a t  t h i s  property i s  ever  going t o  be a f f e c t e d  by. San 
Pedro bu f f e r s  to t h e  w e s t ,  1 6 0 4  t o  t h e  nor th  and whatever t h e y ' r e  going 
t o  bu i l d  over  ha re .  We're t a l k i n g  about an island neighborhood here  and 
t h i s  Council does have an oppor tuni ty  t o  g e t  t h e  b a s t  bu f f e r ,  no t  having 
t o  s e t t l e  for something less bu t  you can bu f f e r  t h i s  by e i t h e r  leaving 
that "R-1" t h e  whole s t r i p  o r  I ' v e  even suggested the  San Pedro f ron tage  
and some po r t i on  of t h a t  probably w i l l  go commercial, below t h e  S t r aus  
Road. These people do need that buf f e r  i n  t h e r e  if we're going to have 
t h e  b igges t  shopping cen t e r  i n  t h e  southwest. M r .  Rosenberg a t  least 
and maybe some of t h e  o t h e r  proponents have been involved i n  t he  San 
Antonio Ranch Town th ing ,  and I ' d  l i k e  t o  borrow a quote  from a Fede ra l  
judge reviewing San Antonio Ranch and which may have some bearing here.  
I t  says, "depending upon which p a r t y ' s  viaw i s  accepted, t h e  Ranch Town 
w i l l  e i t h e r  be an urban p lanner ' s  u top ia  i nca rna t e  or  environmental 
d i s a s t e r  of,the f i r s t  magnitude." This could be, t h e  s i z e  of t h i s  t h ing  
could be a mini-ranch town except  they have not  planned f o r  t h e  r e s i d e n t i a l  
community ou t s ide  the conf ines  of t h e i r  own property.  This  is our pos i t i on .  
Thank you very  much. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you very much. A l l  r i g h t .  The proponent now 
has an opportuni ty f o r  r e b u t t a l .  Is it going to  be M r .  J e w e t t  o r  M r .  
Rosenberg? 

MR. ROSENBERG: W e  have l i s t e n e d  t o  what t h e  n e i g h b o r s s a i d .  Ted has 
s a i d  t h a t  I ' v e  had numerous meetings with them, and we have no t  been 
completely neg l ec t fu l .  W e  have been t r y ing  t o  work it o u t  and w e  have 
cone up w i t h  a p lan  t h a t  would l aave  t h i s  s i n g l e  family r e s i d e n t i a l  and 
leave  t h i s  "B-2" which would m e e t  t h e  ob j ec t i ve s .  I might s ay  t h a t  some 
of o u r  o t h e r  plans have gone s o  f a r  t h a t  we've a l s o  agreed t o  make a 
non-access easement on t h a t  cul-de-sac because we d i d n ' t  want any traffic 
t o  go i n  t h e r e ,  down t h e r e .  So, w e  p r e sen t  t h i s  t o  M r .  Robinson as a 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  f o r  t h e  neighbors and say t h a t  w e  w i l l  accep t  t h a t  change 
as. .  . . 
DR. NIELSEN: Excuse m e .  You're t a l k i n g  about t h e  cul-de-sac? 

MR. ROSENBERG: I t ' s  about a 2 2  acre. . . i t ls  22 ac r e s  adjoining t h a t .  

MAYOR COCKRELL : Now w i l l  you p o i n t  it ou t  on the map? 

MR. ROSENBERG: May I ask Harry t o  p o i n t  ou t  t h a t .  We're t a lk ing  about 
t h e  "R-l", 1 v.ean t h e  "R-3" .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: The e n t i r e  "R-3 "1 

MR. JETJETT: Y e s  madam, l eav ing  t h a t  "R-1" Temporary. 

DR. NIELSEN: But you s a i d  something about a cul-de-sac. You're t a l k ing  
about t h e  cul-de-sac a t  t h e  end of Town Oak? 

I .  ROSENBERG: T h a t  yellow one i n  he re ,  Doctor. 

DR. NIELSEM: Cause t h a t  map shows drawing it back up t o  t h a t  so-ca l led  
access  road. Okay, would t h a t  be a cul-de-sac? That map, it shows...';. 
t u r n  it back up t o  t h a t  6 0  f o o t  street. 

MR. JEWETT: I would th ink t h a t  based on t h e  conversat ion about, you 
know, d i s r u p t i n g  t h e  neighborhood, w e  can a c c o d a t e  t h e  cul-de-sac type 
p l a n  t h a t  w e  i n d i c a t e  on t h i s  nap. I n  o the r  words, a po r t i on  t h a t  we're 
not  even, t h a t  w e  weren ' t  sub jec t ing  to zoning down here  a t  t h e  bottom 
he re  would have k e n  yellow. The p iece  r i g h t  there, t h e  t h ing  i n  t h e  

October 16;,'' 1 9 7 5  

imq 
i<&:. $.! 



yellow. We would accommodate that type of plan and then on the remaining 
brown area or "R-3" area as w e  show it there, come in with a single family 
type. We're just talking about a modification of this type of arrange- 
ment so that we don't end up with ciruclation going back through that 
neighborhood. This is something that we're trying to prevent. 

w. PYMDUS: I think that ' a fine cooperation. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : All right. The proponents then are proposing to 
withdraw the request for "R-3" zoning on that tract and that would yo 
"R-1". 

IvJi. JEWETT: It will remain "R-1" Temporary. 

MAYOR CQCKRELL: All right. 

DR. CISNEROS: T h e  "B-2" doesn't change on the other end. 

MR. JEWETT: There's another piece of property between that and we don't 
have contxol over that. 

PAYOF. COCKRELL : Mr. Robinson I don't know if you've had time to cir- 
culate this among your clients. 

MR. ROBINSON :. We have one question thatwe'd like to ask. (Mr. Robinson 
was talking with Mr. Aosenberg away from the rnicrophone...statement 
inaudible) 

MR. JEWETT : Yes, in other words what we'd probably do is if w e  set 
then up here with a cul-de-sac and then we come out and drop the street 
down coming o f f  of this street with another cul-de-sac and ve back up. 
In other words, there wouldn't be any linkage coming back off of say 
Straus Road into this subdivision. This would be a modification to 
this plan right here and we're showing this with the cul-de-sac arrange- 
ment at some locations such as that. 

DR. NIELSEN: That could help in terms of some volume of traffic along 
the Parhaven. 

Em. JEWETT: Well, there wouldn't be any way you could get..inaudible. 

MR. TENIENTE: Willie, is this okay? 

MR. ROBINSON: Let me say this as a way of mechanics here. Is it 
possible then that in view of the concession and I recognize it as a 
substantial one that Council could, depending on what he wants to do with 
"B-2", we're not equipped on environment. We just  don't know in other 
words, and I guess no one else does really. Could the Councjl just, 
would -it be satisfactory to the proponents to just take out thsWB-2" 
portion of their zoning request, I mean "R-3"? 

NAYOR COCWLL: Y e s ,  that's what they're doing. 

MR. ROBINSON: People have asked me this. They would like to have 
soma permanency on the "R-1". Can you change the Temporary "R-1" to 
permanent "R-l"? 

PAYOR COCKRELL : Yes, we could do that. Is that correct that we do 
have the authority? 

MR. CAMARGO: That's correct your honor. The motion would be denial 
of the "R-3" and approval of "R-1". 

DR. NIELSEN: No, no, but temporary "R-1" right now can be legally... 
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DR. CISNEROS: Is t h e  proponent now f in i shed ,  Madam Mayor, wi th  his 
r e b u t t a l ?  

MAYOR C O C W L L  : Yes: w e  do  have t h e  suggestion. 

MR. ROSENBERG: One thing, I want t h e  Council t o  remember t h a t  we have 
t o  comply with everyone o f  those  r egu l a t i ons  t h a t  have been r e a l l y  worked 
over  t o  t h e  b e n e f i t  of t h i s  Council t ak ing  an i s s u e  t h a t  was a  complete 
disaster f o r  San Antonio. You have worked long hours. This  i s  my end. 
You haven ' t  s a t i s f i e d  the ex t remis t s  on e i t h e r  end of t h e  i s s u e ,  b u t  
you've c r e a t e d  a p o s i t i v e  un i t ed  f r o n t  f o r  San Antonio t h a t  the major i ty  
of the c i t i z e n s  a r e  happy with.  We're a l l  going t o  comply w i t h .  W e  a r e  
pleased they had an admin i s t ra to r  appointed s o  t h a t  w e  f e e l  t h a t  w e  w i l l  
comply wi th  a l l  r u l e s  and regu la t ions .  

MAYOR COCKFLWL : Fine ,  D r .  Cisneras.  

DR. CLSNEROS: Is t h e r e  a  motion now? I have something I wan t - t o  say. 
AS much a s  I agree  wi th  the...I th ink t h e r e  a r e  two i s s u e s  here .  I th ink  
as much as I agree  and sympathize wi th  t h e  c i t i z e n s  who have spoken and 
wi th  t h e  compromise that 's been worked o u t ,  it addresses one ' o f  the issues 
which is t h e  problem of t h e  buf fe r ing  a g a i n s t  the residential, subd iv i s ion  
and s o  forth and a l l  the problems t h a t  t h a t  e n t a i l s .  But we havs left. 
r e l a t i v e l y  untouched what I consider  to be t ho  major i s s u e  t h a t  needs t o  
be considered by t h i s  Council i n  t h i s  case and t h a t  is t h e  impl ica t ions  of 
t h e  l a r g e s t  shopping c e n t e r  i n  the southwest,  one t h a t  i n  a r e a  would be 
t w i c e  the  s i z e  of North Star  ail. The developer has abso lu te ly  no i dea  
how many cars would be on it, how many people i t r s  supposed t o  s e rve ,  b u t  
simply w e  do know t h a t  t h e  immensity of t h e  s i z e  would i n d i c a t e  a tremendous 
economic genera t ion  f o r  continued development, f u r t h e r  development over  
t h e  Aquifer. I t  s e e m s  t o  m e  t h a t  i s  the c e n t r a l  i s s u e  i n  t h i s  case .  The 
impl ica t ions  of t h a t  development over  t h e  Aquifer ,  and a s  much M r .  J e w e t t  
was ab l e  t o  g ive  us some t e n t a t i v e  f a c t s ,  they were a t  b s s t  t e n t a t i v e .  
H e  j u s t  c o u l d n ' t  answer t h e  ques t ions  with r e spec t  t o  t h e  a r e a  of paved 
land vsrsus  bu i ld ings ,  t h e  number of c a r s ,  M e  numher of parking spaces,  
t h e  f u l l  impl ica t ions  of t h e  dra inage ,  po l l u t i on ,  and t h e  f a c t  t h a t  with 
t ha tkmredous  amount of volume t h e r e ' s  going t o  be drainage  problens.  
Tha TWQB d o e s n ' t  address  t h a t  properly.  We've ta lked about  it ourse lves  
when w e  passed t h e  zoning ordinance and ind ica ted  w e  had more work t o  do. 
B u t  yet h e r s  w e  a r e  about t o  g r an t ,  if we g r a n t  t h i s  t h ing ,  a blank check 
on t h e  dra inage  i s s u e  with r e spec t  t o  t h e  most c r i t i c a l  a r ea s  of ou r  water 
supply i n S a n  Antonio. I have very r e a l  problems with t h a t .  

I th ink  t h a t  w e  may be i n  t h e  long t e r m  extremely f o o l i s h  i n  
allowing t h a t  " 8 - 2 "  on t h a t  l a r g e t r a c t  of land.  W e  t a l kad ,  M r .  Robinson 
t a lked  a moment about Ranch Town. Ranch Town may proceed and all the l e g a l  
impl ica t ions  a t  the  moment are t h a t  a l l  t h a  l ega l  s igns  a t  t h e  nroment 
a r e  t h a t  i t  w i l l .  I f  it does so,  i t  does s o  with a very c l e a r  specifi- 
c a t i o n  of who i s  responsib le  f o r  doing what with r e spec t  t o  monitoring 
w e l l s ,  and water  supply and sewage and e v e r y t h i n g e l s e .  W e  have abso lu te ly  
no concomitant safeguards on t h i s  l a r g e  "B-2" t r a c t  t h a t  a r e  of t h a t  same. 
l eve l .  W e  a r e  wr i t i ng  a  blank check w i t h  r e spec t  t o  dra inage ,  s o  I 
would like t o  make a  motion t h a t  w e  accep t  t h e  compromise wi th  r e s p e c t  
t o  changing t h e  " R - 3 "  to " R - I " ,  that w e  accep t  t he  "B-2"  on the community 
shopping a r e a  a t  t h e  southern end, b u t  t h a t  w e  disapprove t h e  "B-2" on t h e  
l a r g e  t r a c t  of land simply because I th ink t h a t  t h a t  s i z e  of development 
on t h e  C i t y ' s  water supply simply a s su re s  t h a t  a t  some p o i n t  t h e  t r u e  
payee, t h e  people who a r e  going t o  end up paying a r e  a l l  t h e  c i t i z e n s  
of San Antonio f o r  t rea tment  of our  water  supply o r  a t  least we a r e  taking 
on a  major r i s k  t h a t  t h a t  w i l l  be t h e  case. The b e n e f i c i a r i e s  of t h i s  
w i l l  be a  r e l a t i v e l y  smal l  group of people a s  compared t o  t he  number of 
people who a r e  going t o  have t o  pay f o r  t h e  ac t i on  t h a t  w e  take today. 
SO,  t h a t ' s  my not ion .  
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FAYOR COCKRELL : Is there a second to the motion? 

REV. ELACI:: I would like to offer a substitute motion, Madam Mayor. 

I W Y  OR COCKRELL : All right, Ms. Teniente. 

MR. TENIENTE: I share some of Councilman Cisneros' concerns, but 
being overly dramatic in some presentations, I don't feel I can play that 
role at this time. First of all I don't accept some of  the statements 
that were made. For instance, it sounds as if there is no development 
that he is proposing over the recharge zone. We have discussed this at 
great length, and have deliberated as a Council, as a sub-committee that 
was made by the Council, and all other types o f  discussion that we've 
had an this. It's my understanding that with a "P-1" designation, these 
people are not going to be able to come in and be without any regulations 
regarding sewage. They're not going to be able to do anything that would 
adversely effect the drainage. As far as the number of cars, there will 
be regulations that will be set forth before they proceed because of the 
many, many agencies that are regulating this. So, I do not accept the 
t a c t i c s ,  it sounds like a scare move on the part of my fellow councilman. 

My substitute motion would be that we grant the "P-1" (B-2) in 
the proposed 117 acres. Also grant the "B-2" in the southern part of the 
"P-1" IB-2) in the southern part of the Straus Road and then the compromise 
of the "R-1" in the lower section east of the other project so that we can 
move into something that may be of significance to the community that will 
provide more ad valorem taxes for the school districts, project more money 
for building their schools. 1 think it's a great thing and I so move. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Is there a second? 

MR. ROHDE: I second the motion and I'd like to make a statement. 

m Y O R  COCKRELL: Mr. Rohde. 

. ROHDE: Mayor, the citizens who made this application have brought 
their application in according to the Charter of this City. They've done 
it in a highly professional manner. They've done it in a legal manner. 
They've done it in an outstanding manner. They brought planning to an area 
that has not had planning yet. The developers, the proposed developers 
are expert developers. They are one of the major developers of thin City. 
They are good civic servants of this City. They have followed everything 
that this procedure in the Council has advised. 0n::ther:Edwards matter, 
thecity Manager has given us everything but how to walk on water as far 
as the Edwards go. I think one Councilman here is asking for directions 
on how to do this, and I just don't think that's impossible, but this i s  
good planning and I second the motion that we-proceed with this and I ask 
that Councilmen in Placel, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 vote for this. 

WYOR CQC-: Mr. Hartman. 

MR. HARTMAN: Madam Mayor, I would like to speak in behalf of the 0ri- 
ginal motion made by Dr. Cisneros and seconded by Rev. Black for t h i s  
reason. As he said in the beginning, I think when you look at zoning case 
such as this you address it from the standpoint of its present highest 
and best use. In approaching this particular case, w e  have a proposal 
for a regional shopping center. As I stated at the outset, I have not 
yet had provided to me any sort of statistics or rationale as to holy. 
such a large size shopping center could be supported in that area for 
any foreseeable period of time. Perhaps I think the statistics are 
available. There's bound to be some manner or means of projecting what 
the growth would be to that particular area within a specified period 
o f  time. I would aQait the presentation of this sort of statistics. We 
simply cannot go out and say perhaps some day this area may support a 
regional shopping center even when we don't have the region as yet. I 
think i.t would be comparable to qoing out in the middle of Goliad County 
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lona* snopplng center by year 
2000. no statistics o me yet that shows t is can be 
suppbrted. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: May I ask that w e  not have interruptions by clapping. %a 
understand your feelings but the Council now is trying to make a dzcision. 

. E N :  So, I'm speaking therefore in favor of the original motion. 

MR. PYNDUS: Hayor Cockrell and members of the Council, 1 would like to 
speak against both motions. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: All riqht, discussion is relevent only on the substitute. 

MR. PYNDUS: My discussion is that I do not feel that we should at 
this point either approve or disapprove the request for zoning as far 
as the "B-2" is involved. The minor part of the opposition by adjoin- 
ing property owners has been settled. Now 1 feel with the question of 
density, with the lack of knowledge of drainage, that to approve the 
project would not give us the answers that we need. To disapprove it 
would not allow the developer to come forward with adequate plans with 
regard to proper drainage. I think rather than take the motionup for 
a yes ox no answer, 1 feel that a postponement would be more in order 
and is it possible to offer a second substitute motion, Mayor Cockrell, 
under Robert ' s Rules? 

MAYOR COCKRELL : A motion to postpone can be offered, however, that 
is a little bit different procedural motion. 

MR. PYNDUS: I see. My point is if the original motion carries and 
the developer is set back in time, I understand one year, rather than 
take that risk to allow him additional time to present his case with 
regards to the questions we have and that i s  the - certainly, it's the 
drainage problem we're concerned about and perhaps he can come forth 
with the answers to the drainage problem, and the density of the area. 
If we are to have a master plan in that area, we might: come to the 
point where we can only allow a certain number of shopping centers 
over the recharge zone of this magnitude, this may be the only one, 
if we are to develop a master plan. So I think that this should be 
taken into consideration prior to a yes or no vote. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : May I ask a question for clarification. M r .  
Carnargo, would you briefly summarize for the benefit of the Council 
and the persoas who are here what is involved in terms of additional 
review under the PUD classification? 

MR. CAMARGO: Okay, under the PUD classification, the preliminary 
plans of development after a public hearing comes under review before 
the Planning and Zoning Commission. In addition to review of the pre- 
liminary plan by the Commission they also review a final plan. This is 
when you get down to the exact location of the buildings, the construction 
plan portion of the development. All of this also comes under the review 
of the TWQB and now since the creation of the new Edwards Aquifer office 
in the Engineering Department, prior to the issuance of building permits, 
prior to the approval of the PUD plan before the Commission it would 
come under review of this office. Further, on that prior to the 
issuance of Certificate of Occupancy for those uses that would occupy 
these structures, those uses also come under review of this protection 
office, in addition to the PUD designation. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : All right. Now the question of drainage for example. 
Will you discuss to how drainage is addressed in this review process? 

MR. CAMARGO: Me1 is in the audience but..... 

14AYOR COCKRELL : Mr. Sueltenfuss, would you come up because the 
question has been raised about whether there will be a drainage and 
sewer plans ..... 
MR. SUELTENFUSS: I've been listening. Basically, the drainage 
problem will be addressed both through the PUD and at time of platting. 
Of course, it will have to meet the subdivision regulations at this 
time. I think something very quickly I ought to point out is that 
platting comas ahead - I mean zoning comes ahead of platting in many 
cases and I think there's a second stage of review here that we may be 
missing as far as the really nitty gritty of the drainage in these 
aspects of it. 

October 1 6 ,  1975 
. . 

e 1 J + d ,  

9i?? 



DR. NIELSEN: Well, Mel, t h e  only r e a l l y  s e r i o u s  ques t ion  I ' v e  eve r  
r a i s e d  about t h e  dra inage  w a s  if a l l  1 1 7  a c r e s  o r  say 5 0  pe rcen t  of t h a t  
i s  paved and a l l  of t h a t  water  was run through t h a t  e x i s t i n g  creekbed o r  
whatever it i s  t h e r e ,  can anybody vcry quickly  t e l l  u s  whether t h e  
c a p a c i t y  of t h a t  t h i n g  i s  such t h a t  even i n  a heavy r a i n  it wou1.d n o t  
f l o o d  those . . . . .  

MR. SUELTENFUSS : It could very w e l l  f lood.  Here ' s  t h e  b a s i c  problem 
you g e t  i n t o  i n  development though downstream i s  that t h e  phi1,osophy i s  
t h a t  t h e  downstream owner should have provided f o r  t h o s e  f a c i l i t i e s  based 
on u l t i m a t e  development. I n  t h i s  case  he d i d n ' t .  And t h i s  i s  the dilemma. 
Now can you very  b a s i c a l l y  say  i f  I ' m  he re  f i rs t  and you j u s t  b u i l d  a 
l i t t l e  narrow channel can you t e l l  people above you t h a t  j u s t  because you 
were h e r e  f i r s t  you c a n ' t  develop your land b u t  under t h e  l a w . . . . .  

CITY MANAGER SAM GRANATA: M e l ,  you do r e q u i r e  temporary backup? 

MR. SUELTENFUSS: Y e s ,  w e  would. W e  would r e q u i r e  backup b u t  a s  f a r  
as - all w e  would r e q u i r e  i s  t h a t  he provide adequate  d ra inage  through 
h i s  s u b d i v i s i o n .  Now i f  a s  a r e s u l t  o f  t h e  development they  f l o o d  some- 
body downstream t h e r e  i s  no l e g a l  b a s i s  f o r  it. 

DR. NIELSEN: Okay then  t h e  only recourse  i s  t h a t  t h e  C i ty  expend 
public funds t o  develop and b u i l d  an adequate s torm dra inage .  I mean 
t h a t ' s  t h e  way it works. 

MR. SUELTENPUSS : T h a t ' s  from a p r a c t i c a l  s t a n d p o i n t ,  t h a t ' s  t h e  way 
it works. 

NAYOR COCKRELL : Y e s ,  M r .  Bartman. 

MR. HARTMAN: Madam Mayor, I t h i n k  t o  r e l a t e  t h i s  case t o  what w e  
have seen  i n  t h e  case of  North S t a r  and Cen t ra l  Park Mall which I am 
q u i t e  f a m i l i a r  w i t h ,  a dra inage  system was provided as M r .  Sue l t en fuss  
w i l l  r e c a l l ,  i n  t h e  a r e a  from approximately Rexford Drive down McCullough 
and i t  was o r i g i n a l l y  q u i t e  adequate u n t i l  North S t a r  and Cen t ra l  Park 
Mall w e r e  developed and now everytime it r a i n s  two inches  t h e  people i n  
Barbara Drive move o u t .  1 t h i n k  t h i s  i s  t h e  type  of s i t u a t i o n  w e  have 
t o  recognize  and a n t i c i p a t e  and provide f o r a h e a d  of time. 1 t h i n k  t h e  
d ra inage  a s p e c t  would be something t h a t  we'd have t o  c e r t a i n l y  have a 
very Close examination. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : Y e s ,  D r .  Cisneros.  

MR. CISNEROS : Madam Mayor, t h a t  raises e x a c t l y  t h e  point t h a t  I 
thirk i s  c r i t i c a l  t o  t h i s  whole i s s u e  and t h a t  i s  t h a t  he re  w e  have some 
p r i v a t e  landowners who by a l l  r i g h t s  and l e g a l l y  an3 eve ry th ing  else 
want to develop a p i e c e  of l a n d  b u t  t h e  ques t ion  i s  what is. t h e  implica-  
t i o n s  o f  t h e i r  p r i v a t e  a c t i o n  f o r  t h e  public? I n  t h i s  case we ' re  t a l k i n g  
about  our wa te r  supply.  There i s  a c e r t a i n  r i s k  involved.  Now w e  have 
not been able t o  s p e c i f y  p r e c i s e l y  what t h a t  r i s k  i s  b u t  t h e r e  i s  a r i s k .  
Then t h e  nex t  q u e s t i o n  i s  who i s  t h e  r i s k  t o ?  The r i s k  i n  t h i s  case i s  
to t h e - p u b l i c  of  San Antonio and t h a t ' s  t h e  b a l l  t h a t  I t h i n k  w e  need t o  
keep our eye on and when t h e  p u b l i c  pays t h e y ' r e  paying s o  t h a t  some 
specific p r i v a t e  in te res t  can f u l f i l l  t h e i r  investment on a p i e c e  of land.  
Now if w e  t a l k  about t h e  drainage.  Here's ano the r  example, now w e ' r e  
t a l k i n g  about  t h e  only  s o l u t i o n  being a p u b l i c  s o l u t i o n  t h a t  enables  a 
p r i v a t e  i n t e r e s t  t o  go forward and r e a p  an investment .  It seems t o  me 
t h a t  t h a t  i s  p r e c i s e l y  t h e  problem h e r e  t h a t  we haven ' t  addressed i n  t h i s  
whole d iscuss ion .  

MAYOR COCKRELL : Let  m e  ask one ques t ion  f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n .  Did I 
understand t h e  s u b s t i t u t e  motion, w a s  t h a t  t h e  very l a r g e  t r a c t  of "B-2" 
was going t o  be denied b u t  t h e  smal l  t r a c t  w a s  going t o  be approved? 

MR. CISNEROS : The s u b s t i t u t e  motion was going t o  be t h e  whole t h i n g .  

MR. BILLA: N o ,  n o t  t h e  whole t h i n g ,  i t ' s  a r e v i s e d  p lan .  
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MR. CISNEROS : The  o r i g i n a l  motion was t o  disapprove t h e  l a r g e  t rac t  
and go w i t h  t h e  compromise on t h e  two smal ler  ones. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : The two smal ler  ones,  a l l  r i g h t .  Would t h a t  j u s t  
f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n ,  I d o n ' t  understand t h e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  of "B-2" on 
t h e  small  t r a c t  i f  i t ' s  completely surrounded by "A" r e s i d e n t i a l .  

MR. CISNEROS : What do you mean j u s t i f i c a t i o n ?  

MAYOR COCKRELL : Why would you approve t h e  smal l  "B-2" t r a c t  i f  
everything else i s  going t o  be less than r e s i d e n t i a l ?  

MR. BILLA: J u s t  because of t h e  environmental impact on t h e  water  
supply, t h a t ' s  D r .  Cisneros '  concern. 

MAYOR COCKFELL : They would look l i k e  spo t  zoning i f  you just had 
t h a t  one p i ece  o f . . . . . . .  

MR. CISNEROS : MY simple concern has been t h e  s c a l e  and t h e  implica-  
t i o n s  of scale f o r  drainage and t h e  water  supply genera l ly  and t h a t  
i s s u e  d i d n ' t  s e e m  t o  pose a problem i n  t h a t  regard. 

MR. ROHDE: - Mayor, M r .  Camargo, p lease  t ake  t h e  s tand.  There 's  a 
very s m ~ l a r  t r a c t  of ground a t  1604 and IB LO, t h e  same l o c a t i o n ,  the 
same q u a l i f i c a t i o n s ,  the same acreage and what no t ,  now What w a s  done 
on t h i s ?  Was t h a t  eve r  zoned a t  a l l ?  

MR. CaMARGO: Y e s ,  t h e  sou theas t  corner  has "B-3" and "1-1" zoning. 

NR. ROHDE: T h a t ' s  r i g h t  and i t ' s  about 80 ac res ,  110 acres .  

MR. Ch"LKRG0: Approximately, yes. 

MR. ROHDE: Right.  Now I j u s t  wanted t o  g e t  t h a t  on t h e  records .  
Thank you. 

REV. BLIACK: Madam Mayor, s i n c e  I seconded t h e  o r i g i n a l  mot ion;~I  
f e l t  compelled by v i r t u e  of t h e  d i scuss ions  t h a t  have taken p lace  t o  a t  
l e a s t  address  some of t h e  ideas  t h a t  have been p ro jec ted .  I t  seems to 
me t h a t  while  t h e r e  has been ind ica ted  safeguards t h a t  a r e  r e l a t e d  t o  
t h e  examination of any p rope r t i e s  and t h e  p ro t ec t i on  of t h e  c i t i z e n r y ,  
it seems a very small  t h i n g  t o  r equ i r e  a person who is  asking f o r  a 
zoning change t o  b r ing  with him t h e  concre te  evidence t h a t  is  r e l a t e d  t o  
t h a t  proposal t h a t  he assumes i n  t h e  p ro t ec t i on  of those resources  t h a t  
belong t o  a11 of t h e  c i t i z e n s .  Now I cannot de lega te  my ob l iga t i on  t o  
simply another  agency.' I must take t h e  information t h a t  i s  given t o  m e  
and a c t  upon t h a t  information. I ' m  no t  convinced t h a t  another  kind of 
development would neces sa r i l y  be b e t t e r .  I ' m  simply a c t i n g  on and 
support ing t h e  i dea  t h a t  inadequate information has been g iven t o  t h i s  
development and t h i s  i s  what I ' m  a c t i n g  on. It might be worse t o  have 
s i n g l e  developments. I don ' t  know b u t  I c a n ' t  a c t  on a c r i t i c a l  i s s u e  
without adequate information and 1 t h ink  t h a t  t h i s  Council needs t o  have 
every developer know i n  the  Ci ty  t h a t  when they come and ask f o r  changes 
r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  Aquifer,  t h a t  they ought t o  come ready, prepared, with a l l  
t h e  information necessary t o  support  t h e i r  pos i t ion .  

MAYOR COCRRELL : A r e  t h e r e  any o t h e r  speakers? 

MR. ROHDE: Madam Mayor, I c a l l  f o r  t h e  ques t ion .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: The ques t ion  then is on t h e  s u b s t i t u t e  motion. The 
s u b s t i t u t e  no t ion  i s  t o  approve t h e  z.oning as  requested wi th  t h e  change 
t h a t  t h e  " R - 3 "  be i n s t ead  of " R - l " ,  i s  t h a t  co r r ec t ?  

MR. CMIARGO: With t he  removal of t h e  screen fence requirement i n s t e a d  
of t h e  - not  requi r ing .  t he  screen fence.. . .  . 



MR. BILLA: I f  it i s  d e s i g n a t e d  t o  " R - l "  you wou ldn ' t  want t o  s c r c c n  
i t .  I.iay I j u s t  ask one q u e s t i o n ,  Mayor, i f  I may, I h a v e n ' t  s a i d  any- 
t h i n g  bu t  t hey  want t o  i n c l u d e  t h a t  lower p a r c e l ,  bu t  it would seem to 
m e  tha t  i f  t h e  "P-1(B-2)" i s  granted on t h e  n o r t h e r n  t r a c t  of t h e  pro- 
p e r t y  n o r t h  o f t h e  S t r a u s S t r e e t  t h a t  it would be a r e a s o n a b l e  compromise 
f o r  t h o s e  peop le  t h a t  a r e  o b j e c t i n g  and it would p e r m i t  t i m e  t o  s e e  what 
t y p e  of development occu r s .  I c a n ' t  a g r e e  w i t h  Councilman Hartman t h a t  
there's n o t  some p l a n n i n g  involved  h e r e .  T t h i n k  t h a t  t h e y ' r e  p r o j e c t i n g  
what may occur o u t  t h e r e ,  and they  want t o  be  ready for i t ,  and I t h i n k  
t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l  i n v e s t o r s  have t h a t  r i g h t  t o  h e  p repa red  for  something 
t h a t  may happen. I t h i n k  also t h a t  s e v e r a l  weeks ago, a month ago,  w e  
addres sed  t h i s  problem of p r o t e c t i n g  t h e  environment and t h e  wa te r  s u p p l y ,  
and I though t  w e  had t a k e n  care o f  t h i s  by p u t t i n g  c e r t a i n  s a f e g u a r d s  on 
it. I f  we ' r e  n o t  go ing  t o  g r a n t  t h i s  development,  o r  t h i s  r e q u e s t  r a t h e r ,  
w e  shou ld  have  never a c t e d  on some o f  t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  we a l r e a d y  a c t e d  
on. 

MR. TENIENTE : I call f o r  t h e  q u e s t i o n  aga in .  

MAYOR COCKRELL : A l l  r i g h t ,  t h e  C l e r k  w i l l  call t he  r o l l .  

CITY CLERK: T h i s  i s  on t h e  s u b s t i t u t e  motion. 

On r o l l  call, t h e  motion,  c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it the passage  of the 
fo l lowing  Ordinance,  p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote:  AYES: B i l l a ,  
Rohde, T e n i e n t e ,  N i e l s e n ,  C o c k t e l l ;  NAYS: Pyndus, C i s n e r o s ,  Black,  
Hartman; ABSENT: None. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 5 , 8 6 3  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREZEHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 22.550 ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND OUT OF NCB 15673, BEING FURTHER 
DESCHBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED I N  THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, FROM TEMPORARY 
"R-1" SINGLE FAMILY MSIDEN?IAL DISTRICT 
TO "R-1" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DIS- 
TRICT;  AND A 129.153 ACRE TRACT OF LAND 
OUT OF NCB'S 15672 AND 15673,  BEING 
FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED 
I N  THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 17000 
AND 1 8 0 0 0  BLOCKS O F  U. S. HIGHWAY 281 
NORTH, FROM TEMPORARY "R-1" SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT. TO "P-1(B-21" 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING I S  ACCOM- 
PLISHED. 

- 
CITY CLERK: Motion c a r r i e d .  

MAYOR COCXRELL: The motion h a s  c a r r i e d ,  and I would l i k e  t o  s ta te  
t h a t  my r easons  a r e  i n  v o t i n g  f o r  t h i s  t h a t  I feel  t h a t  t h i s  Council. h a s  
set up a number o f  s a f e g u a r d s .  I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  r e g u l a r  zoning on 
t h i s  c a s e ,  w e  have fo l lowed the procedure  o f  s e t t i n g  up t h e  PUD des igna-  
t i o n .  T h i s  means t h a t  it h a s  a d d i t i o n a l  review.  It h a s  t h e  s u b d i v i s i o n ,  
t h e  p l a t t i n g  r e s t r i c t i o n .  ~t h a s  t h e  rev iew by t h e  P l ann ing  Commission. 
I t  h a s  a l l  the zoning o v e r l a y  t h a t  w e  have p l a c e d  on it i n  terms of t h e  
Aqui fe r .  I t  h a s  the con t inued  rev iew by t h e  Texas Water Q u a l i t y  Board. 
I r e a l l y  f e e l  t h a t  w e  have gone t o  a v e r y  far  e x t e n t  i n  t r y i n g  t o  l a y  
p r o t e c t i v e  programs, and 1 f e e l  t h a t  t h i s  must proceed.  Yes, D r .  Nielsen. 

DR. NIELSEN: I j u s t  want t o  b r i e f l y  s ta te  t h a t  I t h i n k  we've h e a r d  
a lot abou t  d e l e g a t i o n  of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  and A q u i f e r ,  and what have  you, 
1 think t h a t  what we've g o t  t o  do is i n  a compl ica ted  r i s k  v e n t u r e ,  as 
a n y t h i n g  i s  o v e r  khe Aqu i f e r ,  we've g o t  t o  s h a r e  a l o t  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  
t h i s  i s  go ing  t o  be an  immense amount o f  s h a r i n g .  1 t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  C i t y  
s t a f f  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  has moved v igo rous ly  t o  implement and one o f  t h e  
thinys, Mad&- Kqynr, I kncv PvP-rImn- wan+= t n  e a t  r i q h t  EQW, is.wetre. - -.-- '- -- s t i l l  t a l k i n g  abou t  the p u b l i c ,  p r l v a t e  s e c t o r  and t h e  way we m u t u a l l y  



agree  arrir ciisag=ee url w h a t  it means t k  ii~iprcr"r: tire t'& bask of this' 
community, t h e  t a x  base on j u s t  the  north s ide .  You know, 1 would 
Love t o  see 117 acres presented on t h e  sou theas t  s i d e  of t h i s  town f o r  
a shopping center. That would be a g r e a t  day i f  it ever  happened. 
k g h k  now it h a s n ' t .  I do no t  t h ink ,  however, t h a t  because w e  approved 
117 ac res  a s  a pos s ib l e  development on the nor th  s i d e ,  does no t  mean 
t h a t  w e  c a n ' t  do the same t h ing  some place else. I j u s t  hope t h a t  t h e  
context  of public - p r i v a t e  s t a y s  heal thy .  

MAYOR COCKRELL : A l l  r i g h t .  Y e s .  

MR. CISNEROS: Madam Mayor, i f  I may, I t h ink  t h e r e ' s  a few words 
t h a t  have t o  be s a i d  about t h a t  because t h a t ' s  t h e  r a t i o n a l e  t h a t ' s  
used a l l  t h e  t i m e  t o  g e t  anything through no matker what i t s  merits are, 
t h a t  it means a t t r a c t i z g  jobs and s o  f o r t h ,  and my p o i n t  i s  t h a t  some 
of t he se  k inds  of t h ings  do v i r t u a l l y  nothing f o r  t h e  people i n  t h i s  
town who need t h e  jobs, work for t h e  a reas  i n  t h i s  town t h a t  a r e  hit 
worst  by unemployment, for the a rea s  of t h i s  town where t h e  economic 
development needs t o  proceed except  ta assure  t h e  continued p a t t e r n s  
of development t h a t  d e t e r i o r a t e  some of t h e  o l d e r  a r ea s  o f  t h e  C i t y  
and the downtown w i l l  cont inue and i n  my view it i s  wrong t o  use thak 
r a t i o n a l e  t o  get through th ings  r ega rd l e s s  o f  t h e i r  merit, 

MAYOR COCKWLL : I'd l i k e  t o  recess. 

MR. TENIENTE : Tha t ' s  exac t ly  what I was going t o  say because I: 
t h ink  w e  ought t o  recess f o r  lunch. M e  can go l i s t e n i n g  to  l e c t u r i n g  
on a l l  s u b j e c t s  a l l  day long hu t  I t h i n k  w e  have de l i be r a t ed ,  we've 
voted and i t ' s  over and l e t ' s  j u s t  go i n t o  o the r  areas.  

MAYOR C O C K m L L  : A l l  r i g h t .  We a r e  recessed f o r  lunch. 

75-62 The meeting recessed f o r  lunch a t  l2:35 P .  M. and reconvened 
a t  2:00 P .  M. 

- 
PRESENTATION TO MAYOR COCKRELL 

Rev.  Black and Councilman Rohde s a i d  t h a t  they had just 
re turned from Boston where they had a t tended a meeting on h i s t o r i c a l  
p rese rva t ion  conference and a g r e a t  dea l  of a t t e n t i o n  was being g iven 
t o  t h e  Bicentennia l .  Knowing Mayor Cock re l l ' s  support of t h e  Bicen- 
tennial, they had brought he r  a remembrance. They then  presented  her 
with a very n i c e  music box which played "Yankee Doodle". 

Mayor Cockrel l  thanked t h e  two Councilmen f o r  t h e  g i f t  and. 
t h e i r  thoughtfu lness .  
- - - 
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75-62 CENTRO 21 REPORT ON PARKING 

Mr. Pat Legan, Chairman of Centro 21, said that the City 
Manager had retained the firm of Young-Hadawi, Inc. to act as consultant 
and to study the feasibility of a parking structure in the Riverbend 
area in downtown San Antonio. He introduced Mr. John De Shazo, Vice 
President of Young-Badawi, Inc. 

Mr. DeShazo distributed copies of his report (a copy is 
included with the papers of this meeting) and summarized his findings 
briefly. He reviewed the study and showed outlines of the various 
types of structures which could be considered. It was his company's 
recommendation that having 700 spaces be considered in the area bounded 
by Commerce, Presa, Market and Comino Streets. The structure would 
have space for commercial activities at the ground level. 

Mr. Legan read a resolution passed by Centro 21 endorsing 
the parking structure as recommended by Young-Hadawi. 

After consideration, Mr. Cisneros made a motion that the 
staff set in motion the process of making recornendations on financing 
options for a parking structure such as recommended. The motion was 
seconded by Mr. Hartman and on the following roll call vote, was passed 
and approved: AYES: Pyndus, Billa, Cisneros, Black, Hartman, mhde, 
Teniente, Nielsen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: None. 

75-62 ZONING HEAmNGS (contd . ) 
29. CASE 6199 - to rezone Lots 3 and 4, Block 7, NCB 6132, 2410 
Colima Street, from "c" Apartment District to "B-3" Business District, 
located on the south side of Colima Street being 21' west of the cutback 
between Murry Street and Colima Street, having 42' on Colima Street 
with a depth of 90'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Planning Commission recommended be denied by 
the City Council. 

Mr. Camargo said that there would be seven affirmative votes 
required to approve rezoning since this case had been denied by the 
Planning Commission. 

Mr. 0. Villarreal, representing the Sociedad de Beneficiencia 
Cuauhtimoc, said that this is a non-profit organization which has a 
building on the premises being used as a meeting hall. They wish to 
sell beer at occasional social gatherings and need "B-3" zoning to 
get a license: 

. Questioning brought out that the hall would be rented to 
other groups for parties, dances, etc. 

Mr. Teniente said that this is an old organization which is 
well known and he would recommend approval. 

Councilmen Pyndus and Rohde spoke against the request saying 
that it is spot zoning and there is a need to protect the neighborhood. 

After consideration, Mr. Teniente moved that the recomnenda- 
tion of the Planning Commission be overruled and the application 
approved. The motion was seconded by Mr. Cisneros. On roll call, the 
motion failed to carry the necessary seven affirmative votes as follows: 
AYES: Cisneros, Black, Hartman, Teniente, Nielsen; NAYS: Pyndus, B i l k ,  
Rohde , CockreI.1. 

The rezoning was denied. 
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30. CASZ 6100 - t o  consider  t h e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  of des ignated  
sites i n  the City of San Antonio a s  H i s to r i c  Landmarks and the 
extens ion of the K i n g  W i l l i a m  Historic D i s t r i c t  t o  inc lude  the Wulff 
House. 

M i s s  f.Iarge Jordan, Senior  Planning Administrator,  s a i d  t h a t  
this ordinance i s  requested by t h e  Planning and Zoning C o m i s s F o n  t o  
des igna te  4 8  sites a s  historic landmarks and to extend the King William 
H i s t o r i c  D i s t r i c t .  She went over the l i s t  of landmarks. On May 5, 
1 9 7 5 ,  the Board. of Rev i ew  f o r  H i s t o r i c  D i s t r i c t s  recommended t o  t h e  
Planning and Zoning Cornmission and the  Ci ty  Council t h e  approval of 
these landmarks and M e  extension of the King William H i s t o r i c  ~ i s t r i c t .  
On May 2 8 ,  1 9 7 5 ,  the Planning and Zoning Commission recommended t o  t h e  
C i t y  Council. approval of these  landmarks. There were 345 notices 
mailed. Two were re turned i n  opposi t ion .  Twenty no t i ce s  w e r e  r e tu rned  
i n  favor.  

The following persons endorsed t h e  pagsage of t h i s  ordinance: 

Mary Ann Cast leberry ,  speaking f o r  M r s .  Nancy Negley, 
P res iden t  of the San Antonio Conservation Society.  

M r .  Larry Demartino, r epresen t ing  t h e  Board of 
Directors of Southwest C r a f t  Center.  

Evelyn Berg, P res iden t  of Southwest Cra f t  Center.  

Adella Navarro, r epresen t ing  Texas Hispanic I n s t i t u t e .  
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Opponents : 

Plr .  K a r l  Wurz, 820 Flo r ida ,  spoke in opposi t ion .  H e  claimed 
t h a t  many Of t h e  p rope r t i e s  designated as landmarks do no t  m e e t  t h e  
c r i t e r i a ,  and he does no t  wish t o  see them removed from t h e  t a x  r o l l s .  

M r .  Camargo, i n  answer t o  a ques t ion ,  s a i d  t h a t  being desi.g- 
naked a s  a h i s t o r i c  landmark would not  remove a  p iece  of property from 
t he  t a x  r o l l s .  

Mr. Chris  G i l l ,  223 Parklane, spoke f o r  h i s  mother-in-law, 
M r s .  S t i t h ,  who owns property adjacent  t o  t h e  Ursul ine Academy pro- 
pe r ty .  NrS. S t i t h  has already made generous con t r ibu t ions  t o  Ursuline 
Academy but  does n o t  want he r  property t o  ca r ry  t h e  "H" des igna t ion ,  
a s  t h a t  c a s t s  a cloud over it a s  f a r  as prospect ive  buyers a r e  concerned. 
He asked t h a t  t h i s  t r a c t  be withdrawn from cons idera t ion  a t  t h i s  t i m e .  

M r .  Alexander Frazer ,  r epresen t ing  t h e  ~ a u g h t e r s  of the 
American Revolution, s a i d  t h a t  t h e  Alamo was conveyed t o  t h e  Daughters 
of t h e  Republic of Texas by t h e  S t a t e  of Texas and i s  no t  subject: t o  
c o n t r o l  by any City agency. H e  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  Alamo should no t  be 
included i n  t h e  ordinance and asked t h a t  it be de le ted .  

Mayor Cockrel l  asked the c i t y  Attorney t o  comment on t h e  
s t a t u s  of t h e  Alamo a s  f a r  as t h e  Ci ty  i s  concerned. 

M r .  Tom Finlay ,  Ass i s t an t  Ci ty  Attorney, s a i d  " t he  zoning 
Code i t s e l f  says  t h a t  our. zoning laws don ' t  apply t o  s t a t e ,  f e d e r a l  
o r  county owned proper ty  and, in f a c t ,  it doesn ' t  even have t o  say 
t h a t .  I t  j u s t  i s  added a s  a  res ta tement  of s t a t e  law e s p e c i a l l y  
since t h e  Ci ty  cannot tell t h e  s t a t e  what t o  do. 

The po in t  is t h a t  i n  d i scuss ing  t h i s  with t h e  Planning 
Department, many of t h e  h i s t o r i c  l a n h a r k s  a r e  owned e i t h e r  by a 
f e d e r a l  agency and t h e  po in t  was i n  zoning w e  should be cons i s t en t .  
I f  it meets our  c r i t e r i a  of des igna t ion  under our  ordinance,  we should 
go ahead and do it even though a t  the t i m e  it w i l l  no t  be o f  any 
e f f e c t .  S t  also guards aga in s t  t h e  day i f  a  bu i ld ing  i s  owned by a 
s t a t e  agency they could se l l  it tomorrow, and s o  w e  have des ignated  
it, and, t he r e fo re ,  i f  they are ever s o l d ,  w e  a r e  p ro tec ted . "  

m Y O R  COCKRELL : What you a r e  saying, though, as a  p r a c t i c a l  
ma t t e r ,  say t h a t  t h i s  w e r e  r e t a i n e d  i n  t h e  des ignat ion  as some o the r  
bu i ld inq  then i n  the f u t u r e  should anv a l t e r a t i o n  or anvthina be 
a n t i c i p a t e d  by the DRT would t h a t  have t o  go through t h e  review 
process? 

MR. FTNLAY: No, madam. Now, w e  d id  a t  t h e  t i m e  w e  added t h e  land- 
marks t o  t h e  h i s t o r i c  zoning, pass  a r e so lu t fon  recognizing t h a t ,  of 
course, t h i s  would n o t  apply t o  s t a t e  proper ty  and j u s t  asking them 
if t h e y  would, I th ink  t h e  word is "allow it t o  be reviewed" by t h e  
Historic Review Board. But even t h a t  r e so lu t i on  recognizes i h a t  ..... 
(inaudxble) ..... 
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A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  Councilman Cisneros  moved t h a t  t h e  
recommendation of t h e  P l ann ing  Commission be approved,  and t h e  
r ezon ing  approved w i t h o u t  any e x c e p t i o n s  o r  v a r i a t i o n s .  The mot ion 
w a s  seconded by M r .  Hartman. On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion,  c a r r y i n g  
w i t h  it t h e  pas sage  o f  t h e  fo l lowing  Ordinance,  p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  
fo l lowing  vote: AYES: B i l l a ,  C i sne ros ,  Black,  Hartman, Rohde, N i e l s e n ,  
Cockrell; NAYS: Pyndus; ABSENT: Ten ien te .  

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
Z O N I N G  ORDINANCE OF THE CITY O F  SAN 
ANTONIO BY PLACING LOT A-1, EXCLUDING 
THE NORTH IRREGULAR 7 . 3 6 ' ;  LOT 2,  
EXCLUDING THE NORTH IRREGULAR 2 7 . 6 4 ' ;  
AND LOT B,  NCB 8 9 4 ,  107 K I N G  WILLIAM 
STREET (WULFF HOUSE) I N  "H" HISTORIC 
DISTRICT; AND THE DESIGNATION OF THE 
FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PROPERTIES AS 
HISTORIC LANDMARKS: 

F r a n c i s c o  R u i z  House, Celso Navarro House 
and John Twohig House 

The F r a n c i s c o  Ruiz House, t h e  John Twohig House 
and t h e  Celso Navarro House a r e  l o c a t e d  w i th in  
t h e  J i i t te  Museum grounds ;  NCB A - 4  
3S00 Block o f  Broadway 

Spanish  Governor ' s  Palace 
Lot  A - 6 ,  NCB 1 1 7  
105 H i l i t a r y  P l a z a  

S a v a r r o  House 
Lot 4 ,  NCB 13418 
2 2 7  l i e s t  Nueva S t r e e t  

The Alamo 
-111 of  NCB 115 
3 2 0  Alano P l a z a  

Arsena l  Bu i ld ings :  

The S e r v a n t s  Q u a r t e r s ,  O f f i c e  B u i l d i n g ,  
Officers Q u a r t e r s ,  S t o r e h o u s e ,  Arsena l  
l a g a z i n e ,  Acequia and Arsena l  S t a b l e ;  all 
i n  XCB 929, 600 Block o f  South Main Avenue 

Y t u r r i  - Edrnonds P r o p e r t y  
Lot  1 3 ,  SCB 6305 
2 5 7  Yellowstone S t r e e t  

B e r n s  >!ill Ruins - 
The nor thwes t  i r r e g u l a r  310'  o f  t h e  s o u t h  
3 0 0 '  o f  P-11, NCB 10932, 
2 3 0 0  B l o c k  of Ashley Road 

- 
r ;spada Dam 
P - 5 ,  ICB 10932 
l S O O  Block o f  S .  E .  M i l i t a r y  ,D.riv,e 

Xceqdia lark 
7-3, X C a  LO952 
1300 Block of S. E .  M i l i t a r y  Drive 

Espada Aqueduct 
$322.. T h e  e a s t  p a r t  o f  T r a c t  I - A  and the s o u t h  

 art o f  T r a c t  1 4 ,  NCB 1 1 1 7 4  
. ,  9000 Block o f  Espada Road 

October 1 6 ,  1 9 7 5  
n s r  



3 1 1 i l d i n ~ s  l , - i th in  I!cr:lisFair P l aza  .. Civic 
Cen te r  P r o j e c t  No. 5 ,  T e x .  R-83, Urban  
Renewal Agency: 

1. Y t u r r i  House (George Scllroeder House) 
2 .  W i e t z e l  Iiouse 
3 .  Amava Iiouse 

0. k. Bar 
Schultzc's S t o r e  
Jamcs Sweeny House 
Herman Schu l t ze  House 
Myer-Half f House 
Kusch House 
Maximillion S c h u l t z e  House 
R i t c h e r  House 
Coyone, Tynan, and Uugosh House 
Tynan Dependency 
Uugosh House 
Beethoven H a l l  
Acos ta  House 
Solomon H a l f f  o r  Kampmann House 
Eager  House 
Eager Dependency 
Hermann C a r r i a g e  House. 
Smi th  House 
S o l i s  House 
Pereida House 
Koehler House 
Esp inoza  House 
2 2 2  South Alamo S t r e e t  

Old U r s u l i n e  Academy 

.. 
A l l  o f  NCB 180 
300 Augusta S t r e e t  

C a t h o l i c  Women's A s s o c i a t i o n  
Lot  7 ,  Block 1 9 ,  NCB 4 2 9  
309 North Alamo S t r e e t  

P r o p e r t y  a t  305  North Alamo S t r e e t  
L o t  9 ,  Block 1 9 ,  NCB 429  
305 North Alamo S t r e e t  

Will iam Maverick House 
L o t s  1 3  and 1 4 ,  and t h e  w e s t  i r r e g u l a r  
58 '  o f  t h e  s o u t h  5 . 5 5 '  of  Lot 5 ,  NCB 4 1 2  
119 Taylor. S t r e e t  

S u l l i v a n  C a r r i a g c  House 
Lot 8 ,  Block 6 ,  NCB 4 3 2  
314 Fourth S t r e e t  

Wolfson House 
Lot 3 and t h e  n o r t h  2 5 . 4 '  o f  Lot 4 ,  Block 7 ,  
NCB 4 3 1 ,  4 1 5  Broadway 

F i r s t  P r e s b y t e r i a n  Church 
Lots 6 ,  8 ,  10  and 1 2 ,  Block  5 ,  NCB 4 3 3  
408 Four th  S t r e e t  

, . 
. . 
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Mission Conception 
Lot A-31 and a l l  of Lots 2 6 ,  27 ,  28  and 
t h e  south 8 3 '  of Lot 25,  NCB 3975 
807  Mission Road 

Mission San Jose  
3 . 3  ac re s  o u t  of NCB 7664  
7 0 1  Eas t  Pyron 

Mission San Juan 
Trac t  3 ,  NCB 10933 
9 1 0 1  Graf Road 

Mission Espada 
P-5, NCB 11173 
1 0 0 4 0  Espada Road 

Madison Square Presbyter ian  Church 
Lot 31, NCB 797 
319 Camden S t r e e t  

CITIZENS TO BE HEARD 

REV. R. A. CALLIES, SR. 

Rev. R. A. C a l l i e s ,  Sr . ,  s a i d  t h a t  he had read i n  t h e  paper 
where t h e  City is considering s e t t i n g  a s ide  an a r ea  f o r  X-rated 
a c t i v i t i e s ,  and h i s  appearance before t h e  Council was t o  p r o t e s t  t h i s  
ac t ion .  He had examples of pornographic magazines and jewelry which 
could be purchased a t  any icehouse and said t h i s  is a very  s e r ious  
mat ter .  He asked t h a t  t h e  contemplated ac t i on  not  be taken.  

Mayor CockreLl c l a r i f i e d  f o r  Rev. C a l l i e s  an erroneous 
statement which had appeared i n  a l o c a l  paper. She said t h a t  t h e  
Council i s  very concerned over an a c t i v i t y  going on a t  t h e  River 
which i s  out of l i n e  with t h e  Council ' s  pol icy .  Something t h a t  w a s  
' s a id  i n  Council meeting w a s  misunderstood by t h e  media and repor ted  
i nco r r ec t l y .  

C i t y  Attorney James Parker s a i d  t h a t  t h e  U .  S.  Supreme 
Court has ru led  t h a t  it i s  t h e  body t o  decide i f  l i t e r a t u r e  i s  porna- 
graphic o r  no t  and has yet t o  f i nd  one i t e m  pornographic. This makes 
it extremely d i f f i c u l t  t o  prosecute t h i s  type of case .  

Af te r  d i scuss ion  of t h e  mat ter ,  Mayor Cockrel l  asked t h e  
C i t y  Attorney t o  review f o r  the  Council regarding t h e  l e g a l  back- 
ground of t h e  problem of pornography and what t h e  Council. may or 
may not  do i n  t r y i n g  t o  p ro t ec t  t h e  publ ic  i n t e r e s t  i n  t he se  mat ters .  

M r .  Cisneros commended Rev. C a l l i e s  f o r  t h e  volunteer  work 
he and h i s  youths have been doing i n  the d r i v e  t o  c o l l e c t  brush. 

M R S .  HELEN DUTMER 

M r s .  Helen Dutmer, 739 McKinley, s a i d  t h a t  t h e  s en io r  c i t i z e n s  
have asked her  to speak t o  them about t h e  pros and cons of the  Texas 
Cons t i tu t ion .  She s i a d  t h a t  she had learned t h a t  many of these  e l d e r l y  
people a r e  s iqninq t h e  p e t i t i o n s  aga ins t  t h e  bond i s s u e  as a p r o t e s t  
aga in s t  t h e  Counc i l ' s  decis ion i n  awarding t h e  Arcinieqa property.  She 
s a id  the  Council should be aware of t h e  s i t u a t i o n  so  C ~ u n c i l  could 
c o r r e c t  t h i s  idea .  

October 16, 1975 
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M r s .  Uutmer expressed her  g l a d n e s s  a t  hear ing  Congressr.an 
Kazen's r e p o r t  on Iqission Park. 

i 

She a l s o  s a i d  that she i s  concerned about the Council approving 
t h e  rezoning o f  proper ty  a t  San Pedro and F .  M. 1604. 

KARL WURZ 

M r .  Karl  Wurz, 820 F l o r i d a ,  asked t h a t  the Council r a i s e  t h e  
minimum wage f r o m  the present $ 1 . 4 0  t o  $3.00 pe r  hour .  This would 
amount t o  $6 ,240  pe r  yea r .  

M r .  Wurz' suggest ion was r e f e r r e d  t o  s t a f f  fox s tudy and a 
r e p o r t  was reques ted .  
- - - 

, RAUL RODRIGUEZ 

M r .  Raul Rodriguez s a i d  t h a t  he has asked t h e  Council about 
t h e  purchase of park l ands  by t h e  Urban Renewal. Agency but  so  fa r  he 
has heard nothing.  

C i ty  Manager Granata s a i d  t h a t  he had talked t o  Mr. Winston 
Mart in about t h i s  and had been t o l d  t h a t  a r e p o r t  on t h e  mat te r  i s  
being prepared today.  

Mayor CockreLl asked t h e  Ci ty  Manager t o  g e t  copies  of t h e  
a p p r a i s a l s  f r o m  M r .  Martin and then m e e t  with M r .  Rodriguez t o  go 
ove r  them. 

MR. JACK MCGINNIS 

M r .  Jack McGinnis, r epresen t ing  t h e  n a t i o n a l  o rgan iza t ion  
f o r  reform of marijuana laws, addressed t h e  Council. H e  s a i d  t h a t  he 
wished t o  sugges t  t o  t h e  Council t h a t  t h e  simple possession of marijuana 
be approached i n  some way o t h e r  than  t h e  i nca rce r a t i on  of of fenders .  
H e  s a i d  t h a t  t h i s  would be much b e t t e r  than t r e a t i n g  a person a s  a 
criminal and p u t t i n g  them i n  jail. H e  asked t h a t  a City po l i cy  be 
adopted whereby a p o l i c e , o f f i c e r  would have an oppor tuni ty  n o t  t o  
i n c a r c e r a t e  a person f o r  simple possession of a few ounces of marijuana. 

Mayor Cockrel l  asked t h a t  t h e  Chief of Po l i ce  be asked t o  
g ive  h i s  opinion of t h i s  mat ter  t o  t h e  City Council. 
- - - 
75-62 The Clerk read  t h e  fol lowing letter: 

October 1 0 ,  1975 

Honorable Mayor and Members of t h e  City Council 
Ci ty  o f  San Antonio, Texas 

-. 

Madam and Gentlemen: 

The fo l lowing p e t i t i o n s  w e r e  received by my o f f i c e  and forwarded t o  
the City Manager f o r  i nves t i ga t i on  and r e p o r t  t o  t h e  City Council. 

October 8 ,  1975 

October 16, 1975 
el 

, P e t i t i o n  of M i s s  Laura Ann Negreta, 
163 Octavia Place ,  and r e s i d e n t s  
on Octavia Place,  reques t ing  t h e  
Ci ty  t o  c o r r e c t  t h e  warped manhole 
covers which c r e a t e  loud no i ses  
n i g h t  and day. 



October 9, 1975 

October 10 ,  1975 

P e t i t i o n  o f  L a  T r in idad  United 
Methodist  Church, submi t ted  by 
M s .  Naomi Hodge, Chai rperson ,  300 
San Fernando at Pecos, r e q u e s t i n g  
permission t o  have Pecos Street 
blocked a t  t h e  co rne r s  of  San 
Fernando S t r e e t  and Pecos S t r e e t  
and Leona S t r e e t  and Pecos S t r e e t ,  
from 2:00 P. M. t o  9:00 P .  M., on 
November 15 ,  1 9 7 5 ,  for t h e i r  Annual 
Fiesta Bazaar. 

P e t i t i o n  of  Highlands High School  
S tuden t  Counci l ,  3118 E l g i n ,  re- 
q u e s t i n g  permission t o  have a 
bonfire on October 30,  1975, 
between 7:30 and 9:00 P. M . ,  on a 
d i r t  park ing  l o t  on Elgin Street. 

/s/  J. FI. INSELMANN 
C i t y  C l e r k  

- - - 
There be ing  no f u r t h e r  bus iness  t o  come b e f o r e  the Council, 

the  meeting adjourned a t  4:10 P. M. 

A P P R O V E D  

C l e r k  

M A Y O R  

October 16, 1 9 7 5  
el 




