
WGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO HELD IN 
THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, CITY HALL, ON 
THURSDAY, MAY 15,  1980.  

* * * *  

The meeting was c a l l e d  t o  ordsr a t  1:00 P.M. by t h e  presiding 
officer, Mayor L i l a  C o c k r e l l  with  t h e  following members present :  CISNEROS, 
WEBB, DUTMER, WING, EURESTE, THOMPSON, ALDERETE, CANAVAN, ARCHER, STEEN, 
COCKRELL; Absent: NONE. 
- - - 
80-23 - The invoca t ion  w a s  given by t h e  Reverend Henry Lae.nan, San 
Juan D e  Los Lagos C a t h o l i c  Church. 
- - - 
80-23 Members of t h e  C i ty  Council  and the audience joined i n  t h e  
Pledge of Allegiance to the flag of t h e  United S t a t e s .  
- - - 
80-23 - Councilman D r .  Cisneros on behalf of D i s t r i c t . 1 ,  thanked t h e  
prevlous Councils for  the fine drainage system in h i s  d i s t r i c t .  H e  
s t a t e d  that dug to t h e  drainage systhm, there a r e . p a r t s  of d i s t r i c t  1 
which are completely water free and that t h e r e  has been no f looding  i n  t h e  
area which once occurred ten years ago. 

Mayor Cockre l l  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  s t i l l  a backlog of 
dra inage  problems that need t o  be taken care of and that t h e  City would 
cont inue  t o  address these type of problems. 
- - + 

80-23 - SPECIAL MEETING 

M r .  A lde re te  asked that an ordinance be prepared f o r  today ' s  
agenda regarding C h a p t e r  34's an-endmmts to t h e  E l e c t r i c a l  Code Book, 

M s .  Jane Macon, City Attorney,  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h i s  i t e m  would 
need t o  be addressed as a s p e c i a l  meeting. 

Mayor cockre11 instructed staff t o  p o s t  notice for a Special  
Meeting which would take. place .at the ~concfusion. of today s q e n d a ,  . . 

JOHN J. PERSHING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Mayor Cockre l l  recognized a group of fifth grade students from 
John J .  Pershing-Elementary School w h o  were present i n  the audience. 

They were accompanied by their  instructor, Mrs - ~ a s t i n g s -  

STONEWALL ELEMENTARY' SCHOOL * 

Mayor C o c k r e l l  recognized a group of fifth:.grade students from 
Stonewall Elementary School who were also p r e s e n t  i n  the  audience. 

Mrs. Dennis, t h e i r  i n s t r u c t o r ,  accompanied t h e  group. 
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KERRVILLE FOLK FESTIVAL 

M r .  Rod Kennedy, a r e s i d e n t  of  K e r r v i l l e ,  Texas, extended 
an i n v i t a t i o n  t o  t h e  Council  t o  their Ninth Annual Folk F e s t i v a l  i n  
K e r r v i l l e ,  Texas, which would t ake  p l a c e  on t h e  Memorial Day weekend. 

Mayor and Council  thanked M r .  Kennedy f o r  h i s  i n v i t a t i o n ,  

80-23 ZONING HEARINGS 

5 CASE 8022 - t o  rezone t h e  n o r t h  8 3 '  of Lots  302 ,  303 and 
304, NCB 6184, i n  the 200 Block of Pendelton Avenue, from "C" Apartment 
D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" Business District,  located southwest of  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  
of Pendelton Avenue and Homecrest Avenue, having-75' on Pendelton Avenue 
and 8 5 '  on Homecrest Avenue. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Adminis t ra tor ,  expla ined  t h e  proposed 
change which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be denied by t h e  C i t y  
Council. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h i r t y - s i x  n o t i c e s  were mailed out t o  t h e  surround- 
ing proper ty  owners; n ine teen  n o t i c e s  were re tu rned  i n  oppos i t ion  and 
f i v e  n o t i c e s  were r e tu rned  i n  favor .  H e  stated t h a t  n ine  a f f i r m a t i v e  
votes  would be needed t o  approve t h e  change in .  zoning. 

M r .  Randy Janssen, r e p r e s e n t i n g  M s .  Sanchez the  a p p l i c a n t ,  
explained t h e  proposed plans f o r  t h e  s u b j e c t  proper ty .  H e  expla ined  t h a t  
t h e r e  is an 82L10 area i n  back of t h e  proper ty  t h a t  s h e  wishes t o  u t i l i z e  
as a r e s t a u r a n t  wi th  a l c o h o l i c  consumption. H e  stated t h a t  M s .  Sanchez 
i s  r eques t ing  an on-premises l i c e n s e  t h a t  w i l l  a l low t h e  consumption 
of a lcohol .  H e  p resen ted  a petition which w a s  s igned by people l i v i n g  
i n  t h e  a r e a  who a r e  n o t  i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  proposed p l a n s ,  (The 
P e t i t i o n  is  on f i l e  wi th  t h e  minutes of t h i s  meeting.) H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  . 
the a p p l i c a n t  needs the  change i n  zoning t o  help suppor t  h e r  family; 
wi thout  t h e  zoning change, she  would be forced t o  close down. 

In response t o  a ques t ion  by Mr, Eures te ,  M r .  Janssen stated 
t h a t  t h e  previous owner had been s e l l i n g  beer a t  t h i s  p roper ty  for t h e  
longes t  time. 

M r .  Eures te  expressed h i s  concern t h a t  t h e  consumption of 
alcohol  has been occuring a t  this l o c a t i o n  f o r  a number o f  years and 
stated t h a t  t h i s  does n o t  j u s t i f y  t h e  C i t y  making t h i s  legal. He 
f e l t  t h a t  a bee r  lounge i n  t h e  middle of a r e s i d e n t i a l  neighborhood 
should n o t  be allowed. 

Mr. Thompson a l s o  expressed  concern about  the dr ink ing  allowed 
i n  t h i s  a r e a ,  

M r .  Barnabe Calderon, a r e s i d e n t  of  255 Pendleton,  spoke 
mainly t o  t h e  good character of M s .  Sanchez. He stated t h a t  d r ink ing  
has been occurr ing  a t  t h i s  proper ty  for many years and t h e r e  has never  
been a problem with f i g h t i n g  o r  d i s tu rbances  at t h i s  l o c a t i o n  due t o  
t h e  sale of a l c o h o l i c  beverages.  H e  spoke i n  suppor t  of t h e  reques ted  
zoning change. 

M r .  'Nicasio B. Dimas, 328 Pendleton, also sgoke i n  suppor t  
of t h e  zoning change. 

Mr. Martin Daniels ,  1 2 4  Pendleton Avenue, s t a t e d  t h a t  he has 
l i v e d  a t  t h i s  res idence  f o r  33  y e a r s  and stated t h a t  there i s  a traffic 
problem t h a t  e x i s t s  i n  t h e  a rea .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  wi th  any t y p e  of 
bus iness  t h a t  a l lows consumption of a l coho l  t h e s e  would e v e n t u a l l y  be 
an i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  traffic problem, since t h e  subject proper ty  
does n o t  allow f o r  parking within the premises.  H e  spoke very s t r o n g l y  
i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  reques ted  zoning change. 
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Mrs. RItmer s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  grocery s t o r e  a t  t h i f  l o c a t i o n  
can cont inue  t o  opera te  under t h e  e x i s t i n g  non-conforming rights. 

I n  response 'to M r .  Eures te ,  M r .  Daniels  stated t h a t  a t  one 
t i m e  he countedaas many a s  1 2  people d r ink ing  on t h e  premises,  He 
noted  o t h e r  times t h a t  people have been cited consuming beer an  t h e  
premises. 

M s .  Minnie O l i v a r x i  stated t h a t  she  does n o t  o b j e c t  t o  t h e  
grocery s t o r e  b u t  does o b j e c t  t o  t h e  d r ink ing  t h a t  has been occuring 
on the premises,  (She d i s t r i b u t e d  a p i c t u r e  of t h e  s u b j e c t  property 
as it p r e s e n t l y  ex is t s ,  which i s  on f i l e  wi th  t h e  minutes of t h i s  
meeting. ) 

M s .  Anna B e l t r a n ,  a l so  a r e s i d e n t  of t h e  area, spoke i n  
oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  consumption of b e e r  on t h e  premises. She also 
spoke r e g a r d i n g . t h e  heavy commercial t r a f f i c  t h a t  t h i s  business would 
i n c u r  should t h e  zoning change be granted.  

A t  this p o i n t  i n  t h e  meeting, MK. Eures te  made a motion 
t o  deny t h e  requested zoning change. M r .  Archer seconded t h e  motion, 

M s .  F e l i c i t a  Cantu, s t a t e d  t h a t  she  lives only f i f t y  feet 
, from t h e  subject property and spoke s t r o n g l y  i n  opposition t o  t h e  

reques ted  zoning change. She submitted a p e t i t i o n  of f i v e  s i g n a t u r e s  
o f  people who l ive i n  t h e  i m e d i a t e  a r e a  i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  
zoning change. She asked t h a t  t h e  r e s i d e n t i a 1 , a r e a  remain j u s t  that. 
(The p e t i t i o n  submit ted by M s .  Cantu, i s  on f i l e  w i t h - t h e  minutes of 
t h i s  meetihg . ) 

M r .  Leonard Huskey, P l a n t  Manager for  Swi f t  and Company, 
stated t h a t  his proper ty  borders  Pendleton Street and spoke s t r o n g l y  
i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  reques ted  zoning change. H e  stated t h a t  t h i s  
zoning change would n o t  be compatible with t h e  surrounding r e s i d e n t i a l  
area. H e  a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  very l i t t l e  o f f - s t r e e t  parking 
a v a i l a b l e  a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  l o c a t i o n  and i f  the zoning change i s  granted ,  
it would i n c r e a s e  t h e  t r a f f i c  s i t u a t i o n .  H e  s t a t e d  that a beer  
lounge would n o t  be i n  keeping with t h e  h e a l t h ,  s a f e t y  and morals of 
t h e  community. 

rbCC C " , F !  

Ms. Carol  Cuszuski, 7634 Antique  rive, a l s o  spoke i n  
oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  reques ted  zoning change. She s t a t e d  t h a t  this 
change would be d e t r i m e n t a l  t o  the character of t h e  neighborhood. 

I n  r e b u t t a l ,  M r .  Janssen s t a t e d  t h a t  M s .  Sanchez t h e  
a p p l i c a n t  i s  only  t r y i n g  t o  t a k e  what was and make it l e g a l .  He 
s t a t e d  t h a t  beer i s  at t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e  being s o l d  o u t s i d e  t h e  s t o r e  
and should t h e  zoning change be granted ,  t h e  b e e r  would only be 
consummed inside t h e  premises,  i n  more p r i v a t e  surroundings.  

M r .  Eureste asked t h a t  s t a f f  t a k e  a l l  l e g a l  steps possible 
regarding  t h e  on-premise a l c o h o l i c  beverage consumption c u r r e n t l y  t a k i n g  
p l a c e  a t  the convenience s t o r e  a t  t h e  corner of Pendleton and Homecrest. 

A f t e r  discussion, t he  motion t o  deny t h e  reques ted  zoning 
change, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fol lowing vote:  AYES: Cisneros ,  Webb, Dutmer, 
Wing, Eures te ,  Thompson, Canavan, Archer, S teen ,  Cockre l l ;  NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Aldere te .  

CASE 8022 w a s  denied. 

80-23 CORPORATION COURT JUDGES 

M r .  Archer asked t h a t  s taff  i n v e s t i g a t e  and r e p o r t  regarding  
the p o s s i b i l i t y  of t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  de lega t ion  g r a n t i n g  i n j u n c t i v e  powers 
t o  t h e  ~unicipal Court Judges. 
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6 .  CASE 7998 - t o  rezone Lots 1 3  t h r u  1 6 ,  Block 9 ,  NCB 2839,  
3 3 5 ,  339 and 347 Cottonwood Avenue, from "C1' Apartment D i s t r i c t  t o  
"B-3R1' R e s t r i c t i v e  Business ~ i s t r i c t ,  located n o r t h e a s t  of t h e  - i n t e r -  
s e c t i o n  of Rochambeau Street and Cottonwood Avenue, having 150' on Rocham- 
beau S t r e e t  and 200' on Cottonwood Avenue. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, planning Adminis t ra tor  , expla ined  t h e  
proposed change which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be denied by t h e  
C i t y  Council .  H e  stated t h a t  twenty-one n o t i c e s  were mailed o u t  t o ,  the 
surrounding p roper ty  owners; ten n o t i c e s  were returned i n  oppos i t ion ,  
and one w a s  r e tu rned  i n  oppos i t ion  from o u t s i d e  t h e  200' r a d i u s  and 
one returned i n  favor .  H e  expla ined  t h a t  s i x  affirmative v o t e s  would 
be needed t o  approve t h e  change i n  zoning. 

The a p p l i c a n t ,  Mr. Jesus Cortez,  s t a t e d  t h a t  he i s  t h e  owner 
of t h e  s u b j e c t  p roper ty  and p resen ted  h i s  plans t o  c o n s t r u c t  a funeral 
home on t h i s  l o c a t i o n .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  he i s  a l i c e n s e d  mor t i c i an  
and s t a t e d  t h a t  a f u n e r a l  home i n  t h i s  l o c a t i o n  would be a g r e a t  
s e r v i c e  t o  t h e  area. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  he has  s u f f i c i e n t  parking and 
would be e r e c t i n g  a fence t o  enc lose  t h e  building for t h e  pr ivacy  
of t h e  neighbors.  H e  expla ined  t h a t  a  S e c u r i t y  Guard would be on 
the  premises twenty-four hours  a day and t h a t  t h e  p roper ty  would be 
properly l i g h t e d .  H e  a l s o  stated that he would be h i r i n g  t e n  people, 
as h i s  employees. 

In response t o  a ques t ion  by M r .  ~ h d & s o n ,  Mr. Cortez 
s t a t e d  t h a t  he would be l i v i n g  on the premises.  

I n  response t o  a ques t ion  by D r .  Cisneros, t h e  a p g l i c a n t  
s t a t e d  that he w i l l  be looking f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  l o t s  t o  s o l v e  t h e  parking 
problem. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  a few r e s i d e n t s  
may be s e l l i n g  t h e i r  homes i n  t he  nea r  f u t u r e  since many of these 
homes are located a t  t h e  major i n t e r s e c t i o n  of I . H .  35 Expressway, Theo 
and Malone. 

No c i t i z e n  appeared t o  speak i n  oppos i t ion .  
,. 

A f t e r  d i scuss ion ,  M r .  Wing moved t h a t  t h e  recommendation of 
t h e  Zoning Commission be approved provided t h a t  a non-access-easemeut 
i s  imposed along t h e  sou th  p roper ty  l i n e s  of Lots 1 3  through 16 and 
t h a t  a s i x  foot s o l i d  sc reen  fence  is e r e c t e d  and maintained a long t h e  
south ,  nor th ,  and east p roper ty  l i n e s .  M r .  Webb seconded t h e  motion. 
On r o l l  ca l l ,  t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  wi th  it t h e  passage of  t h e  fo l lowing 
Ordinance, prevailed by t h e  fo l lowing vote:  AYES: Cisneros ,  Webb, 
Dutmer, Wing, Eures te ,  R lde re te ,  Canavan, S teen ,  Cockrell; NAYS: 
Thompson, Archer; ABSENT: None, 

AN ORDINANCE 52,191 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPmHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOTS 13  THROUGH 1 6 ,  BLOCK 9, 
NCB 2839, 3 3 5 ,  339 and 347 COTTONWOOD AVENUE, FROM 
"C" APARTMENT DISTRICT TO "B-3R" RESTRICTIVE . 
BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT A NON-ACCESS 
EASEMENT IS IMPOSED ALONG THE SOUTHERN PROPERTY 
LINES OF LOTS 13  THROUGH 1 6  AND THAT A S I X  FOOT 
SOLID SCREEN FENCE I S  ERECTED AND MAINTAINED 
ALONG THE SOUTH, NORTH, AND EAST PROPERTY LINES. 

- - - 
7. CASE 8042 - t o  rezone Lot 5,  Block 5 ,  NCB 3732,  435 Sims Avenue, 
from "C" Apartment District t o  llR-3" Mul t ip le  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t ,  
l oca ted  on t h e  norkhside of Sims Avenue, be ing  400' w e s t  of  t h e  i n t e r -  
s e c t i o n  of Coll ingsworth Avenue and Sims Avenue, having 100' on Sims 
Avenue and a maximum depth of  221.2l. 
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Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Adminis t ra tor ,  explained t h e  
proposed change which t h e  Zoning  omm mission recommended be\ approved 
by t h e  C i t y  Council .  . H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  twenty-six n o t i c e s  were mailed 
o u t  t o  the  surrounding proper ty  owners; seven n o t i c e s  w e r e  re turned  
i n  oppos i t ion  and e i g h t  n o t i c e s  were r e tu rned  i n  favor .  H e  s t a t e d  
t h a t  n ine  a f f i r m a t i v e  v o t e s  would be needed t o  approve t h e  change i n  
zoning. 

M r s .  Consuelo Rocha, 647  Gladstone, s t a t e d  t h a t  she  is  
reques t ing  a change i n  zoning i n  o r d e r  t o  establish a day care nursery 
which w i l l  care f o r  up t o  twenty ch i ld ren .  She s t a t e d  t h a t  i n  1978 
she  had a p p l i e d  f o r  a permi t  t o  b u i l d  a day c a r e  c e n t e r  and a f t e r  
she  had made s e v e r a l  r e p a i r s  t o  t h e  c e n t e r ,  she  was informed t h a t  
t h e  proposed use w a s  no longe* allowed under "C" Apartment District; 
only allowed under "R-3" Mult ip le  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t .  She 
s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a need f o r  good q u a l i t y  c h i l d  c a r e  c e n t e r s  i n  t h e  
neighborhood, She c i t e d ' t h e  o t h e r  c h i l d  c a r e  c e n t e r s  t h a t  p r e s e n t l y  
e x i s t  i n  the sou th  s i d e  wi th  t h e i r  long wa i t ing  l ists.  She explained 
t h e  i n g r e s s  and e g r e s s  t o  t h e  subject property.  

M r .  Camargo expla ined  t h e  d e t a i l s  of t r a n s f e r i n g  thg 
day c a r e  c e n t e r s  from one zoning c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  t o  another .  

M r .  A lde re te  expressed concern t h a t  an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  i n t e n t  
t o  developing busi-ness i n  an a r e a  had f a l l e n  prey t o  an a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
oversight on the City's part, He s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  C i ty  Council has  
always worked c l o s e l y  wi th  people who develop c h i l d  c a r e  c e n t e r s  i n  
neighborhoods. H e  spoke i n  suppor t  of M r s .  Rocha's r eques t  and a l s o  
expressed  concern t h a t  n i n e  a f f i r m a t i v e  vo tes  would be needed t o  approve 
t h e  change i n  zoning, 

I n  response  t o  a ques t ion  by M r s .  Dutmer, M r .  Camargo 
expla ined  t h a t  taxes may increase as a r e s u l t  of an overvalua t ion ,  

M r .  Daniel  L izca r io ,  4 4 3  Sims, spoke t o  the  Council  i n  
Spanish and stated t h a t  he could n o t  see how tak ing  c a r e  of c h i l d r e n  
could c r e a t e  any problems, H e  asked t h a t  some of  t h e  neighbors rescind 
t h e  p e t i t i o n  i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  rezoning change. H e  spoke i n  suppor t  
of t h e  day cake c e n t e r  i n  t h e  neighborhood and s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  requested 
zoning change would provide  b e n e f i t s  t o  t h e  community. 

M r .  Juan C. Gomez, 4 1 1  Sims also spoke i n  support  of t h e  
reques ted  zoning change. . 

Mr. Henry A. Weilbacher, 621 P i e r c e ,  p a s t  p r e s i d e n t  of 
the Licensed Day Care Associa t ion ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  he has known M r s .  
Rocha f o r  1 0  years or  longer .  H e  stated that t h i s  type o f  business  
i s  needed i n  t h e  sou th  s i d e  and urged t h e  Council t o  g r a n t  t h e  zoning 
change. 

Ms. Paula Ozuniga, 4 4 8  Sims Avenue, spoke i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  
reques ted  zoning change. She stated t h a t  she  would l i k e  t o  keep 
the a r e a  r e s i d e n t i a l .  She a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  street is n o t  very wide 
and feared that a l o t  of t r a f f i c  would be genera ted  from t h i s  type of 
bus iness .  

Ms. Emil ia  Rodriguez, 436 Sims Avenue, a l s o  spoke i n  oppos i t ion  
t o  t h e  r eques ted  zoning change. She expressed concern regarding  t h e  
t r a f f i c  t h a t  would be genera ted  and a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  many r e t i r e d  people 
t h a t  l i v e  i n  t h e  area would p r e f e r  t o  keep t h e  a r e a  r e s i d e n t i a l ,  She 
also mentioned t h e  o t h e r  l o t s  i n  t h e  neighborhood t h a t  are owned by 
M r s .  Rocha. 

MXS. F i s h e r  a l s o  spoke i n  oppos i t ion .  She expressed concern 
regarding the  property a c r o s s  t h e  street from her  home which M r s .  
Rocha owns and feared t h a t  Mrs. Rocha could e r e c t  apartments on t h i s  l o t .  

I n  response t o  a ques t ion  by M r .  Webb, M r s .  Rocha s t a t e d  that 
she owns a van which she  could u t i l i z e  i n  p icking  up t h e  children 
h e r s e l f  i n s t e a d  of having them dropped off a t  t h e  day care ceh te r ,  She 
f e l t  t h i s  would e l i m i n a t e  a l o t  of t r a f f i c  congestion. 
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M r .  Camargo expla ined  t h a t  apartments could  be b u i l t  on t h e  
s u b j e c t  property which would accommodate 32 u n i t s .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  
this would r e s u l t  i n  32 c a r s  i n  t h e  a rea .  

M r .  Eures te  spoke i n  suppor t  of t h e  reques ted  zoning change. 
H e  f e l t  t h a t  a mistake had been made a d m i n i s t r a t i v e l y  by t h e  City; 
it was caught and c o r r e c t e d  b u t  t o  t h e  detriment of t h e  owner of t h e  
property.  H e  stated that t h e  a p p l i c a n t  should be allowed t o  proceed 
wi th  her proposed plans. 

After much d i s c u s s i o n ,  M r s .  Dubex  moved that t h e  recommendation 
o f  t h e  Zoning Commission be approved provided t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  work 
with the T r a f f i c  Department f o r  proper  i n g r e s s  and egress. Mr. Alderete 
seconded t h e  motion. On rol l  ca l l ,  the motion, c a r r y i n g  wi th  it t h e  
passage of t h e  fo l lowing Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by the following vote: 
AYES: Cisneros,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eures te ,  Aldere te ,  Canavan, S t e m ,  
Cockre l l ;  NAYS: Thompson, Archer; ABSENT: None. 

AN ORDINANCE 52,192 

APENDING CHAPTER 42 O F  THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE 
O F  THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 5,  BLOCK 5 ,  NCB 3732 
435  SIMS AVENUE, FROM "C" A P A R T ~ N T  DISTRICT 
TO "R-3" MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT THE APPLICANT WORK WITH THE 
TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT FOR PR03ER INGRESS AND 
EGRESS. 

3:00 P.M. -- PUBLIC HEARING AMENDING THE 
TAXICAB ORDINANCE 

Mayor Cockse l l  declared t h e  hea r ing  open. 

N o  c i t i z e n s  were p r e s e n t  to speak on the  matter. 

Mayor Cockrell declared t h e  hea r ing  c losed .  

The Clerk t h e n  read t h e  following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 52,193 

AUTHORIZING AN INCREASE I N  THE WAITING TIME 
CHARGE FOR TAXICAB SERVICE IN THE CITY 
OF SAN ANTONIO. 

Mr. Webb moved to  approve t h e  Ordinance. M r .  Steen seconded 
t h e  motion. 

I n  response t o  M r .  Aldere te ,  M r .  Thompson, Chairman of t h e  
Taxicab Committee, expla ined  t h a t  t h e . ~ i t u a t i o n ' ~ i s , . , n o t  f i n a l l y  resolved ,  
H e  stated that.the increaseah cost on t h e  operation of v e h i c l e s  w i l l  
r e q u i r e  continuing monitor ing of  t h e  rates t h a t  are charged; a p e r i o d i c  
review w i l l  be needed by t h e  Ci ty  Council.  

In: response to Mrs. ' Dutmbr, M r .  ~oger Ibarxa ,  Pub l i c  u t i l i t i e s  
Supervisor, explained that.'in7a determinat ion  of any charge t h e r e  must 
be a basis for s u b s t a n t i a t i o n  and i n  t h i s  case, s i n c e  t h e r e  i s  no 
b a s i ~  f o r  s u b s t a n t i a t i o n ,  it i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  base it on f a c t ,  o r  'data, 
therefore, it is necessary t o  look a t  o ther  cities of comparable size. 
H e  stated t h a t  when looking at o t h e r  c i t i e s ,  the comparable range is between 
$7.SU and $8,50. 
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M r s .  D u t m e r  stated t h a t  t h e  Committee had n o t  come t o  a 
d e f i n i t e  de terminat ion ,  and expressed concern that the.-taxicab drivers 
did  no t  keep records  qs they  were t o l d .  A t  t h i s  t i m e ,  she made a motion 
t o  set t h e  amount for w a i t i n g  t i m e  a t  $8.50 i n  l i e u  of $9.00 per hour. 
She f e l t  t h a t . W s i s . w a i t i n g  t i m e  whereby t h e  taxicab d r i v e r s  w i l l  
n o t  be us ing  any f u e l  or  w e a r  and tear  on t h e i r  vehiEles  and a t  t he  
same t i m e ,  it may serve as a warning t o  keep records  i n  t h e  future. 

The motion d ied  for a lack of a second. 

M r ,  Thompson then  s t a t e d  t h a t  he had been under t h e  impression 
that t h e  Committee had agreed on an $8.00 per hour wa i t ing  t i m e  charge. 
H e  then  made a s u b s t i t u t e  motion t o  charge $8.00 p e r  hour f o r  wai t ing  
time. M r s .  Dutmer seconded the motion. 

M s .  Karen D ~ V ~ S ,  Executive Assistant t o  t h e  C i ty  Manager, 
then  expla ined  what had t r a n s p i r e d  a t  t h e  public hearing t w o  weeks ago. 

A f t e r  d i scuss ion ,  t h e  s u b s t i t u t e  motion p r e v a i l e d  by the 
fo l lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros, Dutmer, Wing, Eures te ,  Thompson, Canavan, 
Archer, S teen ,  Cockrel l ;  NAYS: Aldexete; ABSENT: Webb. 

The meeting was recessed  a t  3:30 and reconvened a t  3:50 P.M. 

80-23 ZONING HFARINGS (Continued) 

13. CASE 8054 - t o  rezone the  s o u t h e a s t  300.15' of t h e  n o r t h e a s t  
260.86' of P a r c e l  9 ,  NCB 15723,  16475 Judson Road, from Temporary "R-1" 
S i n g l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  Dis t r i c t  t o  "B-2" Business D i s t r i c t ,  l oca ted  
on t h e  southwest s i d e  of Judson Road, being 165'  southeast of t h e  
i n t e r s e c t i o n  of ~ o u n t a i n  Wood Drive and Judson Road, having 300.15' on 
Judson Road and a depth of 260.86'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Adminis t ra tor ,  e x p l a i n e d . t h e  proposed 
change which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by t h e  C i t y  
Council .  

N o  c i t i z e n  appeared t o  speak i n  oppos i t ion .  

A f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  Thompson moved t h a t  t h e  recommendation 
of t h e  Zoning Commission be approved provided 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 the southwest proper ty  l i n e  
a b u t t i n g  the s i n g l e  family r e s idences ,  a l so  t h a t  proper  p l a t t i n g  i s  
accomplished. M r s .  Dutmer seconded t h e  motion, On r o l l  ca l l ,  t h e  
motion, carrying wi th  it t h e  passage of t h e  fol lowing Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  
by t h e  fo l lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Thompson, 
Canavan, Steen ,  Cockre l l ;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: Eures te ,  Aldere te ,  
Archer. 

AN ORDINANCE 52,194 

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 REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HERF,IN AS THE SOUTHEAST 300.15' OF THE 
NORTHEAST 260.86' OF PARCEL 9 ,  NCB 15723, 16475 
JUDSON ROAD, FROM TEMPORARY "R-1" SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS DISTRICT 
PROVIDED THAT A S I X  FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS 
ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG THE SOUTHWEST PROPERTY 
LINE, ABUTTING THE SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCES, AND 
THAT PROPER PLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 
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14, CASE 8064 - to rezone lots 31 through 34 and the west 
irregular 1 2 7 . 5 '  of the east 1708.3' of Tract 5-C,  NCB 11149, in the 
4400 Block Of Commercial Avenue, in the 700 Block of Chavaneaux Road, 
from "B" Two Family Residential District and "B-3" Business District 
t o  "1-1" Light Industry District, located northeast of the intersection 
of Commercial Avenue and Chavaneaux Road, having 268.4' on Commercial 
Avenue and 200' on Chavaneaux R o a d .  

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the 
proposed change which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City, Council. 

No citizen appeared to speak in opposition. 

A f t e r  consideration, Mr. Canavan moved that the recommendation 
of the Zoning C o ~ s s i o n  be approved provided that the property is 
properly platted. Mr. Steen seconded the motion. On roll call, the 
motion, carrying with it the passage of the following ordinance, prevailed 
by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, 
Thompson, Canavan, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Alderete, 
Archer. 

AN ORDINANCE 52,195 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPRFlHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOTS 31 TKROUGH 34 AND THE 
WEST IRREGULAR 727.5' OF THE EAST 1708.3' 
OF TRACT 5-C, NCB 11149, IN THE 4400 BLOCK OF 
C O W R C I A L  AWNUE, IN THE 700 BLOCK OF CHAVANEAUX 
ROAD, FROM "B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL D I S T R I C T  
AND "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT 
INDUSTRY DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT THE PROPERTY IS 
PROPERLY PLATTED. 

15. CASE 8061 - to rezone L o t  12, Block 3-31, NCB 11954, 8423 Eastern 
Avenue, from "A" Single Family Residential District to "1-1" Light 
Industry District, located on the west side of Eastern Avenue, being 
145' northeast of the intersection of Chulie Drive and Eastern Avenue, 
having 145' on Eastern Avenue and a depth of 150.2'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the proposed 
change which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by the City 
Counci 1. 

No citizen appeared to speak in opposition. 

After consideration, MKS.  Dutmer moved that the recommendation of 
the Zoning Commission be approved. Mr. Webb seconded the motion. On roll 
call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES; Cisneros, Webb, Dutmer, Wing, 
Eureste, Thompson, Canavan, Archer,  teen, Cockrell; ,NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Alderete. 

AN ORDINANCE 52,196 

MNDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMFREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 12, BLOCK 3-A, NCB 
11954, 8423 EASTERN AVENUE, FROM "A" SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT 
INDUSTRY Df STRICT. * * * *  
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16. CASE 8060 - t o  rezone Lot 64 and the south  110' of  the 
w e s t  72.6. of Lot 37, NCB 11889( 123 Terra Alta Drive, f r o m  
"A" Sing le  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D ~ s t r i c t  t o  "R-3" Mul t ip le  Family 
~ e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t , . l o c a t e d  on t h e  n o r t h  side of Terra  Alta Drive,  
be ing  200' east of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Broadway and Ter ra  APta  Drive 
having 145.2' on Ter ra  A l t a  Drive and a maximum depth of 420.5'. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained t h e  
proposed change which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved 
by t h e  C i ty  Council.  

No c i t i z e n  appeased-to speak i n  oppos i t ion .  ,-. 

- 
A f t e r  consAderation, Mr. Canavan moved t h a t  t h e  recommendation 

o f  t h e  Zoning Commission be approved provided that proper  p l a t t i n g  i s  
accomplished and that a six f o o t  s o l i d  screen fence i s  e r e c t e d  and 
maintained on t h e  east  and nor th  property l i n e s  ad jacen t  t o  the s i n g l e  
family dwell ings.  M r .  Thompson seconded t h e  motion. 

M r .  Archer stated t h a t  i n  t a l k i n g  wi th  t h e  a p p l i c a n t ,  
he  had agreed t o  p u t  a non-access &mmtr along t h e  southern proper ty  
l i n e  adjacent t o  Ter ra  A l t a  Drive. Hs asked i f  t h i s  could be incorpora ted  
i n t o  t h e  motion, 

Mr. Camargo s t a t e d  t h a t  apparent ly  t h e  Zoning Commission had 
f e l t  t h a t  t h e  zoning w a s  a p p r o p r i a t e  without  the non-access easement 
however, it could  be incorpora ted  i n t o  t h e  motion i f  Council so desired. 

A f t e r  d i scuss ion ,  the motion, ca r ry ing  wi th  it t h e  )passage of 
the fo l lowing Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fo l lowing vote: AYES: 
Cisneros ,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eures te ,  Thompson, Canavan, Archer, S teen ,  
Cockre l l ;  NAYS : None; ABSENT: Alderete ,  

AN ORDINANCE 52,197 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE, 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
CLASSIFICATION AND Rl3ZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEWIN AS LOT 6 4  AND THE SOUTH 110' 
OF THE WEST 72.6 '  OF LOT 37, NCB 11889, 1 2 3  
TERRA ALTA DRIVE, FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "R-3'' MULTIPLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER 
PLATTING I S  ACCOMPLISHED; THAT A ONE FOOT 
NON-ACCESS EASEMENT I S  PROVIDED ALONG THE 
SOUTH PROPERTY LINE ADJACENT TO TERRA ALTA 
DRIVE; AND THAT A S I X  FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE 
I S  ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ON THE EAST AND NORTH 
PROPERTY LINES ADJACENT TO THE SINGLE FAMILY 
DWELLINGS, 

8 ,  CASE 8026 - t o  rezone Lot 7 ,  Block 6 ,  NCB 11848, 263 Thrushview 
Drive, from "A" S i n g l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "R-2" Two Family 
~ e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t ,  l o c a t e d  on the'westside of Thrushview Lane, be ing  
1180' nor th  of t h e  cutback between Eisenhauer Road and Thrushview Lane, 
having 198' on Thrushview Lane and a depth of 220'. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained t h e  proposed 
change which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by t h e  Ci ty  Counci 
H e  s t a t e d  that s i x t e e n  notices were mailed ou t  t o  t h e  surrounding 
proper ty  owners; four  n o t i c e s  were re tu rned  i n  oppos i t ion ,  t h i r t y - e i g h t  
n o t i c e s  wkxe re tu rned  in oppos i t ion  from o u t s i d e  t he  200 '  rad ius .  and 
t w o  notices were r e tu rned  i n  favor .  H e  a lso stated t h a t  n ine  a f f i r m a t i v e  
vo tes  would be  needed t o  approve t h e  change i n  zoning. 
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M r .  Laddie Denton, r ep resen t ing  t h e  Denton Development 
Company and M r .  and M r s .  Johnson, t h e  proper ty  owners, expla ined  
t h e  proposed plans f o r  t h e  proper ty .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  propo3ed 
duplexes would n o t  be de t r imen ta l  t o  t h e  neighborhood. H e  f e l t  
t h a t  t h i s  would be t h e  best and highest use  f o r  t h e  s u b j e c t  proper ty .  

M r .  A lbe r t  D, ~ a t c h e s ,  7123 Thrushview, P r e s i d e n t  of t h e  
Board af Directors ofp- Townhomes, Inc. ,  spoke i n  oppos i t ion  to 
the  r e c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  a r e a  from type  "A" S i n g l e  Family ~ e s i d e n t i a l  
District t o  "R-2" Two Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t .  H e  expressed  
concern regarding t h e  h igh  d e n s i t y  t h a t  i s  t y p i c a l  of duplex zoning. 

Colonel R.A. Icker ( r e t i r e d )  , 7410 Robin * R e s t ,  presen ted  
a  p e t i t i o n  i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  zoning change. ( T h e  p e t i t i o n  i s  on 
file with  t he  minutes of t h i s  meeting.) H e  gave background informat ion  
regarding  t h e  subject proper ty  and reques ted  t h a t  t h e  zoning be denied. 

I n  r e b u t t a l ,  M r .  Denton s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  proposed plan would 
be u t i l i z i n g  t h e  p roper ty  t o  i t s  b e s t  and h i g h e s t  use. H e  a lso s t a t e d  
t h a t  t h e  p lans  would n o t  d e t r a c t  from t h e  c h a r a c t e r  of  t h e  neighborhood. 

I n  response to  a q u e s t i o n  by M r s .  Dutmer, M r .  Camargo 
explained t h e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  of  "R-5" zoning. 

M r .  S teen  s t a t e d  t h a t  both t h e  Zonir? Commission and 
s taff  had recommended approval  of t h i s  zoning-change. H e  stated 
that t h e  Dentan Development Company has  kep t  a good t r a c k  record  
w i t h  t h e  C i ty  i n  pas t  cases and a t  t h i s  t i m e  made a motion t h a t  the 
recommendation of  t h c  Zoning Commission be appoved,  Xrs. Dutmer 
seconded the motion. 

M r .  Thompson stated t h a t  t h e p r e s i d e n t s  in ' the area are very 
much opposed t o  the zoning change and feels t h a t  t h e  C i t y  Council  has  
a responsibility t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  neighborhood. 

A f t e r  d i scuss ion  and on r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion t o  approve t h e  
zoning change f a i l e d  t o  c a r r y  by t h e  fo l lowing vote:  AYES: Webb, 
Dutmer, Wing, Steen;  NAYS: Cisneros,  Thompson, Aldere te ,  Canavan, 
Archer, Cockre l l ;  ABSENT: None; ABSTAIN: Eures te .  

CASE 8026 was denied. 

9. CASE 8058 - t o  rezone Lot 1 and T r a c t  22-C, NCB 12061, i n  t h e  
1800 Block ot Blue Crest Lane and i n  the.12400 Block of Jones-Maltsberger 
Road, from Temporary "A" S i n g l e  ~ a m i l y  R e s i d e n t i a l  District t o  "R-3" 
Mult ip le  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  Distr ict ,  l o c a t e d  west of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of 
Blue Crest Lane a n d V J o n e s  Maltsberges Road, having 523.2l on Blue Crest 
Lane and 677.8 '  on Jones Maltsberger  Road; Tract 22-C i s  l o c a t e d  north 
of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  o f  Blue Crest Lane apd Jones Maltsberger  Road, having 
263.4 '  on Blue Crest Lane and 234.7' on Jones Maltsberger  Road. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Adminis t ra tor ,  expla ined  t h e  proposed 
change which the  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by t h e  City 
Council. 

Mr:William Godden, 1827 B l u e , C r e s t  Lane, r e p r e s e n t i n g  M r s .  
Ethelyne F. Parker  t h e  owner, stated t h a t  t h e  rezoning r e q u e s t  i s  i n  t he  
b e s t  i n t e r e s t  of future housing i n  San Antonio. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  
needs t o  be more m u l t i p l e  family u n i t s  i n  San Antonio and should  t h e  
rezoning be granted  t h e  applicant would have a b e t t e r  chance t o  s e l l  
t h i s  piece of proper ty .  H e  urged t h e  passage of t h e  rezoning reques t .  

M r .  Jack  Crawford, 1454 Bluec res t  Lane, stated t h a t  t h e  a r e a  
has been of a r e s i d e n t i a l  oharacter. H e  spoke about t h e  e x i s t i n g  traffic 
and t h e  fact that t h e  zoning change would cause congest ion.  H e  expressed  
concern t h a t  an "R-3' type  zoning would al low c o n s t r u c t i o n  of approximately 
680 u n i t s  on t h e  subject proper ty  . H e  spoke about  r e t a i n i n g  t h e  
r e s i d e n t i a l  c h a r a c t e r  of the  neighborhood. 
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M r ,  A.W. Harris, 1730 B l u e  C r e s t ,  stated t h a t  h i s  property 
adjoins M r s .  Parker1  s and spoke i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  'zoning change. 
H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  it i s  a b e a u t i f u l  p i e c e  of p roper ty  and expressed concern 
as t o  what would happen t o  the  proper ty  should t h e  zoning be changed. 

M r s .  Thomas Ear ley ,  4302 Limpia, spoke i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  
rezoning request. She expressed concern that t h e  s t r e e t s  are n o t  
wide enough t o  t a k e  care of t h e  p r e s e n t  t r a f f i c  congest ion.  

I n  r e b u t t a l ,  M r ,  Godden s t a t e d  t h a t  o t h e r  development t h a t  
has occurred  i n  t h e  area is respons ib le  for the changing of t h e  neighborhood. 
He s t a t e d  t h a t  he doesn't feel t h a t  "R-3" zoning would d e t e r  frarn t h e  
o t h e r  r e s i d e n t s g  homes. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  traffic d e n s i t y  problem has 
e x i s t e d  f o r  some t i m e .  H e  asked t h e  Council  t o  consider t h e  zoning 
r e q u e s t  on behal f  of M r s .  Parker, 

M r .  S t een  expressed concern t h a t  t h e r e  are no d e f i n i t e  
p lans  f o r  the subject property a t  the p r e s e n t  t i m e  and was not i n  f avor  
.of rezoning t h e  land just for t he  purpose, of s e l l i n g  -it. 

A t  t h i s  t i m e ,  M r .  S teen  made a motion t h a t  t h e  zoning request 
be denied. M r .  Canavan seconded t h e  motion, On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion 
t o  deny, prevailed by t h e  fol lowing vote:  AYES: ~ i s n e r o s ,  Webb, 
Dutmer, Eures te ,  Thompson, Aldere te ,  Canavan, Archer, S teen ,  Cockrell; 
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Wing. 

CASE 8058 w a s  denied. 

10. CASE 7992 - t o  rezone a 1 6 . 6 6 2  a c r e  t ract  of land o u t  of NCB 
1 2 1 7 4 ,  being f u r t h e r  descr ibed  by f i e l d  no tes  f i l e d  i n  t h e  Of f i ce  of t h e  
Ci ty  Clerk,  i n  t h e  1000 Block of Holbrook Road, f r o m  "A" Sing le  Family 
R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t ,  "B-2" Business District,  "P-1(B-2)" Planned 
Unit Development Business ~ i s t r i c t  and "P-1(B-3)" Planned Unit  Development 
Business D i s t r i c t  t o  *R-3" Mult ip le  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  ~ i s t r i . c t ,  l oca ted  
on t h e  n o r t h e a s t  s i d e  of Holbrook Road, be ing  230' northwest of the 
i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Holbrook Road and Rit t iman Road, having 355.85' on 
Holbrook Road and a maximum depth of 1250'; t o  rezone a 4 .120 acre 
t ract  of land o u t  of NCB 1 2 1 7 4 ,  being further desc r ibed  by f i e l d  no tes  . 
f i l e d  i n  t h e  O E f i c e  of the  C i t y  Clerk ,  from "A" S i n g l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  
D i s t r i c t  and "B-2" Business D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3R" R e s t r i c t i v e  Business 
Distr ict ,  located n o r t h e a s t  o f . t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  o f  Holbrook Road and 
Rittiman Road, having 239.04' on Holbrook Road and 839.59 '  on Ritt iman . 
Road. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Adminis t ra tor ,  expla ined  t h e  
proposed change which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by t h e  
C i t y  Council.  

N o  c i t i z e n  appeared t o  speak i n  oppos i t ion .  

A f t e r  cons idexat ion ,  M r .  Wing moved t h a t  t h e  recommendation 
of the Zoning Commission be approved provided t h a t  proper  platting i s  
accomplished; t h a t  a s i x  f o o t  s o l i d  sc reen  fence i s  e r e c t e d  and maintained 
adjacent t o  the s i n g l e  family residmces; and t h a t  a non-access easement 
i s  imposed a d j a c e n t  t o  Maji and Bloomdale, M r .  Archer seconded t h e  motion. 
On r o l l  ca l l ,  t h e  motion, ca r ry ing  with it t h e  passage of t h e  fol lbwing 
Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fo l lowing vote :  AYES: Cisneros,  Webb, 
Dutmer, Wing, E u r e s t e ,  Canavan, Archer, S teen ,  Cockre l l ;  NAYS: Thompson: 
ABSENT: Aldere te .  

May 15, 1980 
mb 



AN ORDINANCE 52 ,198  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
CLASSIFICATION AND RF,ZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 

_DESCRIBED H E S I N  AS A 1 6 . 6 6 2  ACRE TRACT OF LAND 
OUT OF NCB 1 2 1 7 4 ,  BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD 
NOTES FILED I N  THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 
IN  THE 1 0 0 0  BLOCK OF HOLBROOK ROAD, FROM "A" 
SINGLE FAMILY WSIDENTIAL DISTRICT, "B-2" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT, "P- I  (B-2) " PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT BUSINESS DISTRICT AND "P-1 (B-3)  I' 

PLANNED UNIT DEmLOPMENT BUSINESS DISTRICT 
TO "R-3" MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
AND A 4 , 2 4 0  ACRE: TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 1 2 1 7 4 ,  
BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED 
IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK FROM "A" SINGLE 
FAMILY RFSIDENTIAL DISTRICT AND "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT TO "B-3R" RESTRICTIVE BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING I S  ACCOMPLISHED 
AND THAT A S I X  FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE I S  
EmCTED AND MAINTAINED ADJACENT TO THE SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENCES; AND THAT A NCY-ACCESS EASEMENT 
I S  IMPOSED ADJACENT TO M A J I  AND BLOOMDALE. 

11. CASE 8 0 4 1  - t o  r e z o n e  T r a c t  16-B, NCB 8 4 0 7 ,  3 7 3 5  ~ r e d e r i c k s b u r g  
Road ,  from "EM O f f i c e  D i s t r i c t  and "F" Local R e t a i l  District to "B-2" 
B u s i n e s s  Distr ict ,  located on the s o u t h w e s t  side of Fredericksburg Road, 
b e i n g  1 4 0 '  southeast of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Williamsburg P l a c e  and 
F r e d e r i c k s b u r g  Road, having 2 5 . 0 5 '  on F r e d e r i c k s b u r g  Road a n d  a maximum 
depth of 5 0 0 ' .  

M r .  Gene  Camargo, Planning A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  exp la ined  t h e  
proposed change w h i c h  t h e  Zoning C o m m i s s i o n  recommended be approved by the 
City Council. 

N o  c i t i z e n  appeared to speak in opposition. 

M s .  Theresa A. C a m e r o n ,  the applicant explained the proposed 
plans fo r  t h e  subject proper ty .  

M r .  Archer stated t h a t  he i s  f a m i l i a r  with t h e  area a n d  
noted t h a t  Staff recommends t h a t  t h i s  request be denied. H e  expressed 
concern that t h e  proposed plans w o u l d  be an i n t r u s i o n  i n t o  a r e s i d e n t i a l  
neighborhood. 

A t  t h i s  time, Mr. A r c h e r  made a m o t i o n  t o  deny t h e  requested 
change i n  z o n i n g .  Mr. C a n a v a n  seconded t h e  motion. On  r o l l  ca l l ,  the 
m o t i o n  t o  deny prevailed by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: AYES: C i s n e r o s ,  Webb, 
Dutmer, Wing, E u r e s t e ,  Thompson,  C a n a v a n ,  A r c h e r ,  Steen, C o c k r e l l ;  NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Alderete.  

CASE 8 0 4 1  was denied. 

12, CASE 8 0 0 2  - t o  rezone a 1 . 1 6 7  acre t rac t  of land o u t  of NCB 
1 4 9 4 0 ,  being f u r t h e r  described by field n o t e s  filed i n  t h e  O f f i c e  of t h e  
City c l e r k ,  i n  t h e  1 2 1 0 0  B l o c k  of Leonhardt Road, from T e m p o r a r y  "R-1" 
S i n g l e  Family Residential D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-1" B u s i n e s s  D i s t r i c t ,  located 
west of t h e  intersect ion of L e o n h a r d t  Road  and E l  S e n d e r o ,  h a v i n g  
1 8 2 . 6 4 '  on L e o n h a s d t  R o a d  and 3 3 1 . 9 1 1  o n  E l  S e n d e s o ,  

M r .  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  proposed 
c h a n g e  w h i c h  t h e  Zoning commission recommended  be approved by t h e  City 
Council. 



I No citizen appeared to speak in opposition. 
\ 

After consideration, Mr. Canavan moved that the recommendation 
of the Zoning Commission be approved provided that proper platting i s  
accomplished; that a six foot solid screen fence is erected and maintained 
along the southwest and northwest property line in accordance with the 
City Code requirements. M r .  Steen seconded the motion. On roll call, 
the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Webb, Dutmer, Wing, 
Eureste, Canavan, Archer, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: Thompson; ABSENT: 
Alderete. 

I AN ORDINANCE 52,199 

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 HERXIN AS A 1.167 ACRE TRACT OF LAND 
OUT OF NCB 14940, BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY 
FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY 
CLERK, IN THE 12100 BLOCK OF LEONHARDT ROAD, 
FROM TEMPORARY " R-1" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "B-1" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT PROPER PLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT 
A SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS ERECTED AND 
MAINTAINED ALONG THE SOUTHWEST AND NORTHWEST 
PROPERTY LINES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CITY 
CODE REQUIREMENTS, 

80-23 - The following Ordinances were read by the Clerk and after 
consideration, on motion made and duly seconded, were each passed and 
approved by the following vote: AYES: Cisnesos, Webb, Dutmer, Wing, 

I Eureste, Thompson, Canavan, Archer, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; I ABSENT: Alderete. 

AN ORDINANCE 52,200 

AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF FIELD ALTERATION 
NO. 13 TO THE CONTRACT FOR THE LONE STAR 
BOULEVARD OUTFALL (PLACElvENT OF GRAVEL 
SUBGRADE FILLER TO STABILIZE SOIL). 

AN ORDINANCE 52,201 

ACCEPTING THE LOW QUALIFIED BID OF H.B. 
ZACHRY COMPANY IN THE AMOUNT OF $179,561 
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE STONEHILL SUBDIVISION 
OFF-SITE SANITARY SEWR MAIN (ALTERNATE B) , 
AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A STANDARD PUBLIC 
WORKS CONTRACT, APPROPRIATING FUNDS AND 
AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF SUCH WORK, ENGINEERING 
FEES, AND CONTINGENCIES. 

AN ORDINANCE 52,202 

. , ACCEPTING THE LOW QUALIFIED BID OF RAY 
CARPENTER CO. IN THE AMOUNT OF $85,369.60 
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE NORTH HILLS VILLAGE 
UNIT I OFF-SITE SANITARY SEWER PROJECT, 
AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A STANDARD PUBLIC 
WORKS CONSTRUCTfON CONTRACT, APPROPRIATING 
FUNDS, AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT FOR SUCH 
WORK, AND CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCIES. * * * *  



80-23 Mayor Cockre l l  was obliged t o  leave t h e  meeting and Mayor 
Pro-Tern Cisneros presided. 

The Clerk read t h e  fo l lowing Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 52,203 

AUTHORIZING R LEASE AGmEMENT FOR A CONSIDERA- 
TION O F  ONE DOLLAR, B E W E N  THE CITY AND THE 
SAN ANTONIO INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT FOR 
THE UTILIZATION OF THE GONZALES ELEmNTARY 
SCHOOL AS AN ADULT EDUCATION CENTER DURING 
THE PERIOD FROM MAY 1, 1980 TO AUGUST 1, 1981; 
AND AUTHORIZING THE PAYMENT OF INSURANCE, 
MaINTENANCE AND UTILITY COSTS FOR THE DURATION 
OF THE LEASE. 

D r .  Cisneros moved t o  approve t h e  Ordinance. M r .  Steen 
seconded t h e  motion. 

I n  response to a q u e s t i o n  by M r .  Ard8er, Mr, Eddie Garcia, 
~ssistant Direc to r  for CETA Program Management, expla ined  that there 
i s  adequate o f f - s t r e e t  parking.  H e  s t a t e d  that many of t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  
will be t ak ing  t h e  Northside bus and they  had not a n t i c i p a t e d  any 
problems. H e  explained the  i n g r e s s  and e g r e s s ' t o  t h e  f a c i i i t y .  

A f t e r  discussion, t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it t h e  passage 
of the Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  following vote: AYES: Cisneros, 
Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eures te ,  Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, Archer,  
S teen;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockre l l .  

The Clerk read t h e  fol lowing Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 52,204 

AUTHORIZING EXEXUTION OF AN AGREEMENT WITH 
T H E  NATIONAL ALLIANCE OF BUSINESS FOR LEASE 
OF BUILDINGS NO. 560A-560B I N  HEMISFAIR 
PLAZA FOR USE AS OFFICES FOR THE SUMMER 
YOUTH EMPLOYMENT SERVICE, *FOR A TWO MONTH 
TERM, AT $ 2 . 0 0  RENTAL. 

Mr. Archer moved to approve the Ordinance, Mr. Steen 
seconded the  motion. 

I n  response to M r .  Thompson, M r .  Joe Madison, Act ing D i r e c t o r  
of Convention Facilities expla ined  that t h i s  vacant space has been 
vacant f o r  t h e  past six months and that 800 square feet is being  leased 
t o  h e l p  pay the utility costs.  

I n  response to  a question by Mrs. Dutmer, ~ r .  Madison stated 
t h a t  the lease i s  f o r  two months. 

A f t e r  d i scuss ion ,  t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  with it the passage of t h e  
Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fol lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros ,  Webb, D u t m e r ,  
Wing,'Eureste, Thompson, Alde re te ,  Canavan, Archer,  Steen; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Cockre l l ,  

May 15,  ,1980 -14- 
mb 



The Clerk read the fo l lowing Ordinance: \ 

AN ORDINANCE 52,205 

AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF A J O I N T  
APPLICATION WITH BEXAR COUNTY TO THE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE DIVISION OF THE GOVERNOR'S 
OFFICE FOR A GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF $114,928 
FOR CONTINUING THE METROPOLITAN CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE PLANNING UNIT.  

M r .  S teen  moved t o  approve t h e  Ordinance, Mr. Wing seconded 
t h e  motion. 

I n  response t o  a ques t ion  by M r .  Webb, M r .  Marcus Jahns,  
D i r e c t o r  of t h e  Budget and Research Department, expla ined  t h e  genera l  
duties of t h e  Metropol i tan Criminal J u s t i c e  Planning Unit. 

Mtz=.:Webb expressed concern as t o  what t h e  Planning Unit does 
o r  is doing i n  d i r e c t i n g  funds t h a t  come i n t o  t h e  C i t y  from LEAL H e  
stated t h a t  he was also concerned about a r e a s  of community r e l a t i o n s .  

Mr. Thompson s t a t e d  t h a t  he would l i k e  some information 
as t o  what t h e  planning unit has done i n  t h e  p a s t  year and a l s o  information 
a s  t o  what t h i s  unit has  done i n  t h e  past  y e a r ' s  budget and what t h e  
C i ty  may expect i n  this y e a r ' s  budget with t h i s  amount of money. 

M r .  Jahns then  explained t h a t  t h e  planning u n i t  b a s i c a l l y  
looks a t  the crime statistics and var ious  o t h e r  informat ion  in order t o  
&ti£y&at the needs of t h e  community are and then  they e s t a b l i s h  c e r t a i n  
g o a l s  and o b j e c t i v e s  t h a t  should be accomplished. 

I n  response t o  M r .  Thompson, M r .  Jahns stated t h a t  he  would 
be providing the Council  wi th  a report on t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  of t h e  Metro- 
Criminal J u s t i c e  Planning Unit  during t h e  l a s t  y e a r ,  

A t  t h i s  t i m e ,  M r .  Eures te  reques ted  a r e p o r t  regarding the 
gang fight and shooting t h a t  occurred at t h e  San Juan Homes on May 1 0 ,  1980'. 

M r .  S teen  f e l t  that it would be e a s i e r  t o  g e t  a thorough 
b r i e f i n g  from t h e  people who s e r v e  on the Criminal J u s t i c e  Council,  

M r .  Eures te  asked f o r  a p r e s e n t a t i o n  from the Police Department 
a t  t h e  c o u n c i l ' s  n e x t  b r i e f i n g  on t h e  f u n c t i o n s  of  t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department. 

A f t e r  d i scuss ion  and on r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion carrying wi th  
it t h e  passage of t h e  Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fo l lowing vote:  AYES: 
Cisneros ,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eures te ,  Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, Archer, 
Steen;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell. 

80-23  he fol lowing Ordinances and Resolut ion were read by t h e  Clerk 
G E f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  on motion made and duly seconded, were each passed 
and approved by the fol lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, 
Eures te ,  Thompson, Aldere te ,  Canavan, Archer, Steen; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Cockre l l .  

AN ORDINANCE 52,206 

AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF 1980/81 PROJECT 
. NOTIFICATION .SHEETS TO THE TEXAS CRIMINAL 

JUSTICE DIVISION OF THE OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR. 

May 15 ,  1980 
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A RESOLUTION 
NO, 80-23-42 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY ATTORNEY TO INSTITUTE 
ALL LEGAL PROCEEDINGS NECESSARY TO OBTAIN 
RELIEF FOR DAMAGES SUFFEMD BY THE CITY 
O F  SAN ANTONIO I N  CONNECTION WITH LEON 
CREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT PROJECT 
WPC-TEX-826. 

AN ORDINANCE 52,207 

SETTING THE DATE, TIIM AND PLACE FOR PUBLIC 
HEARINGS ON AMENDMENTS TO THE COMMUNITY 
DEmLOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM AND THE 
ALLOCATION OF GENERAL REVENUE SHARING FUNDS. 

DISCUSSION ON THE PROPOSED CHARGES TO THE SAN ANTONIO 
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL D I S T R I C T  FOR THE 

COLLECTION OF AD VALOREM TAXES 
7 

M r .  Canavan made a motion t o  a u t h o r i z e  t h e  c i t y  t o  n e g o t i a t e  
d i t h  t h e  Sari Antonio Independent School ~ i s t r f c t  f o r  f a i r  and equitable 
zharges and move Staff recommendation. M r s .  Dutmer seconded t h e  motion, 

NR. MARCUS JAHNS,'DIRECTOR OF BUDGET AND RESEARCH: ^TBe City has been 
A s s e s s i n g  and c o l l e c t i n g  taxes for t h e  San Antonio Independent 
without charge s i n c e  1910. However, due t o  changes i n  t h e  Property 
Tax Code and Education code, t h e  Legal Department i s  issuing an  opinion 
which w i l l  allow t h e  C i t y  t o  charge f o r  t h e s e  s e r v i c e s .  The San Independent 
School Distr ict  is  the  only school  d i s t r i c t  i n  t h e  City which has been 
provided t h e s e  services a t  no charge which places the  C2ty i n  somewhat a n  
awkward p o s i t i o n  of s u b s i d i z i n g  one school  district a t  t h e  expense of 
a l l  t h e  o t h e r  school  d i s t r i c t s  i n  t h e  Ci ty .  W e  also f e e l  t h a t  t h i s  
leaves>us open t o  p o t e n t i a l  l i t i g a t i o n .  Other school  d i s t r i c t s  i n  t h e  
County e i t h e r  provide  t h e i r  own c o l l e c t i o n  of assessing services or  
they c o n t r a c t  wi th  t h e  County o r  o t h e r  school d i s t r i c t s  and g e n e r a l l y  the 
fee pa id  has been 2% of t h e  c o l l e c t i o n s  f o r  t h i s  s e r v i c e ,  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  
the Ci ty  has aqer i~ced  s a k  ext ra-ord inary  c o s t s  which are a s s o c i a t e d  
x i t h  t h e  School Practices Assessment A c t  whereby you have t o  send o u t  special 
n o t i c e s  f o r  t h e  '6choal d i s t r i c t s  when they change t h e i r  assessment r a t i o  
and o t h e r  cases when you have t h e  whole tax  exemption. W e  e s t i m a t e  
that w e  expended $100,000.00 f o r  t h e  school  district which t h e  C i t y  had 
r.9 involvement i n  it at a l l ,  which w e  have n o t  been reimbursed, however, 
*-+ have requested payments for it. I t  i s  t h e r e f o r e  recommended t h a t  
Cauncil  g ive  us  a u t h o r i z a t i o n  t o  work wi th  the school  d i s t r i c t  i n  n e g o t i a t i n g  
e fare and charge f o r  t h e s e  s e r v i c e s .  I b e l i e v e  M s .  Macon can address  
any legal ques t ions  you may have. 

PAYOR PRO-TEM HENRY G. CISNEROS: There i s  a motion t o  t h a t  effect and 
-,G% have two Councilmernbers' ques t ions .  M s ,  Macon if a l e g a l  q u e s t i o n  
s m e s  up w e  w i l l  refer it t o  you. 

1~15. JANE MACON, CITY ATTORNEY : I believe w e  briefed the Council  l a s t  time 
k a t  we w i l l  be g l a d  to do whatever. 

X4, ROBERT THOMPSON : - The concern I had w a s  what r e a c t i o n  does t h e  
skhoal board have about t h i s ,  what kind of i n t e r p l a y  have we had or  - - 
dialogue have w e  had wi th  them i n  regards  t o  this. They're  going t o  
reimburse us $100,000.00. Have we confer red  wi th  them about  t h i s ?  D o  we 
have any . . . 
;4R, J a :  A s  you recall,  Councilman Thompson, w e  brought t h i s  i s s u e  
co t h e  Coqncil t h i r t y  days ago and they reques ted  a 30-day delay.  I b e l i e v e  
>Is. Macon has been i n  touch with  them. They have n o t  been i n  touch wi th  me .  



MR. THOMPSON: W e l l ,  they  were here  t h a t  day. 

M S .  MACON: M r .  Pete, Torres  i s  here who r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  School Board 
and has  w r i t t e n  a le t ter  t o  t h e  School Board regarding  t h i s  Matter as we l l  
as some d i scuss ion  on t h a t ,  I w i l l  n o t  paraphrase b a s i c a l l y  what he 
obviously has  a d i f f e r e n t  opinion than  we do on t h e  m a t t e r  b u t  we a l l  
agree on t h e  S t a t u t e .  

DR. CISNEROS: Does t h a t  m u s t - y o u r  ques t ion  o r  d i d  you want t o  t a k e  
it f u r t h e r ?  

MR. THOMPSON: W e l l ,  I ' m  n o t  s u r e  what t h e  School Board's p o s i t i o n  is 
if tomorrow we h e a r  t h e  C i t y  bankrupts School Board, I ' m  a l i t t l e  d i s tu rbed  
about  t h i s ,  I don't know what t h e  facts of t h i s  i s  going to be. 

DR. CISNEROS: I f  I may g e t  t h e  Counc i l l s  wishes on t h i s ,  M r .  Torres ,  
Attorney f o r  t h e  School ~ i s t s i c t  i s  here.  H e  i s  not s igned up as a c i t i z e n  
as the.mrmal procedure b u t  M r .  Thompson has  asked a ques t ion  t h a t  requires 
a2 answer from a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  f r o m  t h e  School D i s t r i c t .  Is it t h e  
Counc i l l s  p l e a s u r e  t h a t  we h e a r  t h e  answer, d i r e c t l y  from M r .  Torres? 

MRS. DUTMER: Sure, this i s  business .  

MR. PETE TORRES, ATTORNEY FOR THE SAN ANTONIO INDEPENDENT 
' SCHOOL DISTRICT: . D r .  Cisneros,  thank you f o r  t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  

address  t h e  Council.  I have, I d iscussed  t h i s  with my Board at t h e  
l a s t  Board meeting l a s t  Monday evening. And I have been . . . Councilman 
Thompson asked for an opin ion  i n  response t o  t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  the Ci ty  
was t ak ing ,  t h a t  i s  Sec t ion  23.96C of t h e  Texas Education Code r e c e n t l y  
adapted which provides  t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  s h a l l  pay fo r  t h i s  
s e r v i c e .  O f  course ,  t h e  s e r v i c e  has been provided by t h e  City of San 
Antonio under Sec t ion  1 5 2  of  t h e  San Antonio Ci ty  Char te r  which s p e c i f i c a l l y  
s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e r e  s h a l l  be no charge f o r  t h i s  s e r v i c e ,  The p o s i t i o n  t h a t  
w e  a r e  t a k i n g  of course ,  i s  t h a t  i f  t h e  City d id  charge f o r  this s e r v i c e ,  
t h a t  it would be c o n t r a r y  t o  your own Ci ty  Char ter  and of course,  t h a t  
you would n o t  be able t o  provide a charge wi thout  contravening.your  C i ty  
Char ter .  Fur the r ,  Sec t ion  23.96C of t h e  Education Code under which I 
b e l i e v e  t h e  C i t y  At to rney ' s  s t a f f  i s  r e l y i n g  f o r  imposing this charge 
a l s o  says t h a t  t h e  charge s h a l l  be such an amount as may be agreed upon 
by t h e  governing bodies. And of course ,  our  p o s i t i o n  i s  t h a t  t h a t  agreed . 
upon charge i s  s t a t e d  i n  Sec t ion  152 of t h e  San Antonio C i t y  Charter .  
I may add a l s o ,  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  a number of s e r v i c e s  t h a t  w e  provide t o  
t h e  C i t y  a t  less than  commercial r a t e s ,  I f  I could look a t  t h e  i n t e n t  
of t h e  framers  of our  p r e s e n t  C i ty  Char ter ,  a s  t o  why t h a t  provis ion  w a s  - 
i n j e c t e d  i n t o  t h e  C i t y  Char te r ,  I t h j n k  I could read  i n t o  it t h a t  it was 
conceived t h a t  t h e r e  would be a*..coaperative venture , between t h e  Ci ty  and 
t h e  School District i n  a number of m a t t e r s ,  one of which i s  t h e  taxing 
s i t u a t i o n  i n  terms of  f a c i l i t i e s  t h a t  we provide f o r  you. We provide 
a t  e l e c t i o n  t ime,  f a c i l i t i e s  f o r  your p o l l s  which axe less than commercial 
rates. I b e l i e v e  t h a t  w e  provide summer r e c r e a t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s ,  less 
than  commercial rates, so t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a give and take i n  t h i s  kind of th ing ,  
I b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  p o s i t i o n  of our  Board i s  t h a t  i f  w e  a r e  going t o  be 
charged f o r  t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  of t h e  taxes then  of course,  we would have t o  
. m u n t e m m d w i ~  a charge,  t o  charge t h e  C i ty  a t  commercial rates f o r  
o t h e r  s e r v i c e s - t h a t  w e  provide.  I would be more than happy t o  _answer 
that b a s i c a l l y ,  Councilman Thompson i s  t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  our  Board has 
taken ,  sir. 

MR. THOMPSON: Okay, so you are saying  t h a t  23,96C, t h e  State S t a t u t e  
which a l lows t h e  C i t y . a n d  t h e  School t o  n e g o t i a t e  a p r i c e  has i n  f a c t ,  
been n e g o t i a t e d  by v i r t u e  of t h e  p o s i t i o n  taking under our  C i t y  Char ter  
of  Sec t ion  152, wherein w e  have s a i d  t h a t  we w i l l  do that, at no c o s t  
t o  t h e  School Board. 

MR. TORRES: That  i s ,  e s s e n t i a l l y  c o r r e c t .  

MR. THOMPSON: Okay, now, are t h e r e  any o t h e r  s e r v i c e s  thdt t he  School 
provides  t o  t h e  C i t y  o t h e r  than  providing l o c a t i o n s  f o r  vo t ing  on Ci ty  
E lec t ions?  
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MR. TORRES: I asked M r .  Frank Medina, our Deputy, one of our  
Deputy Superintendents ,  and he provided m e  wi th  a memorandum s t a t i n g  
t h a t  w e ,  t h e  San Antonio School District does lease var ious  School 
biddings to t h e  Ci ty  of San Antonio f o r  C i ty  E l e c t i o n s ,  one,  number 
two, r e c r e a t i o n a l  summer programs and number t h r e e ,  l e a s e  of  b u i l d i n g s  
f o r  s p e c i a l  g r a n t s ,  o r  p r o j e c t s .  H e  adds t h a t  t h e  only charge t o  t h e  
C i ty  for t h e  use of our  f a c i l i t i e s ,  i s  f o r  t h e  t i m e  of our  cus tod ian  
during e l e c t i o n s  of t h e  l e a s e  of a bu i ld ing .  The t o t a l  reimbursement 
from t h e  r e n t a l  of  t h e  San Antonio Independent School District f a c i l i t i e s  
s i n c e  l a s t  March, 1979 has been $13,263.00. I f  t h e  d i s t r i c t  he goes 
on were t a  r e n t  t h e s e  same propert ies ;b the City on commercial rates, then  
the C i t y  would have t o  pay approximately $245,000.00 using a fifty cent 
per square f o o t  p e r  month a l s o  charging for u t i l i t i e s  and by b i l l i n g  
for t h e  t o t a l  incur red  l a b o r  c o s t .  So, t h a t  i f  w e  $re t o  e q u a l i z e  t h e  
s i t u a t i o n ,  you would owe us $145,000.00 per y e a r ,  

HR. THOMPSON: A r e  you saying  t h a t  w e  would have t o  pay r e n t  f o r  
%he whole year i f  j u s t  held an E l e c t i o n  a t  one of t h e  f a c i l i t i e s ?  

HR. TORMS: Well, we're t a l k i n g  about  on t h e  b a s i s , c f  t h e  use of t h e  
-ties i n  t h e  p a s t  t h a t  w e  would have t o  estimate an annual  r e n t a l  
would be, from what w e  have c a l c u l a t e d ,  $245,000.00, Councilman, per year 
f o r  what you have used t h e s e  fac i l i t ies ,  taken i n t o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  
.~ummer r e c r e a t i o n  and t h e s e  th ings .  

* ' 

JIR. THOMPSON : W e  must use a l o t  of space i n  t h e  summer r e c r e a t i o n .  
Xe r e a l l y  d o n ' t .  . . .one Saturday,  maybe twice  a y e a r ,  a t  t h e  most 
l o r  our  E l e c t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s .  

YR, TORRES: W e l l ,  t h a t ' s  f o r  E l e c t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s ,  .but  when we t a l k  
about s m e r  r e c r e a t i o n  programs, you understand, t h e r e  i s  a number of 
school f a c i l i t i e s  t h a t  are used throughout the  summer. 

XR, THOMPSON: Well, w e  look t o  each of  t h e  School Boards, some 
iour teen  or  f i f t e e n  school  d i s t r i c t s  i n  the C i t y  f o r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  
"or a k ind  of an in-kind c o n t r i b u t i o n  f o r  those  programs and t h e  San 
.Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  i s  no d i f f e r e n t . -  W e  d o n ' t  ask more 
of them than w e  do of  some of t h e  o t h e r  school  d i s t r i c t s .  

! d ~ .  TORRES: I recognize t h a t .  Any o t h e r  ques t ions?  

DR. CISNEROS : Does t h a t  exhaust  your q u e s t i o n s ,  M r .  Thompson? 

.4R. THOMPSON : N o ,  I'm s a t i s f i e d .  Thank you very much, M r .  Torres .  

X3R. TORRES: Thank you. 

3R, CISNEROS : Mrs. Dutrner, 

MRS. HELEN DUTmR: M r .  Torres ,  o f  course ,  our  C i t y  Char te r  as you 
well know, fa l lows t h e  S t a t e  Statute's words a p p l i c a b l e  and w e  have t o  
~dhere  t o  t h e  S t a t e  Law simply because it supercedes t h e  C i ty .  Now, 
=ha t  t h e  State has changed t h a t  l a w ,  o u r  Char te r  au tomat ica l ly  change's 
because t h a t  l a w  s t i l l  supercedes t h e  City. W e  have o u r  choice, now. 
Y e  e i t h e r  can o r  cannot,  be fo re  it was a m *  Now, it is  no longer  a 
,andate ,  it is l e f t  up t o  us. So, while  I r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h e  School District 
loes a l o t  f o r  t h e  C i t y  a t  t h e  same t i m e ,  they  d o n ' t  do t h a t  much. 
-.nd, I f a r  one 'have ques t ioned any number of t i m e s  why they  d o n ' t  change 
:he law whereby w e  can c o l l e c t ,  I see now t h a t  t h e  School District has 
released their funds on a nego t i a t ed  b a s i s ,  tit f o r  t a t  on the $400,000.00 
:hat they owe, t h a t  w e  feel  t h a t  they owe on, i n  l i e u  of taxes. 

MR. TORRES: The  i n - l i e u  of taxes t o  t h e  C i t y  Pub l i c  Service Board, 
yes  am. 

MRS. DUTMER: A l r i g h t ,  t h e y  n e g o t i a t e d  t h a t  and t h a t ' s  t h e i r  p r e r o g a t i v e  
3 u t  a t  the same time#, t h i s  i s  an on-going s i t u a t i o n  he re ,  and it does 
c o s t  an awful l o t  of  money, Everytime they  t a k e  a vo te ,  we have t o  
send o u t  n o t i c e s .  
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MR. - TORRES : W e l l ,  i s  t h a t  a ques t ion ,  Councilwoman m t m ~ r ?  

m. DUTmR: Well, no, I would ask you, M r .  Tor res ,  do you t h i n k  
that a 1 0 %  p l u s , t h e  a c t u a l  c o s t  of anything e x t r a  is being unduly 
harsh  wi th  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  i n  exchange for us using t h e i r  Schools once 
every two yea r s?  

MR. TORRXS: I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  an overlapping i n  our  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  
and i n  t h e  services t h a t  w e  provide and t h e  reason it's overlapping, 
i f  you charge t h e  San Antonio School D i s t r i c t  t h a t  is, i f  t h e  c i ty-  
charges t h e  School Distr ict ,  we  have contiguous territories and we have 
contiguous tax  payers  and u l t i m a t e l y  t h e  t a x  payer would bear t h e  b run t  
L- i n  t h e  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s  anyway. And, so, it comes o u t  of t h e  same 
pocket.  What I w a s  s o  keenly i n t e r e s t e d  i n  Councilman Eureste's 
comments e a r l i e r  about why we have a S h e r i f f ' s  Office and frankly I 
t h i n k  t h a t  is  g e m a i n e  t o  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  w e  are t a l k i n g  about. When w e  
t a l k  about t h e  C i t y  and t h e  School D i s t r i c t  coopera t ing  on t h e  tax  
assessment bus iness ,  we a r e  e l i m i n a t i n g  some of t h e  over lapping  and some 
of t h e  d u p l i c a t i o n  that i s  e v i d e n t  i n  t h e  Police f u n c t i o n s ,  j u s t  by 
way of analogy. Going back t o  your o r i g i n a l  p r o p o s i t i o n  of  whether 
the  S t a t e  mandates under 23.96C, and I recognize that you a r e  not  a lawyer 
and you have t o  r e l y  on t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  given you, t h e r e  i s  no 
mandate by 23,96C, Councilwoman Dutmer, t h a t  says  t h a t  you have t o  
assess t h a t  charge,  it merely provides a charge s h a l l  be assessed  as 
agreed upon by t h e  governmental agencies .  And your agency and our 
agency h a s  agreed upon a charge being no charge under Sec t ion  152 which 
r e g u l a t e s  you. And it s p e c i f i c a l l y  says t h a t  you s h a l l  n o t  charge for 
t h i s  funct ion .  

DR. CISNEROS : Mrs. Dutmer, does t h a t  answer your ques t ion?  

MRS. DUTMER: W e l l ,  i n  a few, thousand words, more or less, yes.  

MR. TORRES: I g e t  paid by t h e  word. 

MRS. DUTMER: I can see . . . . I know a t t o r n e y s  get paid b y ' t h e  
hour and t h a t ' s  why they  extend it as long as they  can, I r e a l i z e  t h a t j  
I pounded a t y p e w r i t e r  f o r  them long enough, 

The t h i n g  t h a t  I c a n ' t  q u i t e  get a t ,  i s  that I can understand . 
ybur reasoning i f  i t ' s  a once a y e a r  t a x  s ta tement  s e n t  o u t  b u t  everytime 
they  v o t e  over  t h e r e  t o  change t h e  assessment,  everyt ime they vote  t o  
h ike  t h e  o ld  r a t e ,  and everyth ing  it has t o  go out to t h e  people,  San 
Antonio Ci ty  sends it o u t ,  n o t  t h e  San Antonio Independent School ~ i s t r i c t ,  
b u t  San Antonio Ci ty .  

MR. TORRES: But t h e  C i ty  Char ter ,  ~ b d ~ r w a s  w r i t t e n  i n  1952  before  
we were . . . 
MRS. DUTMER: And t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  was w r i t t e n  f u r t h e r  back than  t h a t .  

MR. TORRES: That  is  a b s o l u t e l y  c o r r e c t .  The City Char ter  that, 
r e g u l a t e s  you does s p e c i f i c a l l y  say t h a t  t h e r e  s h a l l  be no charge for 
t h e s e  s e r v i c e s .  Are t h e r e  any o t h e r  ques t ions ,  Dr .Cisneros?  

DR; CISNEROS: N o  o t h e r ' p e r s o n s  are s igned,  i f  t h a t  concludes M r s .  
butmer 's  ques t ion ,  I'm no t  suxe it does. 

MRS. DUTMER: W e l l ,  we  might as w e l l  conclude it, we're  no t  going t o  
get anywhere anyhow, 'just going t o  bump heads. 

DR. CISNEROS : There i s  no o t h e r  person s igned to speak, except 
M r .  Eures te .  

MR. BERNARDO EURESTE: Yes, i f  t h e  Char ter  does s t a t e  t h a t  t h e  C i ty  
w i l l  do t h i s  f o r  t h e  School D i s t r i c t ,  o r  perform t h i s  func t ion  f o r  the 
School Distr ict ,  then  how, d o n ' t  we have t o  fo l low t h e  Charteir? I mean, 
if t h e  State Law w a s  mandating us t o  do something, then I can understand 
t h a t  it . . . . then  I can understand t h a t  t h e  State Law would supercede. 
But t h e r e  i s  no mandating requi red .  
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MS. MACON: This  g i v e s  you the a u t h o r i t y .  Our p o s i t i o n  is, M r .  Eures te ,  
t h a t  t h e  two S t a t u t e s ,  t h e  Peveto B i l l  and t h e  Education A c t ,  23.96 
give you t h e  a u t h o r i t y  to  ask t h e  School D i s t r i c t ,  o r  require t h e  School 
District t o  pay. Now, M r .  Tor res '  p o s i t i o n  i s  that t h e r e  w a s  a l r eady  
an agreement p r i o r  t o  passage-of t h i s  act and t h a t  t h a t  carries f o r t h ,  
We f e e l  t h a t  under t h e s e  s ta tu tes ,  you now have t h e  a u t h o r i t y  t o  ask t h e  
School D i s t r i c t  t o  pay, I might p o i n t  o u t  t o  t h e  Council, t h a t  t h i s  
p a r t i c u l a r  p rov i s ion ,  t h e  Char te r  has  been around s i n c e  1910, and was 
ne re ly  picked up i n  1952 and c a r r i e d  forward. So, i n  fact t h e  City 
has been c o l l e c t i n g  t h e  t a x e s  f o r  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  s i n c e  1910. One 
o t h e r  matter i s  t h a t  i n  the Texas C o n s t i t u t i o n  under A r t i c l e  3 ,  Section 
51 and 5 2 ,  you w i l l  recall t h a t  it says that w e  should  no t  perform 
public services f o r  free and t h e r e  i s  a case  on p o i n t ,  t h a t  w a s  c i t e d  
i n  1948, t h e  s t y l e  of the case w a s  San Antonio Independent School Distr ict  
7s. Board of Trustees of t h e  San Antonio E l e c t r i c  Company and it says  
t h a t  a Ci ty  cannot  donate  i t s  funds t o  an independent Municipal Corporat ion,  
such as an Independent School D i s t r i c t .  ~ n d  s o ,  we.,feel t h a t  a l l  t h o s e  
,-:orking t o g e t h e r  would now g i v e  you t h e  a u t h o r i t y  but let rtle s h s s  that 
;his i s  a pol icy-decis ion  on t h i s  Council  and from t h a t  s t andpo in t  it is  
~ o l i c y  and it's t h e  direction t h a t  you would g ive  us t h a t  w e  are looking 
ko 

!-4R, EURESTE : W e l l ,  it seems t o  m e  t h a t  it would require a Char te r  
xmendmen t . 
:*:S. MACON: . + 

That is  t h e  l e g a l  question. Our p o s i t i o n  i s  t h a t  
:here i s  enough S t a t u t o r y  a u t h o r i t y  t h a t  would supercede t h e  Char te r  
:nd g ive  you a u t h o r i t y  t o  r e q u i r e  the S c h o ~ l  D i s t r i c t  t o  pay. 

:!R. EURESTE : W e l l ,  let m e  c i t e  t h e  example. There was S t a t u t o r y  
l u t h o r i t y  that would have allowed for C i t y  Councils t o  be e l e c t e d  by 
districts. Was t h e r e  any, prohibf  t ion  t o  t h a t ?  

MACON: There was no s p e c i f i c  s t a t u t e  t h a t  apply t o  d i s t r i c t i n g  
l o r  City Council .  T h e  Voting Rights  A c t  merely d e a l t - w i t h  e q u a l i t y ,  
;;s it is relatedto voting and s o  t h e  Council  considered d i s t r i c t i n g  a s  
one means of a l l e v i a t i n g  what t h e  J u s t i c e  Department considered t o  be 
a problem under the  Voting Rights  Act. 

.!R. EURESTE: Yes, but then  it was f o r  the Council  t o  dec ide ,  it was 
'or t h e  people who passed t h e  Charter t o  decide.  

.:S. MACON : That's c o r r e c t  b u t  there was no S t a t u t e  t h a t  w a s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  ' 

d e a l i n g  wi th  t h a t ,  i s  the d i s t i n c t i o n  t h a t  we would make. Obviously, 
you could argue both sides of t h e  question, 

But we feel t h a t  t h e r e  are enough S t a t u t o t y  a u t h o r i t y  
a n d ' t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n ' p r o v i d e s  enough b a s i s  t h a t  i f  t h e  Council  f e l t  
=hat i n  t he i r  wisdom, fxom a p o l i c y  s t andpo in t  t h a t  they  would l i k e  t o  
;squire  o r  ask t h e  School D i s t r i c t  t o  pay fo r  t h i s  s e r v i c e  that we have been 

performing s i n c e  1910, then  it's your dec i s ion ,  b u t  it i s  a bus iness  
dec is ion .  

XR. EUWSTE: L e t  m e  a s k ,  how much money does it c o s t  us t o  do fo r  them 
vhat w e  do? Like t h i s  h e r e ,  what w i l l  it c o s t  us i n  a twelve-month per iod?  

!R . JAHNS : For the c o l l e c t i o n  i n  assessment s e r v i c e s ,  w e  
m a t  probably somewhere i n  t h e  neighborhmd of as mu& as $500,000.00, 
; u s t  t o  do t h e  c o l l e c t i n g  and assessing. In addition t o  that w e  are also 
snvolved with t h e  contract with  t h e  County i n  t h e  Metropol i tan Tax 
Office whereby w e  i n  e f f e c t  are paying f o r  t h e  r e a p p r a i s a l  f o r  t h e  
value of t h e  School Dis t r i c t ,  as w e l l  as our  own. We estimate t h a t  t o  be 
another  $500,000.00. The t o t a l  ama7~nt  comes t o  a s  much a s  a m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s .  

DR, CISNEROS : Does that t e rmina te  your ques t ion ing ,  M r ,  Eures te?  

XR, EURESTE: NO, you see because it does n o t  say here .  You d o n ' t  have 
it here, r i g h t .  you d o n ' t  have t h e  c o s t  broken down t o  h a l f  a m i l l i o n  
d o l l a r s .  . 
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MR. JAHNS: No sir, this is vexy d i f f i c u l t  t o  e s t ima te  f o r  one t h i n g  
and I really t h i n k  t h a t  it i s  a mat t e r  t h a t  i s  s u b j e c t  t o  nego t i a t ion  
wi th  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  i n  terms of what i s  f a i r  and equ i t ab le .  

r; 

PIS. MACON: I f  the Council were t o  n e g o t i a t e  t h i s  wi th  t h e  School 
D i s t r i c t  then  whatever was t he  r e s u l t  of that negot ia t ion ,of  course, 
would come back t o  t h i s  Council f o r  d i scuss ion  and vote.  

MR. EURESTE: How much is t h a t  r e -appra i sa l  program going t o  c o s t  
a l l  t o g e t h e r ?  One and a h a l f  mi l l ion?  

MR. JAHNS : One and a h a l f  m i l l i o n ,  

MR. EURESTE: And you ' r e  saying , t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t 1  s cost 
t h e s e  would be h a l f ?  I mean one t h i r d ?  

MR. JAHNS: It's approximately f o r t y - f i v e  pe rcen t  of t h e  t o t a l  accounts.  

MR. EURESTE: And how much does t h e  County pay? Does t h a t  inc lude  
t h e  County's -cos t?  

MR. JAHNS: The County pays 53% of  t h e  r e a p p r a i s a l .  

MR. EURESTE: And t h e  C i t y  47. 

MR. JAHNS: Right. 

MR. EURESTE: And you ' r e  t e l l i n g  m e  t h a t  t h e  School District 's c o s t  
w m - t h i r d  of 1 .5 ,  which i s  33%? 

MR. JAHNS: I n  a d d i t i o n  to  t h e  r e a p p r a i s a l  w e  a l s o  have a d d i t i o n a l  
c o s t s  which are a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  j u s t  maintaining t h e  e x i s t i n g  account 
which- $750,000.00 a year .  

MR. EURESTE: N o ,  b u t  ysu had c i t e d  two d i f f e r e n t  costs, you had 
cited t h e  c u r r e n t  cost. 

MR. JAHNS : W e l l ,  t h e s e  a r e  two d i f f e r e n t  type  of c o s t s .  These are 
t h e  c o l l e c t i o n ,  a s s e s s i n g  and c o l l e c t i o n  c o s t s .  . . 
MR. EURESTE: Which you es t ima ted  a t  . . . 
MR. JAHNS: As much a s  a h a l f  a m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s .  

MR. EURESTE: To t h e  School ~ i s t r i c t  . . . 
MR. JAHNS: It would be t h e i r  f a i r  s h a r e ,  yes sir. 

MR. EURESTE: And the r e a p p r a i s a l  cost t o  t h e  School D i s t r i c t ?  

MR. JAHNS: About a h a l f  a m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  there a l s o .  Which would 
be one-third.  

MR. EURESTE: I c a n ' t  understand how t h e  School Distr ict  would pay ane- th i rd  
when you've g o t  t h e  C i t y  involved and t h e  County involved and t h e  County 
i s  .bigger than t h e  C i t y  and t h e  Ci ty  i s  b igger  than  t h e  School District. 
How many households does t h e  School D i s t r i c t  have i n  comparison toathe 
City? 

MR. LOUIS FOX, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER: L e t  m e  address  t h a t ,  a s  you know, 
the Ci ty  Council a u t h o r i z e s  t h e  C i t y l s  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  the MTO. Other 
School Districts w i t h i n  t h e  C i ty  a r e  not p a r t i c i p a t i n g  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  with 
t h e  County and t h e r e  may be one o r  two, I'm n o t  c e r t a i n .  They pay a cost 
per parcel, i n  o t h e r  words, they  w i l l  buy those values  and t h e  Ci ty  of 
San Antonio buys,  we  represent a nego t i a t ed  for ty-seven pe rcen t  of t h e  
t o t a l  c o s t .  And  t h e  Northside Independent School D i s t r i c t ,  f o r  example, 
pays f o r  t h e i r  own assessment and t h e i r  own a p p r a i s a l  s e r v i c e s .  The 
San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  has no s t a f f ,  has  no v e h i c l e  
f a r  provid ing  t o  c o l l e c t  t h e i r  taxes, assessed  o r  appraised.  So, what we're 
say ing  is t h a t  i f  we  are p a r t n e r s  wi th  the'  School D i s t r i c t  i n  a joint 
a p p r a i s a l  program, t hen  w e  would reques t  that they pay a p a r t  of t h i s  cos t .  
When M r .  Jahns s a y s ,  one- th i rd ,  i t ' s  my understanding t h a t  45% of a l l  t h e  
p a r c e l s  of t h e  City, am within the- San l~1-0 Independent School D i w i c t  
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and then  t h e r e  are over lapping  j u r i s d i c t i o n s  o r  j u r i s d i c t i o n s  o u t s i d e  
of those  boundaries.  What we're saying  i s  t h a t  i f  t he  San Antonio 
Independent School D i s t r i c t  does n o t  choose t o  work wi th  t h e  C i t y ,  
then they have a choice  of n e g o t i a t i n g  wi th  t h e  Council  themselves,  
o r  f o r  t h a t  s e r v i c e ,  o r  e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e i r  own t a x  o f f i c e .  That  w a s  
the r a t i o n a l e  behind charging ' them a s h a r e  of  t h e  c o s t  of t h e  City 
expense. 

MR. EURESTE: I understand. What I f i n d  a r b i t r a r y  i s  t h e  amount t h a t  
you are proposing t o  charge them. That i s  what I find a r b i t r a r y .  
And i f  I find t h a t  a r b i t r a r y ,  it makes it kind  of d i f f i c u l t  t o  compare 
t h a t  c o s t  t o  t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t h a t  are made by t h e  School D i s t r i c t  
i n  o t h e r  arrangements t h a t  w e  have wi th  them i n  o t h e r  ma t t e r .  

MR, FOX: I t h i n k  you're r i g h t ,  t h a t  i s  a very a r b i t r a r y  number 
dn-t we're proposing is f o r  you t o  g ive  us  a u t h o r i t y  t o  s i t  down 
and n e g o t i a t e  what both p a r t i e s  f e e l  i s  a f a i r  and e q u i t a b l e  number. 

MR. EURFSTE: I'm say ing  t h a t  i t ' s  very l i k e l y  t h a t  t h e  t rade-off  
is ,  cancels  each o t h e r  ou t .  And I mean, my f i g u r e  i s  as good as yours .  
And t h a t  it balances out and t h e  o t h e r  one i s  t h a t  w e  have,you know, 
a long-standing t r a d i t i o n ,  a long-standing p a t t e r n  t h a t  has r e a l l y  brought 
no harm t o  anyone. Why impose on t h e  School District a s i t u a t i o n  where 
they have t o  go out and h i r e  staff and g e t  all t i e d  up i n ,  b a s i c a l l y  
a dup l i ca t ion ,  of  what i s  a l r eady  be ing  perforlied. And I d o n ' t  know 
why t he  i d e a  t o  charge t h e  School Distr ict  for something t h a t  has been 
allowed i n  t h e  Charter and s u r e ,  we  have S t a t e  Law t h a t  a l lows us  
t o  do domething different, bu t  t h e r e  i s  no mandating by t h e  S t a t e  t h a t  
we do t h i s .  I can see t h e  S t a t e  mandating us  t o  do something, bu t  
t h e r e  i s  no requirement on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  S t a t e  f o r  us t o  do t h i s .  
And I say t h a t  u n t i l  we get a Chas ter  r e v i s i o n  and t h e  people of San 
~ntonio want t o  change i t ,  a t  t h a t  p o i n t ,  then  w e  do it. But, t h e  
people of San Antonio have not asked for t h a t  change. And I t h i n k  t h a t  
t h e  people who put that Char te r  t o g e t h e r ,  f e l t  t h a t  we  should  provide  
this se rv ice .  And the in-product has been a good r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
the School D i s t r i c t  and t h e  C i t y  and I would assume t h a t  w e  use more 
f a c i l i t i e s  of t h e  San Antonio Independent Scbool ~ i s t r i c t  than  w e  do 
t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  of the other School Districts,  I would assume t h a t  t o  
be t h e  case. T h e r e ' s  more trade-off, we r e l a t e  t o  them more o f t e n ,  
i n  bus iness  terms, t h a n  w e  would wi th  o t h e r  School ~ i s t r i c t s .  I ' m  
no t  saying that w e  d o n ' t  do it wi th  o t h e r  School D i s t r i c t s ,  but-I I%& 
t h a t  with the San ~ n t o n i o  Independent School District, w e  do more bus iness  
wi th  them. T h a t ' s  the end of  my . . . 
3 R .  CISNEROS : M r s .  Dutmer. 

MRS. DUTMER: I became a l i t t l e  f r u s t r a t e d  a l i t t l e  whi le  ago, 
bu t  I have served  on every Char te r  Commission t h a t  t h i s  City has had 
on r e v i s i o n  of t h e  charter and each and every one o f  you w i l l  look a t  
the record  t h a t  i s  documented, I asked t h e  q u e s t i o n  why w e  were c o l l e c t i n g  
School District t a x e s  for nothing.  On each board, w e  had a t  l e a s t  
two a t t o r n e y s ,  and on one, w e  had t h e  Attorney,  John Danie ls  and . 
Cecil Wbeatley, who I t h i n k  everyone knows, knows their l a w  pretty 
doggone w e l l .  In a d d i t i o n ,  w e  had Jerry Henckel and e v e r y t i m e , , I  w a s  
informed, because it was a S t a t e  S t a t u t e .  Now, I may n o t  be an at torney 
but I a m  able t o  understand pure  o l d  United S t a t e s  Engl i sh ,  and t h i s  
i s  what I was . to ld ,  and so I would t a k e  t h e i r  word a t  it. Now, I 
ask t h e  question aga in ,  as t o  why w e  are not charging  and then  le t  t h e  
City bf San Antonio pay the debts t h a t  w e  o w e  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  and 
t h e  School D i s t r i c t  pay us  what they  owe us and t h e r e  w i l l  never  be 
anymore squabbles about it. 

C 

DR. CISNEROS: Mr. Thompson. 

MR. THOMPSON: How can ye, if, I'm n o t  s u r e  of t h e  s t a b i l i t y  on 
our  p r a c t i c a l  p o s i t i o n  we ' re  i n  i n  nego t i a t ing .  I ' m  n o t  sure that t h e r e  
i s  a  middle i n  t h i s .  E i t h e r  w e  are i n  f a c t  o b l i g a t e d  t o  do t h i s  
o r  I can't j u s t i f y  any kind of  n e g o t i a t i v e  p o s i t i o n .  On behel f  of t h e  
people t h a t  pay taxes i n  Edgewood, and Southwest, and South San of 
my d i s t r ' i c t .  How can t h e i r  City t a x e s  and t h e  t a x e s  they  pay t o  t h e i r  
School, how can t h e i r  C i t y  t a x e s  gobto suppor t  ano the r  School District.  
I don ' t  think it can. So, I ' m  a g a i n s t  any n e g o t i a t i n g  p o s i t i o n ,  e i t h e r  
in fact, we are with an agreement or w e  have none and i f  our Legal s t a f f  
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t e l l s  us  t h a t  we  axe n o t  bound w i t h - t h a t  Char ter  p o s i t i o n ,  I ' m  a g a i n s t  
any p o s i t i o n ,  any s h a r i n g  of t a x  funds c o l l e c t e d  o u t  of o t h g r  School 
D i s t r i c t s  t o  suppor t  another  School D i s t r i c t .  

DR. CISNEROS : I th ink  t h e  ques t ion  of n e g o t i a t i o n  was n o t  s o  much 
t o  f i n d  a middle ground, b u t  t o  i n t e r p r e t  how t o  define t h e  number 
t h a t  would be used. That is  t o  say, it i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  know exac t ly  
what t h e  charge,  what t h e  c o s t s  are, depending on va r ious  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s ,  

MS. MACON: That's c o r r e c t ,  t h e  S t a t u t e ,  M r .  Thompson, says  
an amount as may be agreed upon. So when w e  say ,  n e g o t i a t i o n ,  that's 
probably a mis-number i n  terms of t h e  semantics.  B a s i c a l l y ,  what 
we're saying  is t o  work o u t  a c o n t r a c t .  

MR. THOMPSON: . So, i t ' s  a  f a i r  value,  and you ' r e  n e g o t i a t i n g  t h a t  
t ~ g u r e  . 
MR. JOE UDERETE: Jane ,  what i s  t h e  pending of  S t a t e  S t a t u t e  
on C i t y  Manager, Council  fom of government versus  s t r o n g  Mayor form 
of government, 

MS. MACON: I t ' s  a home-rule, M r .  A lde re te ,  B a s i c a l l y ,  it's up t o  
City Char te r  aqd o u r  Char te r  provides for Council-Manager government 
and it depends under the  home r u l e  S t a t u t e  and it is up t o  t h e  v o t e r s  
and up t o  t h e  e l e c t o r a t e  t o  determine t h e  type  of government that they 
want under t h a t  home-rule S t a t u t e .  I t  does n o t ,  t h e  S t a t e  Statute 
does n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  d e a l  wi th  whether you have a s t r o n g  Mayor 
or  Council-Manager government. 

MR. ALDERETE: It doesnl t d e a l  wi th  it. 

MS. MACON: It embodies, t h e  home-rule g ives  you a u t h o r i t y  i n  numerous 
ways and one of t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  under home r u l e  i s  f o r  t h e  Local 
E l e c t o r a t e  t o  make t h a t  dec i s ion  and w e  have done so through our  Charter. 

MR. ALDERETE: W e l l ,  fo l lowing your l i n e  of approach on your l e g a l  
-on h e r e ,  i f  t h e  Charter was voted upon by t h e  C i t i z e n s  of 
t h e  C i ty  of San Antonio and your opinion on t h e  charging of SAISD 
i s  saying  t h a t  t h e  Council  can overcome o r  o v e r r u l e  a p o i n t  in t h e  
C i t y  Char ter ,  something t h a t ,  a l e g a l  document t h a t  was voted upon by 
t h e  e l e c t o r a t e ,  i n  t h a t  case ,  your r u l i n g  could a l s o  apply t h a t  t h i s  
Council  could e l i m i n a t e  t h e  Ci ty  Manager form of government and go t o  
a s t r o n g  Mayor. 

MS. MACON: No sir, n o t  wi thout  a vo te  of t h e  E l e c t o r a t e ,  t h e  reason 
being, i2 I could  j u s t  respond j u s t  one second. B a s i c a l l y ,  because 
t h e  reason r a t i o n a l e  t h a t  w e  say t h a t  you have a u t h o r i t y  now is because 
there i s  a S t a t e  S t a t u t e  t h a t  says a School Distr ict  s h a l l  pay for 
c o l l e c t i o n  and assessment.  There i s  no such S t a t u t e  t h a t  d e a l s  with 
t h e  Council-Manager form of government t h a t  says  that a Ci ty  s h a l l  have 
a s t r o n g  Mayos o r  t h e  C i t y  s h a l l  have Council-Manager government. Your 
home-rule S t a t u t e  merely g i v e s  you the a u t h o r i t y  t o  set  up through 
Char te r  t h e  type of government t h a t  you as a Ci ty  would l i k e  t o  have. 

Mk. ALDERETE: L e t  me c l a r i f y  something. Your seemingly g iv ing  me 
a mandate under.the e x i s t i n g  law for t h e  School D i s t r i c t  i n  t h a t  it s h a l l  
pay, o r  are you saying  t h a t  it w i l l  pay, O r  what are you saying e x a c t . 1 ~ .  

MS. MZICON: I ' m  l u s t  saying  that t h e  S t a t u t e  s a y s  t h a t  a School 
D i s t r i c t  s h a l l  pay, t h i s  does n o t  say what a Ci ty  s h a l l  ask f o r .  So, 
the a u t h o r i t y  i s  t h e r e  for t h i s  Council  t o  g ive  d i r e c t i o n .  I t  i s  
a bus iness  dec i s ion .  I t  does n o t  say t h a t  C i t y  must charge. I t  says 
t h a t  a S c h ~ o l  D i s t r i c t  s h a l l  pay, t h e  School ~ i s t r i c t  could come i n  and 
pay t h i s  Council  and they  could refuse t h a t  fee. But i t ' s  a po l i cy  
d e c i s i o n  by this Council  t o  make t h a t  bus iness  dec i s ion ,  whe.ther you 
want t o  accep t  it o r  r e q u e s t  it. 
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MR. ALDERETE: But t h a t  document, i n  which t h e  School Dis t r ic t  
is allowed t o  n o t  pay or n o t  be charged f o r  t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  of  t a x e s  
and t h e  assessment- of t a x e s  i s  a p a r t  of our  C i ty  Char ter .  Is it n o t ,  
t h a t  was voted upon by t h e  e l e c t o r a t e .  Is that c o r r e c t ?  

MS. MACON: Oh, yes. 

MR. ALDERETE: Then I d o n ' t  understand your legal i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  
i n  one i n s t a n c e ,  t h e  S t a t e  S t a t u t e  i s  saying  t h e  ~ c h o o l ~ ~ i s t r i c t  s h a l l  
pay if that is decided between t h e  two d i f f e r e n t  governmental agencies  
and i n  t h e  home-rule S t a t u t e ,  t h e  C i ty  s h a l l  determine whether it wants 
t o  have City-Manager, Council  form of  government ve r sus  s t r o n g  Mayor. 
I n  both, cases, they are saying  t h a t  t h e  C i t y  s h a l l  determine what it 
wants. Is t h a t  n o t  c a s r e c t ?  

MS. MACON: I n  both c a s e s  they  a r e ,  M r .  Alderete;  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  
t h a t  w e  have a  S t a t u t e  t h a t  says  t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  w i l l  do 
something, you do n o t  have a S t a t u t e  t h a t  says t h e  C i t y  w i l l  do something. 
And t h a t  i s  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n .  Obviously, you can argue  both  sides of 
the legal point. We t h i n k  t h e r e  i s  an oppor tuni ty  f o r  t h i s  Council  i f  
they d e s i r e  to charge the School D i s t r i c t  and you can argue both  sides 
of t h e  i s s u e  from a  l e g a l  i s s u e .  

MR. ALDERETE: You just changed your wording from " s h a l l .  payw t o .  " W i l L  
payw now that's a mandate. Is t h a t  what y o u ' r e  saying, t h a t  the S t a t e  
Law i s  a mandate. 

HS, MACON: I ' m  saying t h a t  the S t a t e  Law says l l sha l l l l and  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  
that i s  what they are  o b l i g a t e d  under t h e  S t a t u t e  t o  do, it i s  up t o  
you as t o  whether you want t o  ask f o r  t h a t  payment.' That  i s  a l l  I a m  
saying.  

MR. ALDERETE: And the term, " s h a l l "  i s  t h a t  a  mandate. O r  what i s  your 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  word, " s h a l l .  " 

MS. MACON: I would say t h a t  i f  someone " s h a l l  .pay, '' they  "Will pay". 
Now, obviously t h a t  determines on what your Webster 's  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
is and t h e r e  are cases on both s ides  of t h a t  i s s u e  as t o  how Webster 
has  def ined  " s h a l l .  l' 

MR. ALDERETE: Thank you, 

DR. CISNEROS : W e  have M r .  Wing up next .  

MR. FRANK WING: Ms, Macon, i f  t h e  n e g p t i a t i o n  is pursued and t h e r e  
i s  no agreement, what i s  the next  step? 

MS. MACON: Then we would come back t o  Council  and g e t  f u r t h e r  
d i r e c t i o n .  

MR. WING: So, t h e r e  i s  a p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  Council  d i r e c t i o n  would 
d i c t a t e  l i t i g a t i o n  of s o m e  s o r t ?  

MS, MACON: It could ,  a t  some f u t u r e  t i m e .  This  merely sets 
a p o l i c y  d i r e c t i o n  t o  a u t h o r i z e  us t o  work on an agreement. 

MR. WING: . I have a problem. The problem being . . . 
MS.  CON: But a t  t h i s  point, w e  are n o t  coming i n t o  t h i s  Council  
asking t h a t  we have the a u t h o r i t y  t o  sue  t h e  School D i s t r i c t .  

MR. WING: I have a problem that we' re  t a l k i n g  about  t h e  same money, 
t h e  s.ame t a x  payer money and an a d d i t i o n a l  problem that M r .  Thompson 
s t a t e d  t h a t  w e  do have,  that my councilmanic d i s t r i c t  does n o t  inc lude  
any schools i n  t h e  San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  but t h r e e  
other School Districts. How w i l l  they ,  o t h e r  School D i s t r i c t s  exluded 
from t h i s  type  of arrangement, i f  you w i l l .  
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MS. MACON: W e l l ,  i t ' s  my understanding, t h e  Char ter  you khow, was 
passed in '52 a d  also, t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  p rov i s ion  by t h e  Ci ty  -Council has  
been around s i n c e  1910 and M r .  Fox can e l l a b o r a t e  on t h e  h i s t o r y  as 
t o  when t h e  o t h e r  School D i s t r i c t s  came i n .  T h a t ' s  really what 
happens, is  when t h e  o t h e r  School Districts came i n t o  l i n e .  

MR. FOX: I think t h e  boundaries of t h e  School ~ i s t r i c t  and t h e  
C i t y  were coterminous a t  t h a t  t i m e . '  

MR. WING: But what I was t r y i n g  t o  s t a t e  o r  trying t o  get o u t  
i s  t h a t  why cannot other School D i s t r i c t s  q u a l i f y  f o r  t h e  same type  
of  t rea tment .  

MS. MACON: But our Charter only says  t h e  San Antonio Independent 
School District. 

MR. FOX: I ' v e  had some c o n t a c t ,  by tthe way, from o t h e r  School 
D i s t r i c t s  seeking informat ion  on t h i s  very p o i n t  and t h a t  ques t ion  
has come up and t hey 've  asked what s e r v i c e s  t h e  C i ty  might be in te res ted .  
i n  provid ing  them i f  they  cont inue t o  supply t h e  San Antonio Independent 
School D i s t r i c t  and I just suggested t h a t  t h e  i s s u e  s u r f a c e  after t h e  
Council d i r e c t i o n  today,  and l e f t  it a t  that. B u t  I 've  been contac ted  ' 

by three o t h e r  School ~ i s t r i c t s  asking t h a t  ques t ion .  

MR. W I N G :  You see what t h e  problem is ,  Lou, t h a t  you keep saying,  
you keep referring back t o  t h e  Char ter  that s t i p u l a t e s  only the 
San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  b u t  ye t -you say t h a t  t h e r e  i s  
a S t a t e  Law t h a t  says t h a t  School Districts may be charged, i f  School 
~ i s t r i c t s  may be charged then  o t h e r  School Distxicts t h a t  a r e  no t  
covered by t h e  Char te r  can n o t  be charged. 

MR. FOX: That  would be t h e i r  reques t .  

MR. WING: But i f  i t ' s  a g a i n s t  t h e  Char ter ,  then  w e  have t o  follow 
152, i t  t h a t  makes any sense.  D o  you see what I am g e t t i n g  a t ?  

-., (Mayor Cockre l l  r e tu rned .  t o  the meeting and pres ided. )  

,-YOR COCKRELL: M r .  .Eureste;  - 

MR. EURESTE: How d i d  t h i s  t h i n g  come up? 

MAYOR COCKMLL : May I ask staff t o  advise? 

MS. MACON: I t h i n k  it a c t u a l l y  o r i g i n a t e d ,  M r .  Eures te ,  because w e  
got a ques t ion  from Budget as t o  t h e  l e g a l  r a t i o n a l e  and whether w e  
would r e sea rch ,  whether one could c o l l e c t  for t h e  c o s t  of c o l l e c t i n g  
t h e  taxes of the School D i s t r i c t  s o  w e  d i d  r e sea rch  i n t o  t h a t  and 
brought  it back. 

MR. EUmSTE: How f a r  back does t h e  School D i s t r i c t  go, when was it 
founded! Was t h e  School D i s t r i c t ,  a t  any one p o i n t  a p a r t  of t h e  - * - 
C i t y ,  of t h e  C i t y  government? 

MAYOR COCKRELL : M r .  I g l e h a r t .  

MR. THADDEUS IGLEHART, BACK-TAX ATTORNEY: Y e s ,  sir, up until 1901 
the Ci ty  c o n t r o l l e d .  t h e  School D i s t r i c t .  - 

T: ' + -  - d 
MR. EURESTE: ' That's why when they sepa%ated t h e  School D i s t r i c t  
as a Board, we picked up t h i s  o b l i g a t i o n  under t h e  Char ter ,  a t  t h a t  
t i m e .  

MR. IGLEHART: Yes, sir, we brought it forward. 

MR. EUmSTE: A t  what t ime d id  t h e  Char ter  inc lude  . . . 
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MR. IGLEHART : Okay, i n  1911, w e  were a g e n e r a l  C i t y ,  and t h e  
S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  gave us a Char te r  which provided t h a t  we would 
c o l l e c t  t h e  t a x e s  f r e e .  I n  1914, t h e  c i t i z e n s  adopted a home-rule 
Char ter  and w e  a l s o  brought t h e  same p rov i s ion  Eomasd. That  w e  would 
do it f o r  free. 

MR. EURESTE: Okay, 1 w a s  looking a t  t h e  Ci ty  C h a r t e r s  today,  t h a t  
g o b a c k t o  1800s, I t h i n k  I looked a t  one, 1873, and looked a t  
some o t h e r  b i t s  and p i e c e s  of t h e  Char te r s  from 1839 t o  7 3 .  And I noted 
i n  t h e r e  t h a t  there w a s  a s e c t i o n  i n  t h e  Char te r  t h a t  t a l k e d  about  t h e  
school  matters, I t h i n k ,  1 d o n ' t  know what w e  c a l l e d  it, t h e  Director 
of Education, o r  t h e  Office of Education, o r  something l i k e  t h a t  and 
I d i d n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  our Ci ty  Fa the r s  would have j u s t  inc luded t h a t  
requirement i n  t h e  Char te r ,  had t h e r e  n o t  been a s p e c i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
i n  t h e  past .  And it is ,  because t h e  School Distr ict  was a sp in-of f  of 
our  City government, i t ' s  something t h a t  we c o n t r o l l e d  and it g o t  
spun-off i n t o  a Board. 

MR. IGLEHART: Yes, it w a s  a municipal  school  d i s t r i c t .  W e  s t i l l  have 
such d i s t r i c t s  . 
MR. EURESTE: Right ,  What it appears  t o  m e  on t h e  surface, is  that 
t h e  C i ty  is t r y i n g  t o  f i n d  ways t o  make money and whi le  i t ' s  f i n e  
t o  make money, u n l e s s  t h e r e  i s  a r e a l  s t r o n g  mandate, then  I j u s t  c a n ' t  
see why w e  go a f t e r  that money, e s p e c i a l l y  wherAnthe money comes o u t  
of the  same t a x  payer. Now, I t h i n k  a - f a i r  arrangement would be f o r  t h e  
C i t y  to go ahead and charge t h e  School D i s t r i c t  h a l f  a m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  
f o r  the annual assessment  and c o l l e c t i o n  of taxes and whatever arrangements 
we work ou t  on t h e  a p p r a i s a l  program, r e a p p r a i s a l  program and s i n c e  we 
are a l ready paying for that a l ready ,  us ing  t h e  t a x e s  of  t h e  tax  payers 
t h a t  we would r e b a t e  whatever amount w e  g o t  from t h e  taxpayers  t h a t  are 
paying taxes t o  t h e  S a n  Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  t o  pay f o r  
t h i s  serv ice , , tha t  w e  would r e b a t e  t h a t  money back t o  t h e  taxpayers  
of San Antonlo, since it is  a savings t o  them, And t o  m e ,  t h a t  would 
be f a i r .  But t o  somehow o r  another ,  ga o u t  t h e r e  and c o l l e c t  a h a l f  
a m i l l i o n  and then  half a m i l l i o n  more and then  t o  h i t  t h e  School 
D i s t r i c t  with a m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s ,  which very l i k e l y  i s  going t o  p u t  
him i n  t h e  p o s i t i o n  of having t o  reduce s e r v i c e s  by t h a t  amount o r  
raise t a x e s  by t h a t  amount. And l e t ' s  just r e t u r n  that money r i g h t  
back t o  where it came from. That s e r v i c e  i s  being paid f o r  a l r eady .  
I f  w e  were s t a r t i n g  from s c r a t c h ,  I could understand,  but it i s  a l ready  
being covered i n  t h e  budget and if it's going t o  make us f i v e  hundred 
thousand o r  a mi l l ion  d o l l a r s  f a t t e r  i n  one yeas ,  I just d o n ' t  l i k e  t o  
make my money t h a t  way. I t h i n k  w e  ought t o  r e t u r n  it r i g h t  back 
t o  where it came from and then l e t ' s  d e a l  upf ron t  wi th  t h e  School 
D i s t r i c t .  I f  t h e  School District wants t o  charge us more f o r  t h e i r  
use of t h e i r  b u i l d i n g s ,  that's their t h ing .  They can make a d e c i s i o n  
a s  t o  what they wank to do. I t h i n k  t o  me t h a t  would be  a f a i r  way 
t o  get a t  t h i s  m a t t e r ,  But t o  simply h i t  t h e  School Distr ict  wi th  an 
e x t r a  whatever for  t h i s  y e a r , f o r  t h e  next  yea r ,  o r  f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  and 
j u s t  f a t t e n  o u r  budget t h a t  much more d o e s n ' t  make any sense  a t  a l l .  
And I represen t  t h e  tax payer  of San Antonio as I r e p r e s e n t  the tax payer 
of t h e  School District. It  j u s t  happens t o  be t h e  same f o l k s .  I pay 
taxes t o  t he  School District, and I pay taxes t o  the City of San Antonio. 
I would be a f o o l  t o  want t o  go o u t  t h e r e  and h i t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t '  
w i th  an extra c o s t  and they i n  t u r n  a r e  going t o  pass r i g h t  back down t o  
me .  I don ' t. know. 

MR. GF,NE CANAVAN: I can't even believe t h e  d i scuss ion .  You know, 
w e  are e l e c t e d  bv t h e  c i t i z e n s  of San Antonio t o  r e a r e s e n t  t h e  c i t i z e n s  
i n  affairs  of go;ernment, n o t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t .  -and when w e  t a l k  
about coming o u t  of the same t a x  payers '  pockets ,  t h a t ' s  n o t  t r u e ,  e i t h e r ,  
because w e  i n  c e r t a i n  a r e a s  o f  t h i s  community t h a t  pay t a x e s  t o  t h e  
n a r t h s i d e  o r  n o r t h e a s t  o r  o t h e r  d i s t r i c t s ,  a r e  s u b s i d i z i n g  i n  t h i s  manner 
t h e  support  of t h e  San Antonio Independent School Distr ict .  I feel t h a t  
t he  School D i s t r i c t  should 'pay  its own way a s  t h e  o t h e r  D i s t r i c t s  pay 
t h e i r  own way. And I d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  we're looking a t  a s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  
we're f a t t e n i n g  t h e  revenue of t h e  City. I t h i n k  what we're doing i s  
c u t t i n g  o u t  an expense t h a t  I d o n ' t  feel should be p a r t  of  t h e  City expenses 
a t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  I feel t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t ,  i f  they  have t o  raise 
t h e i r  taxes ,  then  t h e y  are going t o - h a v e  t o  account t o  t h e  people w i t h i n  t h a  
School District for the q u a l i t y  of educat ion  t h e y ' r e  p u t t i n g  out. But 



I d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h e  e n t i r e  C i ty  of San Antonio should cont inue t o  pay 
t h e i r  t a x e s  o r  should subs id ize  them. When w e  t a l k e d  about using t h e i r  
f a c i l i t i e s ,  it is  very obvious t h a t  w e  use fac i l i t ies  of al-1 the 
School D i s t r i c t s ,  and y e t  they  are n o t  charging us t o  any-grea ter  
degree than  i s  'the San Antonio Independent School Dis t r ic t ,  b u t  I t h i n k  
i t ' s  t i m e  t h a t  when w e  have an oppor tuni ty  as a C i t y  t o  c u t  our expenses 
t o  provide b e t t e r  s e r v i c e s  i n  t h e  a r e a s  t h a t  by Char te r  w e  are ob l iga ted  
t o ,  then  we should t a k e  f u l l  advantage of it. And I th ink  t h a t  everyone 
i n  t h i s  community r e a l i z e s  t h a t .  

MAYOR C O C K W U :  M r .  Steen. 

MR. JOHN STEEN : Thank you Madam Mayor. You know, i n  t h e  f i n a n c i a l  
data t h a t  i s  fu rn i shed  t o  us on t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  memo t h a t  we have on t h i s  
agenda item, it c l e a r l y  states, o f  t h e  four teen  school  d i s t r i c t s  i n  t h e  
County, t h e  San Antonio Independent School Distr ict  i s  t h e  only one 
t h a t  t h i s  servLce is provided t o  f r e e  of charge. Accordingly, an argument 
could be made that t h e  C i t y  i s  subs id iz ing  t h e  San Antonio Independent 
School ~istrict a t  the expense of a l l  t h e  school d i s t r i c t s .  Well, l i k e  
I l i v e  i n  t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio, but I l i ve  i n  t h e  Alamo Heights School 
Distr ict ,  so I pay Alamo Heights School t a x e s  b u t  I pay Ci ty  of San 
Antonio t a x e s  on my ham, And what I ' m  doing, and t h e  way w e  have it 
arranged now, of course ,  i s  subs id iz ing  some of t h i s  money f o r  t h e  
San Antonio Independent School Dis t r ic t  and I d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  i s  f a i r  
to myself o r  anybody e l s e  t h a t  does t h e  same th ing .  And I d o n ' t  know 
whether w e  are going t o  reach a real  crisis t h i s  f i s c a l  yea r  t h a t  i s  
coming up f o r  the  C i t y ,  or whether i t ' s  going t o  be a year fm naw, but- 
one of  t h e s e  years, within t h e  next  yea r  o r  t w o ,  w e ' r e  going t o  have 
a r e a l  financial crisis i n  t h i s  C i t y  and we're going t o  have t o  be looking 
f o r  every dollar t h a t  w e  can t o  suppor t  our  budget and t a l k  about 
i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  schoo l  t a x  r a t e  o r  t h e i r  eva lua t ions ,  whatever, however 
you want t o  express it, I t h i n k  t h e  San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  
j u s t  went up and had a p r e t t y  goad i n c r e a s e  on t h e i r  r a t e s  a year  ago. 
I f  w e  d o n ' t  watch o u t  f o r  our  own selves, our  own budget,  and our own 
money, we're going to be t h e  ones looking f o r  a t a x  rate i nc rease  
f o r  t h e  C i ty  of San Antonio and I d o n ' t  t h i n k  any of us  want  t h a t  
wi th  i n f l a t i o n  and everybody complaining about  everyth ing ,  I sure d o n ' t  
want t o  be a pasty t o  saying  t h a t  we're going t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  tax-rate 
f o r  our  t a x e s ,  And fo r  t h i s  reason,  w e  have t o  scramble f o r  every d o l l a r  
and t h i s  i s  a $500,000.00 f i g u r e  t h a t  w e  can p ick  up i n  an honest and 
f a i r  way wi thou t  even mentioning a t a x  r a t e  inc rease .  So, I ' m  f a i r l y  in 
favor  of t h e  motion, I t h i n k  t h a t  w e  have t o  do t h i n g s  l i k e  t h i s ,  from 
now on, O r  we're going t o  be i n  more trouble than  probably we w i l l  be 
anyway. Thank you, Mayor. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : M r s .  Dutmex. 

MRS. DUTMER: I t h i n k  t h a t  some of t h e  remarks, I agree with the one 
t h a t ,  I ' v e  f o r g o t t e n  who it w a s ,  t h a t  made t h e  s ta tement  t h a t  w e  are 
e l e c t e d  t o  s e r v e  t h e  C i t y  and t h e  c i t i z e n s  from t h e  City-government 
s t andpo in t .  And t h e  t r u t h ,  t h e  money does come o u t  of t h e  same taxpayers '  
pocket.  However, with j u s t  elementary mathematics, if t h e  C i t y ' s  
t a k e  on t a x e s  i s  for t h e  sake of argument, $100,000.00 a year and t h e  
San Antonio School D i s t r i c t  r ece ives  $90,000.00 a year b u t  it c o s t s  
t h e  C i ty  $60,000.00 t o  s e n t  o u t  those  t a x  s ta tements  for both t h e  C i t y  
and t h e  School D i s t r i c t ,  t hen  w e  would assume t h a t  they  would pay $30,000.00 
of it, w e  would wind up i n  t h e  C i ty  r ece iv ing  $60,000.00, whi le  t h e  
School ~istrict who has n o t  done anything,  i s  s t i l l  rece iv ing  t h e i r  
full $90,000.00. So, it i s  c o s t i n g  your C i t y  and it i s  cos t ing  your 
t ax  payers .  I t ' s  elementary mathematics. 

MR. EURESTE: Would you r e p e a t  t h a t  again? 

MRS. DUTMER: W e l l ,  for those  who d o n ' t  q u i t e  understand, yes.  

MAYOR COCICRELL : M r .  Eures te .  

MR. EURESTE: Y e s ,  as I s a i d  a whi le  ago, I t h i n k  t h i s  can be approached 
logLCally. And I t h i n k  t h a t  I a m  t he  only one t h a t  i s  approaching 
it l o g i c a l l y .  Mathematics has  it t h a t  i f  t h e  C i ty  of San Antonio has a 
budget and the  School Dis t r ic t  a l ready has a budget and you are now t e l l i n g  
t h e  School ~ i s t r i c t  t h a t  i t ' s  going t o  cost them, w e l l ,  it i s  not a ney. 
cost t o  t h e  C i t y .  It  i s  n o t  a new cost t o  t h e  C i ty .  That c o s t  hasc+been 
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t h e r e  s i n c e  t h e  year, 1901 o r  1 9 0 2  o r  1 9 1 1 ,  whenever you want t o  conclude 
t h a t  it became a requirement t h a t  w e  do t h i s .  So, w e  have been bearing 
t h i s  expense. To h i t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  wi th  an e x t r a  ha l f -a-mi l l ion  
and j u s t  t o  take t h a t  money as a new revenue for t h e  C i t y  and n o t  
r e b a t e  t h a t ,  I d o n ' t  s e e  how you ' r e  saving  anybody anything. Yes, 
you are g e t t i n g  t h e  School Disrict  but t h e  School Distr ict  also happens 
t o  be a  tax payer ,  happens t o  be i n d i v i d u a l s  who walk t h e  s t r e e t .  
I t  i s  n o t  an inhuman e n t i t y  and I d o n ' t  know how the  magic of t h i s  Council  
and t h e  l o g i c  t h a t  t h i s  Council  uses  t o  go o u t  t h e r e  and make sure  
t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  pays, -11, fine, that  a q m n t  i s  f i n e ,  ' , b u t  t h e  
revenues are just going t o  become added revenues t o  t h e  City and i n  $ t h e  
process  you axe r ep resen t ing  t h e  C i t y ,  you are r e p r e s e n t i n g  C i t y  
government b u t  a t  t h e  same t i m e ,  you have j u s t  c l i p p e d  t h e  very people 
you r e p r e s e n t  t o  t h e  two-and-a-half m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s .  Now, if they 

g ive  awards f o r  t h a t ,  I hope t h a t  nobody i s  o u t  t h e r e  g iv ing  awards 
f o r  t h i s  type  of l o g i c .  But i f  they  do that, you know, i f  we want 
more revenue, w e  ought t o  h i t  them f o r  two m i l l i o n  d a l l a r s ,  no I t e l l  
you what, l e t ' s  h i t  them f o r  everyth ing  t h a t  has  c o s t  us  i n  t h e  p a s t  
since 1902. I mean, w e  can do t h a t .  Then, w e  w i l l  r e a l l y  g e t  them , 
and then  w e ' l l  r e a l l y  s t i c k  t o  them, b u t  i t ' s  n o t  t he  School D i s t r i c t  
It's t he  very same t a x  payer  t h a t  i s  paying t a x e s  t o  t h e  C i t y  of San 
:-ntonio. I d o n ' t  know where t h e  logic', i s ,  t h a t  anybody b e n e f i t s ,  u n l e s s  - 
i . 3 ~  g ive  t h e  money back. Now, i f  you are s i n c e r e  about  r e p r e s e n t i n g  
cne people of San Antonio, then  you g ive  t h a t  money back t o  them. I f  you 
a r e  going t o  h i t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  wi th  $500,-,'00.00 and another  
S500,000,00, wi th  a t o t a l  of a m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s ,  and you ' r e  j u s t  going t o  
g e t  f a t  on that, t h a t ' s  n o t  be ing  respons ib le .  I f  you t u r n  that money 
araund and g i v e  it r i g h t  back t o  t h e  t a x  payer of San Antonio, as a 
:ax r e b a t e ,  as a reduc t ion  i n  t h e i r  t a x ,  t h a t  t o  m e ,  would be re spons ib le .  
And I can suppor t  t h a t  kind of l o g i c ,  b u t  t h e  o t h e r  one i s  nothing more 
than a r b i t r a r i n e s s ,  it i s  nothing more than  capr ic iousness ,  t h e  l a w  al lows 
u s  t o  do it ,  s o  t h e r e f o r e ,  we're going t o  do it, and we're going t o  
s t i c k  it t o  them. But who are  w e  s t i c k i n g  it t o ?  How many h e r e ,  
I d o n ' t  know how many Council  members l ive  i n  t h e  San Antonio Independent '  
School D i s t r i c t ?  And you r e t u r n  t h e  money t o  t h e  people t h a t  have 
subs id ized  t h i s  e f f o r t .  And those  people who have subs id ized  t h i s  
s f f o r t  a r e  all t h e  people of San Antonio. A p i e c e  of  it goes back 
zo people t h a t  l i v e  w i t h i n  t h e  San Antonio Independent School District 
and a p iece  goes t o  t h e  people t h a t  l i v e  i n  t h e  o t h e r  School D i s t r i c t ,  
3a r l anda le ,  and t h e  o t h e r  School D i s t r i c t s  throughout t h e  City, Edgewoad, 
Yorthside,  etc., etc. I mean, you know, you can g e t  t h e  money back t o  them. 
f just cannat  see t h e  l o g i c .  You know, I cannot s e e  t h e  l o g i c  of 
you know, g e t t i n g  even wi th  t h e  School Distr ict  and coming o u t  a m i l l i o n  
d o l l a r s  f a t t e r  and then  saying  t h a t  you have s q u i r t  f o r  t h e  c i t i z e n s .  
You have j u s t  r ipped o f f  t h e  c i t i z e n s  t o  t h e  tune  of  e i t h e r  a half-a-  
n i l l i o n  dollars o r  one m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s .  Now, i f  you want t o  r i p  them 
o f f ,  go ahead and do it, b u t  I won't  go along wi th  it. I t h i n k  i t ' s  
crazy. 

:IAYOR CQCKRELL : The Chai r  would l i k e  t o  ask a couple af q u e s t i o n s ,  
: missed a l i t t l e  b i t  of the  d i scuss ion .  Number one, of t h e  C i t y  
Attorney, d i d  t h e  State L e g i s l a t i o n  which was changed, mandate t h a t  
t h e  C i t y  charge f o r  the  c o l l e c t i o n ?  

NS. MACON: No, Madam. 

M Y O R  COCKRELL; A l l  r i g h t )  d i d  it i n v a l i d a t e  t h e  Char te r  p rov i s ion?  

?IS. MACON: An argument could be made t h a t  it supercedes t h e  C h a r t e r  
~rovisions. There are s e v e r a l  thoughts  on t h i s ,  one i s  t h e  Statute 
hives t h e  a u t h o r i t y  t o  come i n  and ask o r  r e q u i r e  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  
t o  pay. The second i s ,  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  q u e s t i o n ,  i f  t h e  p rov i s ion  
was declared u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l ,  then  of course ,  it would also be 
inva l ida ted .  But it is  d e f i n i t e l y  a  p o l i c y  and a bus iness  dec i s ion .  

- U Y O R  COCKRELL : I see, in o t h e r  words, t h a t  t he  Council  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  
sould elect e i t h e r  t o  o p e r a t e  under t he  new-revised S t a t e  Law o r  under 
our  Charter. 
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MS. MACON: Yes, because t h e  S t a t u t e  d e a l s  wi th  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  
and it says  t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  s h a l l  pay. ‘t 

MAYOR COCKRELL:' I t  would seem t o  m e  t h a t  t h e r e  are s e v e r a l  courses  
t h a t  are open t o  t h e  Ci ty ,  one of which i s  t o  follow t h e  recommended 
course ,  another  would be t o  cons ide r  i n  a Char ter  r e v i s i o n ,  asking t h e  
c i t i z e n s  i f  they  wish t o  r e p e a l  t h e  s e c t i o n  of t h e  Char ter  t h a t  mandated 
t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  and t h a t  would i n  e f f e c t ,  c l e a r  any p o s s i b l e  confusion 
a t  a l l .  So, t h a t  would be another  approach. M r s .  Dutmer. 

MRS. DUTMER: Yes, I'm n o t  going t o  pass  t h e  buck t o  someone else. 
It's our  dec i s ion  t h a t  w e  have t o  make, and we might as w e l l  make it. 
A s  I see it now, address ing  my co l l eague ' s  arguments over here ,  I 
t h i n k  t h o s e  are r a t h e r  i l l o g i c a l .  I d o n ' t  see how t h e  Ci ty  of San Antonio 
i n  c o l l e c t i n g  f r o m  San Antonio Independent School District i n  donating 
it back i s  donat ing t h e  money back t o  Edgewood, Harlandale ,  Alnmo Heights ,  
Northside,  Nor theas t ,  o r  any of t h e  rest of them. And i n  e f f e c t ,  t h e s e .  
are c i t i z e n s  t h a t  w e  are represen t ing  on t h i s  Council ,  t h e  same as  those  
of t h e  San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  and I t h i n k  t h a t  i n  a l l  
f a i r n e s s ,  we should t reat  San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  and 
I a m  a member of San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t .  I th ink  w e  should 
-t th& ~ s- as & o t h e r  school  d i s t r i c t s  a r e  t r e a t e d  and then  
t h e r e  can be no h o l l e r i n g  of  t h e  d i sc r imina t ion  o r  anything e l s e  t h a t  
w e  have favored one school  district aver another ,  and a l l  t h e  rest of  t h e  
f o l d e r o l ,  and everybody has an equal  edge i n  i t ,  t h e  rest of these  
schoo l  d i s t r i c t s  a r e  having t o  pay for their tax  s e r v i c e s  and I t h i n k  
i t ' s  non-the-less t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of t h e  San Antonio Independent 
School D i s t r i c t  t o  pay t h e i r s .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: D r .  Cisneros.  

DR. CISNEROS: Yes, I ' v e  heard t h e  arguments and I r e a l l y  d o n ' t  
t h i n k  t h e r e ' s  any g l o r y  on e i t h e r  s i d e  of t h i s  issue whether you t r y  
t o  save money f o r  t h e  C i ty  o r  n o t ,  because I t h i n k  t h a t  M r .  Eures te  
i s  \ c o r r e c t  i n  t h e  p o i n t  t h a t  he makes, they're t h e  same c i t i z e n s .  
It  is t h e  same c i t i z e n s .  I happen to l i v e  i n  t h e  San Antonio Independent 
School D i s t r i c t ,  So, I d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h e r e ' s  any g lo ry  i n  saving t h e  
City any money because a l l  we're doing i s  p u t t i n g  some money onto t h e  
t a x  payers  of t h e  School D i s t r i c t ,  i t ' s  n o t  t h a t  k ind  of an i s s u e .  
What it i s ,  i s  s t r i c t l y  a bus iness  dec i s ion .  And t h a t  i s  t h a t  t h e  
City of San Anton io* i s .go ing  t o  t r e a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t ,  the San Antonio 
School D i s t r i c t  i n  exactly t h e  same even-handed fash ion  as every o t h e r  
school  d i s t r i c t  i n  t h e  C i ty .  And, when w e  charge every o t h e r  e n t i t y  
and inc lud ing  t h e  San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t ,  do we end up 
wi th  c o n t r o l  over t h a t  $500,000.00 that i s ,  t o  say ,  i s  t h e  City of 
San Antonio t h e  master of how i t ' s  going to spend t h a t  $500,000.00. I t ' s  
n o t  a q u e s t i o n  of r e b a t i n g  it, i t ' s  j u s t  a ques t ion  of  when we have 
p o l i c e  wage i n c r e a s e s ,  and we have Eire-wage demands, and we have 
i n c r e a s i n g  c o s t s  o f  i n f l a t i o n  and everyth ing  else t h a t  we want t o  have 
as much c o n t r o l  over our  own budget as we poss ib ly  can. Now, t h e  School 
District, i n  response t o  an i n c r e a s e  from t h e  C i t y ,  would have t o  make 
a. s i m i l a r  dec i s ion  as t o  t h e  C i t y  among p r i o r i t i e s .  So, a l l  it is ,  i s  
a d e c i s i o n  t o  p u t  t h e  burden as t o  how you a r e  going t o  a l l o c a t e  $500,000.00 
i n . t h e  Ci ty  and i n  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  b u t  it t r e a t s  t h e  school  d i s t r i c t s  
f a i r l y .  I cannot  pe r sona l ly  j u s t i f y  o r  exp la in  how w e  t r e a t ,  why w e  would 
t r e a t  t he  San Antonio Independent School District d i f f e r e n t  than  any of t h e  
o t h e r  d i s t r i c t s .  This  would be an even-handed th ing .  I'm going t o  support  
t h e  s t a f f ' s  recommendations f o r  proceeding with n e g o t i a t i ~ n s  and whatever 
i s  nego t i a t ed ,  I hope' is  f a i r ,  and I hope t h a t  it has  some good p r o f e s s i o n a l  
a p p r a i s a l  technique i n  it for coming up with how, what t h e  c o s t  i s ,  I 
t h i n k  a s  I s a y ,  i t ' s  j u s t  a matter of two elements;  number one, treating 
a l l  t h e  school  d i s t r i c t s  e x a c t l y  t h e  same and secondly,  I have every 
c o n f i d e n c e - t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  i s  going t o  be a b l e  t o  a d j u s t  t o  
a d i f f e r e n t  $500,000.00 amount of money t h a t  they  a r e  going t o  have t o  
come up, j u s t  as w e  are going t o  have t o  budget ourse lves ,  with t h a t  
$500,000.00. I t 's  just a ques t ion  of  everybody managing t h e i r  own 
shop and no special r e l a t i o n s h i p .  

M ~ Y O R  COCKRELL : Thank you. M r .  ~ l d e r k t e .  

r j" 
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MR. ALDERETE : I t h i n k  t h e r e  a r e  a couple of p o i n t s  t h a t  r e a l l y  
need t o  be c l a r i f i e d  from what I understood f r o l m  Jane  i n  response t o  
you, was t h a t  t h e  State L e g i s l a t i o n  was n o t  a mandate. The document 
known as our  C i t y  Char ter  just voted upon s t a t e s  t h a t  we s h a l l  n o t  
charge the San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t .  That  document, 
i n  order f o r  r e v i s i o n ,  needs t o  be done by the e l e c t o r a t e ,  i s  t h a t  
no t  c o r r e c t ,  Mayor? 

MAYOR COCKFGLL : Unless t h e  S t a t e  S t a t u t e  supercedes it, and --. 
lets ask the City Attorney. 

MS. MACON: I t ' s  our  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  i s  superceded. One t h i n g ,  
M r .  Aldere te  you asked e a r l i e r  about t h e  word, " s h a l l , "  and I ' v e  
taken liberty of t a k i n g  Black ' s  Law Dict ionary and b a s i c a l l y  it s a y s  
t h a t  as used i n  S t a t u t e s ,  it i s  imperat ive o r  mandatory, so b a s i c a l l y  
what we're  looking a t  i s  t h a t  t h e  School District would be coming t o  
t h e  City with t h e  money t o  pay f o r  t h e  c o s t  of c o l l e c t i o n  and then  
it would be up t o  you a s  a bus iness  d e c i s i o n ,  

MR. ALDERETE: Then your proper answer t o  t h e  Mayor i s  that i t  i s  
a mandatory . . . 
MS. MACON: No, I'm n o t  saying  t h a t  it i s  mandatory, I ' m  s ay ing  
it's superceded. T h e  d i f f e r e n c e ,  M r .  ~ l d e r e t r ~ i s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o t  
a S t a t u t e  and t h e  Education Code d e a l s  wi th  t h e  School Distr ict ,  it 

does n o t  d e a l  wi th  t h e  C i ty .  H e  says t h a t  the  School District s h a l l  
pay and what wetre saying  i s ,  i s  t h e  City going t o  accep t  that payment. 
Tha t ' s  really where you are. The o t h e r  i s s u e  i s  a C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
ques t ion  and whether t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  p rov i s ion  i n  t h e  Char te r  i s  uncon- 
s t i t u t i o n a l ,  and those  are t h e  two i s s u e s .  And i f  we l i t i g a t e  t h a t ,  
t h a t  would be t h e  p o s i t i o n .  

MR. ALDERETE: A l l  r i g h t ,  t h a t ' s  what I wanted a c l a r i f i c a t i o n ,  I on t h a t  p o r t i o n  t h e r e ,  i n  your  response t o  t h e  Mayor as it being 
n o t  mandatory b u t  y e t  i n  the ~ d u c a i i o n a l  Code youire say ing  t h a t  it 
was decided t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  s h a l l  pay and according t o  
alack's Law Dic t ionary ,  " s h a l l "  means mandatory. F ine ,  thank you. 

-YAYOR COCKRELL : M r .  Eures te .  

.W. EURESTE: Who does it say ,  it shall pay t o .  'Who do they  pay t o ?  

XS. MACON: If the  C i t y  i s  c o l l e c t i n g  the taxes, it would be t o  t h e  City. 
i 1 
A 11 s p e c i t i c a l l y  d e a l  with t h a t .  

MR. EURESTE: What i s  t h e  i n t e n t  of t h a t '  language t h e r e ?  I mean 
why were they concerned t h a t  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  s h a l l  pay? And what 
i f  t h e  School D i s t s k c t  g o t  it for f r e e ,  what is  wrong with t h a t ?  

MS. MACON: M r .  Eures te ,  I c a n ' t  go i n t o  the  minds of t h e  L e g i s l a t u r e .  
The S t a t u t e  merely says  t h a t  t h e  District shall pay t h e  Munic ipa l i ty  
for s a i d  s e r v i c e s  and f o r  such o t h e r  i n c i d e n t a l  expenses,  a s  a r e  n e c e s s a r i l y  
incur red  i n  connect ion wi th  render ing  of such s e r v i c e s ,  such an amount 
as may be agreed upon by t h e  governing bodies of t h e  munic ipa l i ty  and 
Independent School D i s t r i c t .  And t h a t ' s  what we're talking about, i s  
that d i r e c t i o n  from t h i s  Council.  

I MR. EURESTE: I again ,  you weren ' t  he re ,  Madam Mayor, and I don't 
know i t  you heard my b ig  . . . and I won't  r e p e a t  it, on t h e  h i s t o r y  . . 

I 'NAYOR COCKRELL : Yes, sir ,  I d id  happen t o  hea r  it. 

I MR. EUWSTE: Well, she  came in here and s a i d  I d i d n ' t  hear t h e  
conversation. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : I missed p a r t  of  the a t t o r n e y ' s  responses, I heard t h e  
ques t lon  and I didnit hear a l l  t h e  responses s o  t h a t ' s  why I wanted t o  
c l a r i f y  t h a t ,  

I MR. EURESTE: Well, I was going t o  go i n t o  t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  School 
Dlstrlct,  d i d  you hea r  t h a t  p a r t ?  



MAYOR COCKRELL: L e t  me j u s t  say t h a t  from 1959 t o  1963, I was 
a PTA P r e s i d e n t  and I w a s  on t h e  PTA Council at t h e  t ime t h a t  t h i s  
i s s u e  was fought  i n  t h e  previous  b a t t l e  and I ' v e  remembered Arguments 
and arguments and arguments, s o  I have a long h i s t o r y  of  remembering 
a11 t h e  d i f f e r e n t  p o i n t s  of view. 

MR. EURESTE: You know t h a t  the School D i s t r i c t  i s  a spin-off of t h e  
city government i n  1901, 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Y e s ,  I know, and I t h i n k  t h a t  a t  one t i m e  t h e  boundaries 
were c o t e m i n o u s  and t h a t  led t o  t h e  Char ter  provis ion .  

MR. EURESTE: She knows more t h a n  I do. W e l l ,  that is  a check-mate 
and a check-mate i s  when you d o n ' t  have t h e  votes .  And I have been 
check-mated b u t  I t h i n k  my argument i s  s t i l l  a good argument. I d o n ' t  
t h i n k  t h e  Council  would make a dec i s ion  j u s t  based on h i s t o r y  bu t  I 
t h i n k  t h e r e  i s  a s t r o n g e r  l o g i c  and t h a t  i s  t h e  one i n  which we would 
be c o l l e c t i n g  a d d i t i o n a l  revenue. And we would,,be _simply c o l l e c t i n g  
addit ional  revenue and just p u t t i n g  it i n t o  our  budget and going o u t  
and spending it and somehow o r  another ,  being s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  we have 
accomplished something and I d o n ' t  know how t h e  taxpayer ,  be it the  
taxpayer  of t h e  San Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  o r  t h e  taxpayer  . 
of t h e  C i ty  o r  t h e  taxpayer  of t h e  o t h e r  school  d i s t r i c t s  could be 
happy, when we have simply c o l l e c t e d  a d d i t i o n a l  revenue and no t  
somehow or  another  r eba ted  t h a t  a d d i t i o n a l  revenue which was a l ready 
covering a c o s t ,  t h a t  i s ,  t h a t  c o s t  was a l r eady  being covered with t h e  
C i ty  budget of t h e  Ci ty .  And I j u s t  cannot understand t h e  l o g i c  
i n  which we have succeeded o r  accomplished anything when w e  i n  e f f e c t ,  
are p u t t i n g  another  governmental e n t i t y ,  i n  t h i s  c a s e ,  t h e  School 
D i s t r i c t ,  any p o s i t i o n  of very l i k e l y  having t o  e i t h e r  i n c r e a s e  
t a x e s  o r  reduce s e r v i c e s  by t h e  amount t h a t  t hey  w i l l  be paying t h e  
C i ty  of San Antonio. And i t ' s  t h e  same tax payers  t h a t  a r e  going t o  have 
t o  pay f o r  t h i s  new requirement.  And t h e  c u r r e n t  t a x  payers, t h e  
people t h a t  a r e  c u r r e n t l y  suppor t ing  t h e  budget with t h e  C i ty  would n o t  
r e c e i v e  any rebate whatsoever, i n  what i s  done. So, t h e  l o g i c ,  you know, 
of  what t h e  c o u n c i l  wants t o  do , just really escapes m e .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you, sir. Mrs. Dutmer. 

MRS. DUTMER: L e t  m e  s e e  if I can sort something o u t ,  I ' d  l i k e  t o  
ask f i r s t  t h e  C i t y  Attorney,  and I t h i n k  I a l ready know t h e  answer, 
b u t  I j u s t  want t o  h e a r  it once more. How d i d  t h e  School D i s t r i c t  
article get i n t o  our  Char te r ,  why was it inc luded,  and was it because 
of an o l d  S t a t e  r ecogn i t ion  t h a t  t h e  C i ty  and School D i s t r i c t  were one 
and t h e  same and t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  law a p p l i e s  to t h e  School D i s t r i c t  
t h e  same a s  t o  t h e  Ci ty?  Was it a mandate, w a s  it j u s t  a t r a d i t i o n ?  
I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  f i g u r e  o u t  why t h i s  w a s  even included i n  t h e  Char ter  
and was it because t h e  S t a t e  d i d  address  both ,  when it s a i d  Ci ty  
because it was t h e  only  School D i s t r i c t  a t  t h e  t i m e  t h e  S t a t e  d e a l t  
with i t ?  

MS. MACON: yes, madam, and a t  t h e  beginning w e  s t a r t e d  back i n  1901 
as we've had numerous h i s t o r i c a l  d i scuss ions ,  i t ' s  carried f o r t h ,  

MRS. DUTMER: Therefore ,  t h e  law t h a t  app l i ed  t o  t h e  City 
a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  School ~ i s t r i c t ,  they  were one and t h e  same and t h a t  
law was never  changed u n t i l  t h i s  p a s t  L e g i s l a t u r e  when it gave us  t h e  
r i g h t  t o  make up our  minds, 

MS.  MACON: W e  f e e l  t h a t  t h e  S t a t u e  a t  t h i s  t ime,  g ives  you t h a t  
a u t h o r i t y  a t  t h a t  t i m e .  

MRS. DUTMER: Well, t h a t  i s  what I wanted t o  g e t  s t r a i g h t ,  some of 
them t e l l s  m e  t h a t  it i s n ' t  , it wasn ' t  t h e  law, and then  somebody 
e l s e  comes along and says t h a t  they were wterminous  and okay, thank 
you. 
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MR. VAN HENRY ARCHER: Was the motion an hour and a h a l f  ago 
t o  au thor ize  t h e  staff . . . 
MAYOR COCKRELL: To approve t h e  s t a f f ' s  recommendation, as I r e c a l l .  

MR. ARCHER: Was t o  m e e t  w i t h ' t h e  Board of t h e  School District on an  
even-handed manner and see i f  you can work out something? W e l l ,  why 
does it t a k e  you a l l  so long t o  debate that? 

MAYOR COCRRELL : W e  understand, M r .  Archer, M r .  Wing. 

MR. WING: I f  I understand c o r r e c t l y ,  you ' r e  stating t h a t  Sec t ion  
152 of tkiat i s  t h e  right Sec t ion  of t h e  C i ty  Char ter  has been superceded 
by a new S t a t e  Law. 

M S .  MACON: T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: A l l  r i g h t ,  i f  t h e r e  i s  no f u r t h e r  d i s c u s s i o n ,  
t h e  motion is t h a t  w e  a u t h o r i z e  t h e  staff t o  proceed wi th  n e g o t i a t i o n s  
as wi th  t h e  recommendation t h a t  came t o  t h e  Council .  I see M r .  Eures te  
would l i k e  t o  speak. 

MR. EURESTE: I would l i k e  t o  o f f e r  an amendment t o  t h a t  and t h a t  i s  
that whatever money w e  get from t h e  School D i s t r i c t ,  you r e b a t e  it back 
t o  every taxpayer  i n  t h e  Ci ty  of San Antonio w1,'ich would inc lude  
t h e  taxpayers  of every school  d i s t r i c t  i n  t h e  C i ty .  

MAYOR _COCKRELL: The motion, I do n o t  h e a r  a second, t b e  motion 
d i e s  fo r  a l ack  of a second, M r ,  Thompson. 

I 
MR. THOMPSON: That  cont inues on t h e  same i l l - conce ived  premise 
t h a t  he has been on a l l  day. Tha t  money is  City money. W e  are . . . 
the  logic o r  i l l o g i c  I will leave  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  judgement but t h e  
monies t h a t  w e  are talking is  City-taxed money, they are here .  We 
are q u a r r e l i n g  about a l l o c a t i n g  them t o  a s p e c i f i c  School D i s t r i c t  and 
n o t  having equal t r ea tmen t  for a l l  school  d i s t r i c t s .  Tha t  i s  t h e  premise. 
That i s  t h e  l o g i c .  And i t ' s  n o t  a business d e c i s i o n ,  i t ' s  a c t u a l l y  
a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  decision and it's wrong for us t o  a l l o c a t e  monies t o  
a p r e f e r e n t i a l  group of one school  d i s t r i c t  wi thout  t r e a t i n g  a11 school  
d i s t r i c t s  equal .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: The Chair  would l i k e  t o  proceed wi th  t h e  vote. 
M s .  Eureste. 

MR. EURESTE: I'm just going t o  say t h a t  i t ' s  j u s t  a modern way of 
r ipp ing  off the  taxpayer. That's all I have to say.  

MAYOR COCKRELL: A l l  right, t h e  Clerk will c a l l  the  roll: AYES: 
Dutmer, Wing, Thompson, Canavan, Archer, S teen ,  Cockre l l ,  Cisneros; 
NAYS: Eureste, Aldere te ;  ABSENT: Webb. 

T h e  motion carried. 



80-23 CITIZENS TO BE HEARD 

MR. ROBERT J. MANUEL 

M r .  Manuel, 351 A v e  Maria, r ep resen t ing  t h e  group, Save 
Shearer  H i l l s  for Homeowners, presented  a p e t i t i o n  t o  t h e  Ci ty  Council 
o b j e c t i n g  t o  t h e  proposed s i te  of 4 3  u n i t s  of l o w  housing on Meliff  and 
Ave Maria Dxive. (A copy of which i s  on file wi th  t h e  minutes of t h i s  
meeting. ) 

H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  are no .parks i n  t h e  community and expressed 
concern about t h e  crowded cond i t ions  i n  t h e  area. 

MRS. MINNIE VANDERON 

M r s .  Vanderon, 218 Ave Maria, spoke about t h e  need t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  
t h e  s i te  p1anned. for  t h e  apartments s i n c e  it i s  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  f lood 
p l a i n .  

MR. DALE SCOTT 

M r .  S c o t t ,  7203 Dubies S t r e e t ,  r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  group, Save 
Shearer  Hills f o r  Homeowners, a l s o  spoke a g a i n s t  t h e  housing p r o j e c t .  
H e  stated t h a t  t h e  people i n  t h i s  a r e  are concerned about  what t h e  housing 
u n i t s  w i l l  do t o  t h e i r  neighborhood. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  they  a r e  a l ready 
surrounded by commercial development. He a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  traffic 
and popula t ion  w i l l  be more than  doubled. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Subjec t  proper ty  
is i n  a f lood  p l a i n  and n o t  s u i t a b l e  f o r  development, H e  f u r t h e r  s t a t e d  
that t h e  people i n  this community a r e  a l s o  concerned about  t h e  added 
dra inage  problems t h a t  would occur. 

M r .  Archer s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  people he  has spoken with have 
i n d i c a t e d  that they  w i l l  not  l o c a t e  t h e  hous i  g site a t  t h a t  l o c a t i o n  
because it i s  on a f lood  p l a i n .  7 

Mayor Cockre l l  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Council  i s  involved with t h e  
Zoning of  t h e  subject proper ty  and must f i t  i n  wi th  t h e  Housing Assistance 
Plan, She s t a t e d  t h a t  a l l  dec i s ions  are made by t h e  San Antonio Housing 
Authori ty .  

M r .  E u r e s t e  s t a t e d  t h a t  only  t h r e e  neighbors  w i l l  r e a l l y  
be affected o u t  o f  t h e  four teen  t h a t  a r e  be ing  considered.  H e  then  
expla ined  t h e  process  which i s  used t o  l o c a t e  t h e  Housing Units.  
~e s t a t e d  t h a t  i f  t h e  a r e a  i s  zoned, then  t h e  C i ty  Council i s  l i m i t e d  
t o  what it can do. 

Mr. Webb s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Federa l  Government has  mandated 
that low c o s t  housing be cons t ruc ted  throughout t h e  United S t a t e s .  
H e  s t a t e d  that t h e  subject area mentioned by t h e  Shearer  Hills Associat ion 
w i l l  probably n o t  be used s i n c e  it i s  on a f l o o d  p l a i n .  

M r s .  Dutmer s t a t e d  t h a t  D i s t r i c t  3 has subs id ized  housing 
and y e t  i s  n o t  e l i g i b l e  for CD funds and f e e l s  t h a t  e q u a l i t y  i n  housing 
should  a l s o  mean e q u a l i t y  i n  funds coming i n .  

M r .  Steen s t a t e d  t h a t  he w i l l  suppor t  t h e  r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  
area i f  they  areopposed t o  low income housing i n  this a r e a .  , 
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MRS, BARBARA MILLER 

Mrs. M i l l e r ,  r ep resen t ing  t h e  C i t i z e n s  Concerned About 
Nuclear Power, s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  C i t y  Council  should c a l l  fo r  a P u b l i c  
gear ing  before  May 25 ,  and f e e l s  t h a t  t h e  c o s t  overruns w i l l  never  
enable  t h e  p l a n t  t o  be pa id .  

MR. LANNY SINKIN 

M r .  S ink in ,  r ep resen t ing  C i t i z e n s  Concerned About Nuclear 
Power, presented  t h e  C i ty  Council wi th  a prepared s t a t ement  and 
a r e s o l u t i o n  reques t ing  t h e  Nuclear Regulatory Commission t o  hold 
a pub l i c  hear ing  on A p r i l  30 ,  1980. ( A  copy of h.is s ta tement  i s  on 
f i l e  wi th  the minutes of t h i s  meeting.) 

D r .  Cisneros s t a t e d  t h a t  he d o e s n ' t  want t o  be a p a r t  of 
a s t r a t e g y  t o  delay t h e  South Texas Nuclear P l a n t .  He s t a t e d  t h a t  he  
wants a strong s ta tement  where San Antonio speaks t o  t h e  need t o  g e t  
=he p r o j e c t  on line. 

M r .  Aldere te  spoke about t h e  c o s t  Eac-?or and t h e  de lays  
caused by the i n e f f e c t i v e n e s s  on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  manager and b u i l d i n g  
z o n t r a c t o r  of t h e  Nuclear P lan t .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  a minor i ty  r e p o r t  
from the  Ci ty  Council should be allowed a t  t h e  P u b l i c  Hearing 
sched~led f o r  e a r l y  F a l l .  H e  ther, moved t h a t  t h e  resolukion  proposed 
ay Lanny Sinkin  be considered l a t e r  t h i s  evening. The motion died f o r  
a lack of a second. 

Mrs. Dutmer then  spoke i n  suppor t  o f  t h e  South Texas Nuclear 
P r o j e c t ,  however expressed concern about t h e  problems of t h e  P l a n t  
and wants ques t ions  answered. 

M r .  Thompson s t a t e d  t h a t  he read  through t h e  Nuclear 
Zegulatory C o m i s s i o n ' s  r e p o r t  and s t a t e d  t h a t  a p r o j e c t  of such a  
m g n i t u d e  w i l l  have some d e f e c t s .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  he doesn't want t h e  
? ro  ject delayed. 

MR. TOMMY LEIFSTER 

M r .  L e i f s t e r  asked t h e  C i ty  Council  t o  approve a r e s o l u t i o n  
af suppor t  t o  encourage mal ls  t o  des igna te  handicap spaces  according t o  
the State  S t a t u t e  and engorce t h e  towing of automobiles which a r e  i n  
v i o l a t i o n .  H e  asked t h e  Legal Department t o  come up wi th  an ordinance 
&hat covers  p r i v a t e  proper ty .  

Mayor Cockre l l  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  r e q u e s t  w i l l  be r e f e r r e d  t o  the  
Handicap Access Program. 

M r .  Webb then-.made a motion t h a t  v e h i c l e s  which are improperly 
parked i n  t h e  handicap spaces on City proper ty  be towed away. M s .  A lde re te  
seconded t h e  motion. 

A s s i s t a n t  C i ty  Attorney,  Louis Garcia ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  signs 
could be e r e c t e d  a t  t h e s e  l o c a t i o n s .  

A f t e r  d i scuss ion ,  and on r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion p r e v a i l e d  by 
-he fol lowing vote:  AYES: Cisneros,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Thompson, 
Alderete,  Cockre l l ;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: Eures te ,  Canavan, Archer,  
Steen. 

M r .  Aldere te  s t a t e d  t h a t  an a t tempt  can be made t o  s e e  i f  
cooperat ion on such a c t i o n  can be obta ined  from p r i v a t e  p roper ty  owners. 

D r .  Cisneros asked t h a t  t h e  Handicap AccessOffice send a l e t t e r  
t o  bus inesses  asking them f o r  their cooperat ion.  



SCHEDULIUG OF "Btl SESSION 
'i 

D r .  Cisneros asked t h a t  M r .  E u r e s t e ' s  r e q u e s t  regs-xding t h e  
b r i e f i n g  by t h e  Police 'chief on t h e  San Juan-Alazan Court's incident 
be placed on t h e  next  upcoming "B" Sess ion  agenda. 

80-23 The Clerk read  t h e  fol lowing Letter: 

May 1 2 ,  1980  

Honorable Mayor and Members of t h e  C i t y  Council 
City of San ~ n t o n i o  

T h e  fo l lowing p e t i t i o n s  were received i n  my office and forwarded t o  t h e  
City Manager f o r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  and r e p o r t  t o  t h e  City Council.  

May 8 ,  1980 

May 8, 1980 

May 8, 1980 

P e t i t i o n  submit ted by M r .  Richard . 
Moore, requesting a variance on the 
building site encroachment a t  200  
Navarro. 

Petition submitted by t h e  r e s i d e n t s  of 
C a l l e  Valenc ia ,  r eques t ing  street 
improvements. 

P e t i t i o n  submitted by t h e  residents 
of Oak Meadow, requesting annexation 
i n t o  t h e  City of San Antonio. 

/s/ NORMA S. RODRIGUEZ 
C i t y  Clerk 

There being no f u r t h e r  bus iness  t o  come before t he  Council ,  
the meeting was adjourned a t  7:35 P.M. 

A P P R O V E D  
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