
REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO m L D  IN 
THE COUNCIL CHAMBERp CITY mr ON 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 1, 1974. 

The meetfng was called to order at 8:30 A. M. by the presiding 
officer, Mayor Charles L. Becker, with the following members present: 
COCKRELLB SAN MARTINo BECKERg BLACK, LACY, MORTON, O'CONNELL, PADILLA, 
MENDOZA; Absent: NONE. 

74-38 - The invocation was given by The Reverend Lawrence Matula, 
Christ the Kfng Catholic Church. 

74-38 - Members of the City Council and the audience joined in the 
Pledge of Allegiance to the flag of the United States of America, 

74-38 The minutes of the meeting of July 25, 1974, and the Special 
Meetings of July 24 and July 25, 1974, were approved, 

74-38 COURTESY VISIT BY THE NEW MEXICAN CONSUL G E N E W  

rphe Mayor and Members of the City Council in behalf of the 
City of San Antonio welcomed the new Consul General from Mexico to 
San Antonio, The Honorable Raul Gonzalez Galarza. Mr. Galarza thanked 
the Council and citizens for their welcome to what he considers per- 
haps the greatest and most unique City in America as far as friendship 
towards Mexico is concerned, It was his opinion that Americans are 
generous by nature and conviction and expressed delight in his new 
assignment. 

74-38 PRESENTATION OF CITATIONS 

Mayor Becker read Cftatfons thanking the following named 
persons for having served on the various Boards and Comissfons of 
the City: 

Mr, Lino Mendfola Economic Opportunities Development 
' h a n d  of OPEsctors 

Mr. Bill Kelso - Rfverwalk Commission 

MEMBERS OF THE MAYOR'S COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF W O W :  

~ r s ,  Helen Jacobson - Chai rman 
Mrs. Margarita R. Huantee-Vice Chairman 
Mrs, Cecilia Scherrer 
Mrs, Patricia Ayrea 
Mrs, Sue Eastwood 
Mrs, Dora Grossenbacher 
Mrs. Lanette Glasscock 
~ r s .  Bess white 
Mrs, Gertrude Passur 
~ r s ,  Mary Lo Luckmann 



PLAQUE OF APPRECIATION TO JOHN NEWMAN 

The Mayor on behalf of the City Council presented to Mr. 
John Newman a Plaque of Appreciation for his service as a Member and 
Vice-Chairman of the City Public Service Board from July 1, 1971 to 
June 3, 1974. 

The Mayor stated that the City of San Antonio and the 
Council recognizes Mr. Newman's woqk for had it not been for Mr. 
Newmanss efforts and work in instituting the program of obtaining 
oil storage tanks the City would have had a catastrophic dilemma 
on its hands. , . 

Mr. Newman expressed his appreciation to the Council for 
its thoughtfulness. 

74-38 - The Clerk read the following Resolution: 

A RESOLUTION 
NO. 74-38-48 

DESIGNATING COUNCILMRN LEO MENDOZA 
JR.', AS MAYOR PRO-TEM OF THE CITY 
OF *SAN ANTONIO TO SERVE DURING THE 
PLEASURE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF SAN ANTONIO FOR A PERIOD OF 
THREE MONTHS, BEGINNING AUGUST 1, 
1934. 

1 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO: 

SECTION 1. That Councilman Leo Mendoza, Jr., is hereby 
designated as the Mayor Pro-Tem of the City 
of San Antonio. 

SECTION 2. That, pursuant to the provisions of Article 
11, Section 9, of the Charter of the City 
of San Antonio, said Councilman Leo Mendoza, 
JP. shall serve as Mayor Pro-Tem during the 
pleasure of the City Council for a period of 
three months, beginning August 1, 1974. 

Dr. San Martin made a motion that the Resolution be approved. 
The motion was seconded by Mps, Cockrell. 

Mr. Mendoza stated a question as to possible conflict of 
interest has been raised if he were to serve as Mayor Pro-Tem due to 
the fact that he has been elected as a Democratic nominee for Justice 
of the Peace and will be on the ballot in the General Election in 
November. He stated that he has not been officially elected but 
does not have an opponent in the General Election and does not take 
office until January 1, 1935, 
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Ass i s tan t  Ci ty  Attorney Louis Garcia s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  was no 
c o n f l i c t  whatsoever of h i s  holding t h e  o f f i c e  of Mayor Pro-Tem. 

On r o l l  ca l l ,  t h e  Resolution was passed and approved by t h e  
following votes AYES: Cockrel l ,  San Martin, Becker, Black, Morton, 
O°Connell, Mendozat NAYS: None; ABSENT: Lacyp Pad i l l a .  

C i ty  Clerk Jake H.  Inselmann then administered t h e  Oath of 
Off ice  of Mayor Pro-Tem t o  Mr, Mendoza. 

The Mayor and Council members congratulated M r .  Mendoza 
and a l s o  expressed apprec ia t ions to  Councilman Alvin G. P a d i l l a ,  Jr., 
f o r  t h e  outstanding s e rv i ce  he performed as Mayor Pro-Tem. 

74-38 BRIEFING ON THE NORTH EXPRESSWAY BY MR. R. 0. LYTTON 

M r .  R. 0.  Lytton, Distr ict  Engineer f o r  t he  Texas Highway 
Department, made a r e p o r t  as follows: 

STATUS OF NORTH EXPRESSWAY PROJECT 
August 1, 1974 

SECTIONS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 

A. I ,  H.  35 t o  Mulberry Avenue ( 1 . 2  M i . )  
Killian-House Contractor .-- $3,848,000 - o r i g i n a l  con t r ac t  

$6,000,00Q - est imated new cos t  

B, Tuxedo Avenue t o  Loop 410 (2.0 Mi,) 
H. B. Zachry Contractor -- $4,740,000 - org ina l  con t r ac t  

$7,80Q,OQQ - est imated new cos t  

Renegotiation of con t r ac t s  underway. A l l  work could possibly 
resume by t he  end of August, 

"CENTER SECTIONo"PLANS 

C ,  Mulberry Avenue t o  Tuxedo Avenue (2.7  M i . )  

(1) Deta i l  p lans  a r e  being updated. 

( 2 )  E s t h e t i c  t reatment  being emphasized throughout. (Long span 
bridges,  rec tangular  columns, exposed aggregate su r faces  on 
wal l s  and p i e r s ,  rock fac ing where appropr ia te ,  landscaping, 
etc. 1 

63) More sound abatement b a r r i e r s  a r e  being added i n  v i c i n i t y  
of Olmos Dam and Devine Road. 

14)  Expressway l anes  a r e  being lowered between stadium and 
outdoor t h e a t e r  t o  ob ta in  more p o s i t i v e  sound b a r r i e r .  
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(5) We propose to make room on structure in back of outdoor 
theater for retaining Alpine Drive one way around theater. 

(6) Proposed borrow sources in Olmos Basin for embankments are 
being reduced to a single source located immediately south 
of Basse Road between MP RR and North Expressway. After 
fill material f o  removed,.the borrow source area will be 
finished to smooth even contours, graded to drain, topsoil 
replaced and planted with grass$,. 

(7) Our intention is to have completed plans in Austin in time 
for bids to be taken and construction started by the first 
of next year. 

SECTIONS NORTH OF LOOP 410 

D. Loop 410 to Existing U.rS. 281 (3-0 Mi.) 

Remaining right-of-way parcels to be acquired -- 3 
E. Along Existing U," S, 281' to North of Bitters Road (2.3 Mi.) 

Remaining right-of-way parcels to be acquired -- 8 

Since funds are not presently available to complete right-of-way 
acquisition for the entire project, we recommend acquisition of the 
remaining parcels in Section D be assigned top priority in order that 
the North Expressway connection to existing U, S. 281 (San Pedro Avenue) 
may be assured, 

is/ R. 0. Lytton 

Mr. Lytton added that while additional funds are being ob- 
tained the facilities can be expanded on present right-of-way on 
Highway 281 - San Pedro Avenue to four lanes divided. This to be 
brought in as an interim project if necessary while awaiting the 
right-of-way for the remainder of the project. 

Mayor Becker stated that he spoke to Mr. Frank Bennack, 
Jr., Chairman of the Chamber of Commerce Committee who has been 
ramroding the efforts for completion of the North Expressway for 
several years. He advised that there's going to be a hearing before 
the Texas Highway Commission in San Antonio sometime in September to 
show mock-up models of the project and invited the Council to attend. 

The Mayor added that every City Council has gone on record 
in favor of the North Expressway, 

After discussion, it was found that the Council had expressed 
itself adequately, as it was a mandate of the people back in 1961 
tnat the expressway be built, and it was determined it would be 
sufficient and adequate that the Council members attend the meeting. 
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M r ,  E. Monroe Bibb, Pres ident  of t h e  N. E ,  Loop 410 Association, 
made t h e  following statements 

#'My name is Monroe Bibb and my o f f i c e  is located  a t  900 N. E. 
Loop 410, San Antonio8 Texas. I wish t o  quickly  p resen t  t h e  need f o r  
t h e  acqu i s i t i on  of t h e  Right of Way f o r  t h e  North Expressway from Loop 
410  nor th  t o  B i t t e r s  Road. The following a r e  f o r  your considerat ion:  

Bond i s s u e s  were passed by t h e  C i ty  of San Antonio i n  1960 
and again i n  1970 f o r  t h e  acqu i s i t i on  of t h e  r i g h t  of way 
and t o  d a t e  some 13 pa rce l s  remain t o  be purchased. P r i ce s  
of land have increased considerably i n  t h i s  time. 

L 

A Resolution by t h e  North Loop 410  Associat ion was passed 
and mailed t o  t h e  Honorable Mayor Becker and Members of 
t h e  Ci ty  Council on October 15, 1973, 

I n  1978 Mayor G a t t i  urged t h a t " t h i s  property be acquired 
fmnediately, 

The North San Antonio C o m m i t t e e  on Apr i l  16, 1974 l i s t e d  
t h i s  a cqu i s i t i on  of t he  Rfght of Way and t h e  Completion 
of t h e  North Expressway a s  t h e  most important t h ing  t o  he lp  
North San Antonio, 

On J u l y  17, 1974, D r ,  Ivan Fi tzwater ,  Superintendent of 
Schools of t h e  Northeast Independent School Distr ict  wrote 
t h a t  t h i s  p r o j e c t  i s  of most importance t o  North San 
Antonio. 

A s  80 percent  of t h e  growth of San Antonio is occurr ing 
on t h e  North Side,  I urge t h i s  C i ty  Council t o  expend a l l  e f f o r t s  
i n  acquir ing  t h e  balance of t h e  right-of-way on t h e  North Expressway. 
The approximately $8,000,000,00 c o s t  would be a he lp  to  t h e  economy 
of San Antonio," 

Ci ty  Manager Sam Granata advised t h a t  t h e  11 pa rce l s  a r e  
i n  t h e  hands of t h e  Ci ty  Attorney, Unfortunately due t o  i n f l a t i o n ,  
t he  C i ty  does no t  have s u f f i c i e n t  funds. I t  w i l l  t ake  a bond i s sue  
o r  some o the r  source of funding, I t  w i l l  t ake  1 1 / 2  t o  2 mi l l ion  
d o l l a r s  t o  acquire  t h e  right-of-way, and t h e  Ci ty  has  only $350,000 
on hand. H e  s t a t e d  a s tudy of t h e  matter  w i l l  be made and a f u r t h e r  
b r i e f i ng  w i l l  be given t o  t h e  Council on a l a t e r  d a t e  on how t h e  Ci ty  
can acquire t h e  remafnfng property,  

Mayor Becker then presented M r .  Lytton with a C i t a t i on  
which reads 

I N  APPRECIATION OF 15 YEARS SERVICE TO THE COMMUNITY 

AS DISTRICT ENGINEER FOR THE TEXAS HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT 

UNDER WHOSE LEADERSHIP 

AN OUTSTANDING EXPRESSWAY AND HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

FOR SAN ANTONIO WAS DEVELOPED. 

Augus$& 1974 
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.i c 
M K .  Lytton expressed h i s  apprecia t ion  t o  t h e  Council f o r  

t h e i r  thoughtfulness i n  present ing  t h i s  C i t a t i on  t o  him, 

74-38 SAN ANTONIO COMMUNITY ORGANIZED FOR PUBLIC WOmS 

Mr. A r t  Ramos sntroduced C m i t t e e  members of t h e  organizat ion 
p resen t  as follows: M r .  Andy Sarrabia ,  Mrs. Hector Aleman, Mrs, Gi lbe r t  
Gallego, M r s ,  George Meyer, Mr. Mike Eanderos, M r .  Martin Rodriguez, 
MK. Estanislado Contreras,  and M r ,  Gi lbe r t  Sa l inas .  

M r ,  Rmos s t a t e d  they were presen t  t o  reques t  t h e  Council 
d i r e c t  t h e  Ci ty  Manager Sam Granata t o  m e e t  with t h e i r  organiza t ion  
an evening i n  August t o  d i s cus s  t h e  drainage and r ec r ea t i ona l  problems 
i n  t h e i r  area.  Members of t h e  organiza t ion  have come before t h e  
Council on var ious  occasions reques t ing  t h a t  members of Council meet 
wi th  them. Each t i m e  Council members have agreed t o  meet e s p e c i a l l y  
during t h e  evening, They have repeatedly  c a l l e d  on M r ,  Granata t o  
a t t end  an evening meeting t o  no a v a i l .  They r e s e n t  and are disappointed 
by t h e  a t t i t u d e  of t h e  Ci ty  Manager and members of h i s  s t a f f  who are 
r e l u c t a n t  t o  meet a t  a t i m e  convenient t o  c i t i z e n s ,  

M r ,  Ramos s t a t e d  t h a t  they represen t  many par ishes  and c i v i c  
organizat ions.  H e  f e l t  they a r e  reasonable and problems could be re- 
solved i n  meeting with t h e  Ci ty  Manager. H e  asked t h e  Council t o  make 
ava i l ab l e  t h e  Ci ty  Manager f o r  a nee t ing  Monday evening, August 12, 
1974 a t  a p lace  t o  be arranged, 

C i ty  Manager Granata responded by saying t h a t  he has had two 
c a l l s ,  s eve ra l  from a MK. Kaiser a d  one from another  person. H e  
o f fe red  t h e  gentlemen anybody on t h e  s t a f f  t o  go meet with them and 
s a i d  they have. This is t h e  f i r s t  time t h a t  he learned they want 
him t o  go t o  one meeting with one group t o  d i s cus s  a l l  problems. 

H e  t o l d  these  people he d i d  no t  th ink  it was r i g h t  f o r  him t o  go 
i n t o  t h e  neighhrhood and l i s t e n  because he d id  not  know what they 
wanted, I t  becomes a shouting match. I f  they would t e l l  him ahead 
of time, e i t h e r  i n  wr i t ing  o r  by t h e  S tee r ing  Committee coming t o  
t h e  C i ty  Hall ,  so  t h e  Ci ty  can be w e l l  prepared and have t h e  answers. 
H e  d id  r e fu se  t o  go i n t o  t h e  neighborhood but  d id  no t  r e fuse  t o  meet 
with them +n h i s  o f f i c e  o r  during t h e  day, The purpose of asking them 
t o  come with t h e i r  committee i s  t o  t r y  t o  g e t  a c t u a l  f a c t s .  A t  n igh t  
when you go t o  such a meeting, and he has been t o  many, he cannot g ive  
them an answer they want t o  hear,  It is  not  because he doesn ' t  want 
t o  hear them o r  because he is a monarch o r  a d i c t a t o r ,  I t  is because 
he cannot fund a pro)ec t ,  The Cnty i s  aware of t h e  problems of what 
t h e  community needs and he recognizes t h a t  they should have had it by 
now, they should have had it a long t i m e  before now and long before 
t h i s  Council. The Ci ty  n s  working towards t h a t  end. The Council 
does no t  have t o  d i r e c t  %he Ci ty  Manager, I f  they a r e  w i l l i n g  t o  
say what t h e i r  p r o j e c t s  a r e ,  he w i l l  be happy t o  meet with them, 
If he knows ahead of t i m e ,  he won't have t o  say, 'Le t  m e  check, 
you w i l l  hear from m e  l a t e r O e P  

Mayor Becker s t a t e d  t h a t  Mr, Suel tenfuss  has been going 
t o  t h e  neighborhoods and has had may be nine o r  t e n  e m s  i n  t h e  
l a s t  t h r e e  weeks which have Lasted u n t i l  9n30 and 10:OO P. M. 
H e  asked t h e  group i f  they could d e l i n e a t e  t h e  problem, t h e  Council 
was su re  t h a t  t h e  C i t y  Manager w i l l  be more than happy t o  meet with 
them i n  a cons t ruc t ive  fashion t o  attempt t o  t e l l  what t h e  s t a t u s  
of these  d i f f e r e n t  p r o j e c t s  is, No one i s  t r y i n g  t o  g ive  them t h e  
run around. 



Mayor Becker then concluded by s t a t i n g  t h a t  C i ty  Manager 
Granata w i l l  m e e t  with t h e  group on August 12, 1974, a s  requested.  

D r .  San Martin and Mr. Mendoza both volunteered t o  meet 
with t h e  group. 

74-38 PUBLIC HEARING ON AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 42 O F  THE CITY CODE 
ZONING BRDTNANCE 

A t  l O s O O  A,  M., t h e  Mayor declared open a Public  ~ e a r i n g  on 
amendments t o  Chapter 42  of t h e  Ci ty  Code. 

The Clerk read an ordinance amending Chapter 42 of t he  Ci ty  
Code (Zoning) by d e l e t i n g  t h e  l i s t i n g ,  "Nursery, day ca re  o r  kinder- 
ga r ten  (Care of up t o  6 chi ldref i )"  from t h e  t a b l e  of permitted uses; 
r ev i s i ng  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  of onNursery, day care, or kindergarten";  
providing f o r  churches t o  opera te  b a l l  parks,  f o o t b a l l  f i e l d s ,  
and t e n n i s  cou r t s  under spec i a l  exceptions;  r e v i s i n g  t h e  p roh ib i t ion  
aga in s t  e r e c t i n g  more than one bui ld ing pe r  l o t ;  providing a penal ty  
no t  exceeding $200.00 f o r  v io l a t i on  hereof ,  and providing f o r  s eve rab i l i t y .  

Mr. Gene C-argo, Planning Administrator ,  advised t h a t  t h e  
Planning Commission held a Public  Hearing on t h e  proposed amendments 

on June 5, 1974 and recommended approval by t h e  Ci ty  Council. The 
Council considered t h i s  mat ter  on J u l y  3 and postponed ac t i on  f o r  f u r t h e r  
cons idera t ion .  

M r ,  Camargo s t a t e d  t h a t  Sect ions  1, 2 ,  and 3 amends t h e  present  
ordinance t o  c o r r e c t  a p resen t  c o n f l i c t  i n  t h e  t a b l e  of uses.  The pre- 
s e n t  ordinance has  a d e f i n i t i o n  of a day c a r e  nursery which s t a t e s  it 
i s  an opera t ion  which t akes  ca r e  of s i x  o r  more chi ldren .  The t a b l e  
of uses  allows a day ca r e  cen te r  with less than s i x  ch i ld ren  i n  t h e  
"R-2*' c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  This  amends t h e  appropr ia te  s ec t i ons  t o  c l a r i f y  
t h i s  c o n f l i c t .  

Sect ion 4 of t h e  proposed ordinance dea l s  with non-profit  
L i t t l e  League Bal l  Parks. This  amendment adds churches t o  t h e  organi-  
za t ions  which can opera te  basebal l ,  f o o t b a l l  f i e l d s  and t e n n i s  c o u r t s  
i n  any d i s t r i c t  where an exception has been granted by t he  Board of 
Adjustment. 

Sect ions  5 and 6 dea l  with mul t ip le  bui ld ings  on a l o t .  
This  amendment w i l l  a l low mul t ip le  bu i ld ings  t o  be constructed i n  
one l o t  i n  a l l  d i s t r i c t s  except "A" 'gR-lo '  Res iden t ia l ,  and "R-AM 
Residential-Agricul tural ,  d i s t r i c t s  which a r e  s i n g l e  family res iden-  
t i a l  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s ,  This  means t h a t  i f  a planned development with 
mul t ip le  bu i ld ings  meets a l l  requirements of t h e  ordinance a s  t o  
dens i ty ,  he ight ,  setbacks,  and parking requirements t h a t  obta in ing 
approval by t h e  Board of Adjustment w i l l  not be necessary. 

A plan submitted t o  t h e  Department of Building and Planning 
Administration t h a t  i nd i ca t e s  a v i o l a t i o n  of one o r  more of t he  re- 
quirements i n  t h e  zoning ordinance would be required  t o  go before t h e  
Board of Adjustment f o r  a public  hearing t o  seek a var iance  f o r  vio- 
l a t i o n s  i n  t he  plan,  The p resen t  ordinance allows t h e  const ruct ion  

August 1, 1974 
n s r  



of one main s t r u c t u r e  per lo t .  This  means a  property with a  l o t  l i n e  
f ron t i ng  on a pub l ic  street. A t  p resent  a  plan f o r  mul t ip le  bui ld ings  
must go before t h e  Board of Adjustment f o r  approval. The present  
ordinance would al low a person developing a p iece  of property t o  
break up a one s t r u c t u r e  t o  mul t ip le  bui ld ings  which would c r e a t e  
add i t i ona l  open space, cour t  yards, etc. ,  t h a t  you f i nd  i n  apartment 
p ro jec t s .  The plan of development would continue t o  be reviewed by 
t h e  appropr ia te  Ci ty  departments a s  they a r e  now. 

Speaking i n  support of t h e  proposed ordinance were: 

M r .  Ralph C. Bender, Planner and Developer; 
M r .  Pa t  Gardner, Attorney with t he  Law Firm of Foster ,  Lewis ,  

Langleys Gardner, and Banack; 
M r .  E lk in  McGauhey, Pres ident  of t h e  Greater San Antonio 

Builders  Association; 
M r s .  Barbara MacManus, Pres ident  of t h e  San Antonio Apartment 

Association; and 
M r .  John Hendry, Builder,. 

Speaking i n  opposi t ion  t o  t h e  proposed ordinance were: 

Mt. Joe  Cumpian, Attorney a t  Law; 
Mri, Helen Dutmerg and 
Mr.. Angelo DiPasquale. 

74-38 A t  l l n O O  A. M., t h e  Publ ic  Hearing was i n t e r rup t ed  f o r  t h e  
purpose of opening b ids  f o r  t h e  s a l e  of $85 m i l l i o n  E l e c t r i c  and 
Gas Systems Revenue Improvement Bonds, S e r i e s  1974. 

74-38 SALE OF $85,000,000 SAN ANTONIO ELECTRIC AND GAS SYSTEMS 
FC3VENUE IMPROVEMENT BONDS, SERIES 1974. 

A t  1 1 : O O  A. M, t h e  bids received f o r  t he  sale of $85,000,000 
San Antonio Electr ic  and Gas Systems Revenue Improvement Bonds, Se r i e s  
1974, were opened and read a s  follows: 

DILLON, READ MUNICIPALS, DIVISION OF DILLON, READ & CO., INC. 

Tota l  i n t e r e s t  from August lo  1974 t o  f i n a l  matur i ty  $102,473,362.50 
L e s s :  Premium 
N e t  I n t e r e s t  C o s t  

E f fec t ive  I n t e r e s t  Rate 6.946059% 

HALSEY,STUART & C O O ,  I N C O B  AFFILIATE OF BACHE & CO. INCORPORATED 

Tota l  in teres t  from August 1, 1974 t o  f i n a l  matur i ty  $101,712,462,50 
L e s s :  Premium 34,000.00 
N e t  I n t e r e s t  C o s t  $101,678,462.50 

Ef fec t ive  I n t e r e s t  Rate 6.8957% 
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The bids were referred to Mr. Sam Maclin, Financial Advisor, 
for verification. 

After the bids were tabulated, a report on the bids was made 
as follows: 

MR. TOM BERG: Mr. Mayor and Members of Council. I am Tom Berg, 
Chairman of the City Public Service Board, with Mr. White and Mr. 
Maclin, the advisor from Russ and Company Securities, we would re- 
commend to the Council the Halsey Stuart Company who had the lowest 
bid. The effective interest rate is 6.8957. We would please request 
that the ordinance be passed accordingly. I think it would be of 
interest to know that in the reissue of the request for sale of bonds 
that a saving of a little over four and a quarter million dollars has 
been achieved by the action and we appreciate the Council's efforts in 
helping us in this regard. 

MAYOR CHARLES L. BECKER: That's considerable savings. 

MR. BERG: It certainly is, Mayor Becker, yes. Are there any questions? 

MAYOR BECKER: We're trying to round up the rest of our Councilmen. 
Theyoll be here shortly, and I'd like to permit them the opportunity 
of voting on this matter. I think it" one that a person should actually 
view with pride, you know. 

MR. BERG: Yes, itus a very substantial savings. 

MAYOR BECKERs Thatss right. And also the granting the right to 
construct coal plants and that sort of thing. I'm glad personally 
that I have an opportunity to be a part of that. All right, now, it 
seems that the Halsey Stuart bid was the lowest bid. So, Mr. Berg 
and M r ,  Maclin are requesting and recommending that that bid be 
accepted. 

MR, BERG: For Dr. San Martin's information, I thought he'd like 
to also know as we were saying. This re-issue has saved the City 
4 1/2 million dollars by the lower interest rate that was secured 
on these AAA bonds. 

MAYOR BECKER: Sam, do you have anything you'd like to say? 

MR, SAM MACLINs I'd like to make two comments. One as a comparison 
There were two sales this week other than this sale that were over 
$50 million - $325 million New York sold at an interest rate of 7.69 
percent. New York State sold yesterday $108 million at an interest 
rate of 6.44 percent. So this is a very excellent sale comparatively 
speaking. Another point Ind like to make is that over $65 million 
of these bonds of the $85 million bonds are callable. If there is 
an improvement in the money market, these bonds can be refunded at 
a lower interest rate. We are not locked into this very high interest 
rate through the life of the bonds. 

MAYOR BECKER o Is there a penalty? 

MR. MACLIN s There is a two percent penalty declining to no penalty 
at all after 15 years and after 15 years, I would estimate that $60 
million that could be refunded at no penalty- 
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MAYOR BECKER: Without any pre-payment penal ty  whatsoever? 

MR. MACLIN: Right, without any whatsoever, 

MAYOR BECKER: Tha t ' s  a very d e s i r a b l e  f ea tu r e ,  

D SAN MARTIN: M r .  Mayor, I B d  l i k e  t o  ask Sam, you're t a l k i n g  about 
t h e  s a l e  that.. . . . . .  

MR, MACLIN: I s a i d  6 .44 ,  pardon m e  i t ' s  7.44 f ~ r  New York S t a t e .  
I n  o the r  words, t h i s  i s  t h e  only b id  under 7 percent  nationwide on any 
major i s s u e  of $50 mi l l ion  o r  more t h i s  week. It was 7.44 - New York 
S t a t e ,  7,69 - New York City.  

DR. SAN MARTIN: A r e  those t he  ones t h a t  were withdrawn j u s t  a few 
weeks ago? 

MR, MACLIN: New York C i ty  was withdrawn t h e  same week we came 
the  l a s t  time afid they o f fe red  a smaller i s s u e  t h i s  t i m e  and t h e  bonds 
were awarded a t  7,69 percent ,  

The Clerk read t h e  following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 4 1  

ACCEPTING THE BEST AND MOST FAVORABLE 
B I D  FOR THE PURCHASE OF $85,000100Q 
PRINCIPAL AMOUNT CITY OF SAN ANTONIO 
ELECTRIC AND GAS SYSTEMS REVENUE 
IMPROVEMENT BONDSg SERIES 1974. 
(HALSEYB STUART & CO.,  I N C . ,  AFFILIATE 
OF BACHE AND COMPANY, INCORPORATED.) 

REV. CLAUDE W. BLACK: M r .  Mayor, I would l i k e  t o  j u s t  comment t h a t  
1% apprec ia t ive  of t h e  pos i t i on  on t he  e f f o r t s  on t h e  p a r t  of t h e  group 
i n  terms of these  bonds. My vote  w i l l  r e f l e c t  a p r i o r  pos i t ion  with 
reference  t o  t h i s  matter .  

MRS. LILA COCKRELL~ M r *  Mayor, I ' d  j u s t  l i k e  t o  say t h a t  I am going 
t o  be vot ing  f o r  t he  bonds. I am going t o ' b e  doing so  because I f e e l  
t h a t  t h e  s a l e  of these  bonds which w i l l  enable us t o  bui ld  t he  coa l  
p l a n t  is  j u s t  absolute ly  e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h e  f u t u r e  of our  City.  Every 
member of t h i s  Council is very so r ry  and grieved over  t h e  u t i l f t y  rates 
t h a t  our  c i t i z e n s  have had t o  pay recent ly .  The 1 9  percent  r a i s e ,  t h a t  
por t ion  of t h e  t o t a l  u t i l i t y  b i l l ,  was necessary i n  order  t o  provide 
funds t o  pay t h e  i n t e r e s t  and t o  retire these  bonds. I f e e l  t h a t  a l l  
t h e  c i t i z e n s  need t o  understand t h a t  t he  reason t he se  bonds a r e  being 
issued is so t h a t  we can bui ld  t he  coa l  p l a n t s  so t h a t  our systems can 
provide t h e  energy over t h e  next  few years  t h a t  we simply have t o  have 
t o  funct ion a s  a Ci ty .  I know w e  - every s i ng l e  member would l i k e  t o  
be ab l e  t o  go on a t  lower u t i l i t y  r a t e s .  None of u s  l i k e  t o  fo rce  our  
fe l low c i t i z e n s  t o  pay higher r a t e s .  We d o n u t  l i k e  to  pay them our- 
se lves .  W e  don ' t  l i k e  t o  pay them i n  our homes o r  our businesses.  But 
t he  worst p ro j ec t ,  t h e  worst prospect  would be t o  simply run ou t  of 
energy f o r  t h i s  C i t y ' s  f u t u r e  and a s  a member of t h e  Ci ty  Council, I 
j u s t  have t o  t ake  my share  of t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i n  saying t h a t  we have 
t o  have these  coa l  p l an t s ,  W e  have t o  provide t h e  energy f o r  t h e  fu tu r e .  
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MAYOR BECKER: W e l l ,  without it, t h i s  C i ty  w i l l  become a hamlet 
r a t h e r  than a Ci ty  o r  a  town, you know. I t  would be a  wide p lace  i n  
t h e  road. 

MR. CLIFFORD MORTON : I ' d  l i k e  t o  ask M r ,  Berg a  ques t ion  i f  I may. 
I th ink  t h e  comparison of i n t e r e s t  r a t e s  on t h i s  bond i s sue  speaks very 
w e l l  f o r  City Public  Service.  How many publicly-owned u t i l i t i e s  i n  t h e  
United S t a t e s  have a  AAA r a t i ng?  

MR. BERG8 To t h e  be s t  of our knowledge, t h e r e  a r e  only two i n  t h e  
United S t a t e s  - t h e  Lansing, Michigan municipally-owned u t i l i t y  and Ci ty  
Publ ic  Service  of San Antonio a r e  t h e  only u t i l i t i e s  i n  t h e  United 
S t a t e s  with AAA r a t i n g s ,  A l l  t h e  o t h e r s  a r e  e i t h e r  AA o r  A o r  lower. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: The Los Angeles system, I understand, has a  AAA 
r a t i ng .  I understand t he r e  a r e  four...., 

MR. BERG: M r .  Maclin says it is AA. 

DR. SAN HARTIN: I thought it was AAA. 

MR. MORTON : I th ink  t h i s  speaks very w e l l  f o r  C i ty  Public Service,  
t h e  Ci ty  of San Antonio, when you have t he  S t a t e  of New York, t h e  Ci ty  
of New York t h a t  have t o  pay more i n t e r e s t  f o r  bonds t h a t  are sold 
during t h e  same week, approximately t he  same s i z e  i s sues  a s  w e  have. For 
t he  bene f i t  of t h e  pub l ic  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  Council, I th ink  what t h e  Mayor 
is t a lk ing  about on t h i s  town becoming a hamlet i s  exac t ly  what some 
people apparent ly  a r e  saying they want it t o  do when they don ' t  support 
t h i s  i ssue .  What we're r e a l l y  saying here i s ,  'This is t h e  key ou t  o f  
t h e  c e l l a r "  and our s i t u a t i o n  i s  no t  unique over t h e  long p u l l  with 
any o t h e r  major Ci ty  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s .  I th ink t h e  people have 
been mislead by saying t h a t  t h e  Coastal-Lo-Vaca t h ing  i s  t h e  reason f o r  
a l l  our  problems. I t  i s  a reason f o r  p a r t  of them, but  a f t e r  1982, 
i f  he performed completely on h i s  con t rac t  t o  t h e  le t ter  on t h e  con- 
t r a c t ,  I don" expect t h i s  town t o  d ry  up and blow away. But t h e r e  
a r e  those  who have no t  come up wfth a  v iab le  a l t e r n a t i v e  on a source 
f o r  energy t h a t  I th ink  would - if t h a t ' s  exac t ly  what had happened. 
I th ink  what we're doing here i s  one of t h e  most important dec i s ions  
t h a t  have been made - has been made i n  t h e  h i s t o ry  of t h i s  town but  
sometimes I th ink w e  g e t  mislead with t h e  motion, and I th ink t h i s  is 
what" happening with our controversy wfth Coastal  S t a t e s  which I am 
a l l  i n  favor of pursuing. But i n  so doing, I don ' t  want t o  l o s e  t h e  
whole b a l l  game. Tha t ' s  j u s t  one inning of t h e  b a l l  game. 

MR. BERG: I th ink  you ' re  abso lu te ly  r i g h t ,  M r .  Morton. I n  1982, 
t h e r e u s  no ques t ion  t h a t  a l l  sources of energy and t he r e fo re  r a t e s  w i l l  
be s u b s t a n t i a l l y  higher regard less  of what took place.  You're abso lu te ly  
r i g h t .  I th ink i t s s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  note. I read a speech recen t ly  of 
M r .  Hines who is t h e  Pres ident  of t he  Flor ida  Power and Light Company a 
r a t h e r  l a rge  u t i l i t y .  H e  sa id  t h a t  they were having t roub le  keeping 
t h e  employees i n  t h e i r  customer se rv ice  department because they received 
an average of 1,500 c a l l s  a  day complaining about t h e  high u t i l i t y  b i l l s .  
The employees refused t o  work t he r e  because they couldn- t ake  t h e  
harrassment. I t ' s  world-wide and again I say l e t ' s  s t a r t  with t h e  
Arabs f i r s t  because t h a t ' s  where t h e  huge impact took place.  

MAYOR BECKER: W e l l ,  it would seem t o  m e  t h a t  t h e  crux of t h i s  
whole matter  i s  t h a t  we know everything i s  going up i n  t he  p r fce  of 
power. Now, i f  you have t he  money t o  pay f o r  t h a t  increase  it doesn ' t  
bother you very much. I t ' s  only  when you d o n ' t  have t he  money and 
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1 * 
cannot 'afford t o  pay for  t h e  increase t h a t  i s  d i  s t u r b i n g  and t h a t  ' s 
w h a t  w e s r e  addressing ourselves t o  here today a t  t h i s  t i m e  i n  t h e  C i t y  
of San A n t o n i o  up t o  a leve l  w h e r e  any increase i n  t h e  ra te  of e lec t r f -  
c i t y  or any o the r  type  of t h i n g  w i l l  n o t  be an absolute e c o n o m i c  catas- 
t rophe for  t h a t  ind iv idua l  o r  t h a t  f a m i l y ,  

MR. BERG: Y o u n r e  absolute ly  r i g h t .  W e  m u s t  raise the  economic 
base. T h a t B s  very, very v i t a l  and t h e  very th ing  t h a t  M r .  Morton w a s  
t a l k i n g  about and others have t a l k e d  about.  O n e  of t h e  too l s  f o r  it 
m u s t  be a v a i l a b i l i t y  of electr ici ty for i n d u s t r y  t o  c o m e  i n  here and 
for  jobs t o  be m a d e  available f o r  a l l  of the people especially the  
poor, and middle class t o  have an opportuni ty t o  ra ise  the i r  economic 
w e l l - b e i n g .  I t s s  a very v i t a l  par t  of ouz objectives.  W e  m u s t  no t  
forget t h a t .  

MAYOR BECKERn O k a y ,  are you a l l  ready for the vote? 

MR. BERG r T h a n k  you. 

MAYOR BECKER: T h a n k  you, Tom. A l l  r i gh t .  Do you have t o  read s o m e  
m o r e ?  A l l  i n  favor, do you w a n t  t o  c a l l  t h e  r o l l  o r  j u s t . , . , . ,  

On m o t i o n  of M r .  Morton, seconded by D r .  San Mart in ,  the  
O r d i n a n c e  accepting t h e  b id ,  w a s  passed and approved by the  f o l l o w i n g  
vote: AYES: C o c k r e P l ,  S a n  Mart in ,  B e c k e r ,  L a c y ,  Morton, O I C o n n e l l ,  
Mendoza; NAYS: B l a c k ,  P a d i P l a ;  ABSENT? None .  

T h e  C l e r k  read the f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e :  

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 4 2  

AMENDXNG AN ORDINANCE NIVlBFRED 4 3 8 6 3  
AND ENTITLED "AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING 
THE ISSUANCE OF $ 8 5 , 0 0 0 0 0 0 0  SAN ANTONIO 
ELECTRIC AND GAS SYSTEMS REVENUE IMPROVEMENT 
BONDS, SERIES  1 9 7 4 ,  PAYABLE ONLY OUT OF 
REVENUES OF THE CITY ELECTRIC SYSTEM 
AND GAS SYSTEM PROPERTIES FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF EXTENDING AND IMPROVING THE ELECTRIC 
AND GAS SYSTEMS OF THE CITY,  PROVIDING 
FOR AN EIGHTH SUPPLEMENTAL INDENTURE 
COVERING AND MORTGAGING THE ELECTRIC 
SYSTEM AND GAS SYSTEM PROPERTIES OF THE 
CITY AND THE REVENUES THEREFROM TO SECURE 
SAID IMPROVEMENT BONDS ON A PARITY WITH 
THE PRESENTLY OUTSTANDING IMPROVEMENT BONDS 
AND IMPROVEMENT BONDS WHICH MAY BE HEREAFTER 
ISSUED, ALL I N  ACCORDANCE WITH THE LAWS OF 
THE STATE OF TEXAS AND PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 
V I I I  OF THE TRUST INDENTURE DATED FEBRUARY 1, 
1 9 5 1 ,  BETWEEN THE CITY AND HARRIS TRUST AND 
SAVINGS BANK AND F .  0, MANN, TRUSTEES, AS 
AMENDED. '' 
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Cmr CLEFK: This incorporates the interest rates into the Ordinance. 

MAYOR BECKER: Okay, is there a motion? Call the roll. 

On motion of Dr. San Martin, seconded by Mr. Mendoza, the 
Ordinance was passed and approved by the following vote: AYES: 
Cockrell, San Martin, Becker, Lacy, Morton, O'Connell, Padilla, 
Mendoza; NAYS: Black; ABSENT: None. 

74-38 PUBLIC HEARING ON AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
ZONING ORDINANCE ----- (Continued) 

After discussion, it appeared that the main issue in opposi- 
tion to the ordinance was the elimination of notification of citizenry 
and the right of citizens to appeal. The Mayor and individual Council 
members expressed concern as to whether the citizens are protected under 
this ordinance. They also recognized the need to amend the present 
ordinance. 

Mr. OgConnell made a motion that the ordinance be passed and 
approved. 

Mr. Mendoza asked if the opponents and proponents would agree 
to meet to try to work out difference as he felt that if the citizens could 
have some assurance of protection, they would agree with the change. 

Dr. San Martin stated since there was no second to Mr. O'Connell's 
motion, he asked that the City Attorney be instructed to resolve the so- 
called constitutionality of the present ordinance and recommend as to 
how the City can have a new ordinance which w i l  give citizens their 
legal right to be heard and appeal process and still come up within 
the purposes of this new proposed ordinance. 

Mr. Padilla then seconded Mr. 08Connell's motion, In seconding 
the motion, Mr. Padilla stated that he had two things in mind. One, 
the right of developers to locate more than one building in a particular 
piece of property. The other is the concern of citizens to have an 
opportunity to object to what they consider an undesirable type of 
development. The solution lies in not limiting a piece of property 
to one building. The answer lies in taking a look at the ordinance that 
provides the type of development which might be desirable. The law 
should go beyond that and provide for citizens to say, "We do not oppose 
development, but here are certain circumstances that should be considered." 

Dr. San Martin stated that he was going to vote no until the 
Council addressed itself to the question requested of the City Attorney. 

On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the 
following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Becker, 
Black, Lacya O'Connell, Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: San Martin; ABSTAIN: 
Morton; ABSENT: Cockrell. 
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AN ORDINANCE 44,143 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
( Z O N I N G )  BY DELETING THE LISTING, 
"NURSERY, DAY CARE OR KINDERGARTEN 
(CARE OF UP TO 6 CHILDREN) " FROM THE 
TABLE OF PERMITTED USES; REVISING 
THE DEFINITION OF "NURSERY, DAY 
CARE, OR KINDERGARTEN"; PROVIDING 
FOR CHURCHES TO OPERATE BALL PARKS, 
FOOTBALL FIELDS, AND TENNIS COURTS 
UNDER SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS; REVISING 
THE PROHIBITION AGAINST ERECTING 
MORE THAN ONE BUILDING PER LOT; 
PROVIDING A PENALTY NOT EXCEEDING 
$200.00 FOR VIOLATION HEREOF, AND 
PROVIDING FOR SEVEPABILITY. 

A f t e r  t h e  v o t e ,  Mayor Becker sugges ted  t h a t  t h e  Counci l  
a long  wi th  t h e  C i t y  At torney ,  d i s c u s s  M r .  P a d i l l a ' s  and D r .  San 
Mar t in ' s  sugges t ion  t h a t  something be implemented i n  o v e r a l l  zoning 
t h a t  would g i v e  p r o t e c t i o n  t o  t h e  c i t i z e n r y .  

* * * *  
(A t r a n s c r i p t  o f  t h i s  h e a r i n g  w i l l  be p repared  and made 

a p a r t  o f  t h e  pape r s  of t h i s  meeting.)  

74-38 CITIZENS TO BE HEARD 

MR. KARL WURZ 

M r .  Karl Wurz, 820 F l o r i d a ,  spoke r e g a r d i n g  C h a r t e r  e l e c t i o n .  
H e  recommended h a l f  t h e  Counci l  members be e l e c t e d  a t - l a r g e  and h a l f  
by d i s t r i c t  and Mayor a t - l a r g e .  There w0!.:13 5e f o u r  d i s t r i c t s .  Two 
Council  members from each  d i s t r i c t ;  one t o  be e l e c t e d  a t - l a r g e  and $ 
one from t h e  d i s t r i c t .  

MR. PAUL RODRIGUEZ 

M r .  Raul Rodriguez, 719 Delgado, also spoke r e g a r d i n g  Cha r t e r  
r e v i s i o n .  H e  recommended t h a t  Counci l  members be  e l e c t e d  from d i s t r i c t s  
and t h a t  t h e y  be f u l l  time Counci l  members. H e  proposed $100 f i l i n g  
fee and a  p e t i t i o n  w i t h  500 s i g n a t u r e s  o f  v o t e r s  i n  t h e  d i s t r i c t .  

Mayor Becker s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Council  wants t o  g e t  on wi th  
t h e  matter o f  Cha r t e r  r e v i s i o n  and w i l l  do s o  as soon as t i m e  permi t s .  

MRS. HELEN DUTMER 

Mrs. Helen Dutmer, 739 McKinley Avenue, showed t h e  Council  a f u l l  
page ad taken  o u t  by t h e  South Bexar Chamber of Commerce t o  promote t h e  
people  who have t aken  an i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  Sou theas t  p a r t  o f  t h e  Ci ty .  
Mrs. Dutmer extended t o  t h e  Counci l  members an i n v i t a t i o n  t o  a t t e n d  a  j o i n t  
meeting of 27 o r g a n i z a t i o n s  i n  t h e  Southeas t  quadran t  o f  t h e  C i t y .  The 
meeting w i l l  be  he ld  on August 6,  1974 between 7:30 and 9:00 P.M., a t  t h e  
F a i r  Avenue S e n i o r  C i t i z e n s  Cente r ,  4 1 4  F a i r  Avenue. M r .  J. Douglas Toole ,  
Chairman o f  t h e  Texas Water Q u a l i t y  Board w i l l  be  g u e s t  speaker .  She a l s o  
expressed thanks  i n  beha l f  of  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  t o  Councilman Morton and l e t  
him know t h e y  are happy t o  have him i n  t h i s  area w i t h  h i s  new b u i l d i n g  project. - - - 
74-38 - meet ing r eces sed  a t  1:45 f o r  lunch  and reconvened a t  3:00 P.M. - - - 
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74-38 ZONING HEARINGS 

B. CASE 5640 - to  rezone  Lots  19 and 20, Block 239, NCB 8802, 
804 West Avenue, from "D" Apartment D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" Business  D i s t r i c t ,  
l o c a t e d  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 West Avenue and Pasadena S t r e e t ;  
having 120 '  on West Avenue and 100'  on Pasadena S t r e e t .  

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Admin i s t r a to r ,  exp la ined  t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Planning Commission recommended b e  approved by 
t h e  C i t y  Counci l .  

D r .  F. C .  Jackson ,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t ,  s t a t e d  he  wanted t o  b u i l d  
a s m a l l  animal h o s p i t a l .  Only dogs and c a t s  would be  t r e a t e d  and t h e r e  
would n o t  b e  any l a r g e  animals .  A l l  animals  would be  k e p t  i n s i d e  the 
sound-proof b u i l d i n g .  

M r .  Fred Marts ,  1814 Pasadena,  opposed t h e  change t o  "B-3" 
because t h i s  could allow t h e  s a l e  of  a l c o h o l i c  beverages  sometime i n  
t h e  f u t u r e .  H e  also f e l t  t h a t  t h e  n o i s e  and bad odor would create a 
nuisance.  

M r .  Leonard Labode spoke i n  f a v o r  of t h e  change. 

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  D r .  San Mart in  made a motion t h a t  t h e  
recommendation of t h e  Planning Commission b e  approved, provided t h a t  
p roper  r e p l a t t i n g  is accomplished and t h a t  a s i x  f o o t  s o l i d  s c r e e n  fence  
be e r e c t e d  a long t h e  east p r o p e r t y  l i n e .  M r .  Morton seconded t h e  motion. 
On ro l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it t h e  passage  of t h e  fo l lowing  
Ordinance,  p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fo l lowing  vo te :  AYES: San Mar t in ,  Becker, 
Black,  Lacy, Morton, O'Connel l ,  P a d i l l a ,  Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Cockre l l .  

AN ORDINANCE 44,144 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOTS 19 AND 20, 
BLOCK 239, NCB 8802, 804 WEST AVENUE, 
FROM "D" APARTMENT DISTRICT TO "B-3" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER 
REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A 
SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE BE ERECTED 
ALONG THE EAST PROPERTY LINE. 

C .  CASE 5629 - t o  rezone  a 8.6267 acre tract of l and  o u t  o f  NCB 
12059, being f u r t h e r  d e s c r i b e d  by f i e l d  n o t e s  f i l e d  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  of 
t h e  C i t y  C l e r k ,  12800 Block o f  West Avenue, 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 ic t  t o  "B-3" Business  D i s t r i c t ;  and a 29.5285 
acre t r a c t  of. l and  o u t  of  NCB 12059, being f u r t h e r  d e s c r i b e d  by f i e l d  
n o t e s  f i l e d  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  C i t y  C le rk ,  from Temporary "R-1" t o  
"1-1" L i g h t  I n d u s t r y  D i s t r i c t .  

The "B-3" zoning be ing  l o c a t e d  on t h e  s o u t h e a s t  s i d e  of West Avenue, 
being 2,787' southwest  of  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of B i t t e r s  Road and W e s t  
Avenue; having 1760.70' on West Avenue and a maximum dep th  of 247.50'. 
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The "1-1" zoning being located on the southeast of West Avenue, being 
2,787' southwest of the intersection of Bitters Road and West Avenue; 
being 247.50' southeast of West Avenue; having a maximum width of 
1,582.72' and a maximum depth of 1,354.28'. 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Morton made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. O'Connell seconded the motion. On roll 
call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, 
Morton, OIConnell, Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,145 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS AN 8.6267 ACRE 
TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 12059, BEING 
FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED 
IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 12800 
BLOCK OF WEST AVENUE FROM TEMPORARY 
14~-iM SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT; AND A 29.5285 
ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCb 12059, BEING 
FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, FROM TEMPORARY 
"R-1" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 

D. CASE 5600 - to rezone a 15.08 acre tract of land out of NCB 
15228, being further described by field notes filed in the office of 
the City Clerk, 6200 Block of Ray Ellison Drive, from Temporary "R-1" 
Single Family Residential District to "R-3" Multiple Family Residential 
District, located on the south side of Ray Ellison Drive, being 1190' 
west of the intersection of Apple Valley Drive and Ray Ellison Drive; 
having 400' on Ray Ellison Drive and a maximum depth of 1043.68'. 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Padilla made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
proper platting is accomplished and a solid screen fence be erected 
along the south property line. Mr. Morton seconded the motion. On 
roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following 
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Ordinance, prevailed 
Black, Lacy, Morton, 
Cockrell . 

by the following vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, 
O'Connell, Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 

AN ORDINANCE 44,146 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 15.08 ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND OUT OF NCB 15228, BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 6200 BLOCK 
OF RAY ELLISON DRIVE, FROM TEMPORARY 
"R-1" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "R-3" MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DIS- 
TRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A SOLID SCREEN 
FENCE ERECTED ALONG THE SOUTH PROPERTY 
LINE. 

E. CASE 5637 - to rezone Tract A, Block 1, NCB 11187, 7310 
Somerset Road, from "B" Two Family Residential District to "B-3" 
Business District, located southwest of the intersection of Somerset 
Road and Palo Alto Road; having 469.28' on Somerset Road, 480.68' on 
Palo Alto Road and a maximum distance of 304.38' between these two 
roads. 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. O'Connell made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished. Mr. Padilla seconded the motion. On roll 
call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, 
Morton, OtConnell, Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,147 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS TRACT A, BLOCK 1, 
NCB 11187, 7310 SOMERSET ROAD, FROM 
"B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B- 3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 
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F. CASE 5634 - to rezone Lots 30 and 31, Block 1, NCB 12811, 
7400 Block of Louis Pasteur Drive, from Temporary "A" Single Family 
Residential District to "B-2" Business District, located on the south- 
east side of Louis Pasteur Drive, 231.88' northeast of the intersection 
of Clinic Drive and Louis Pasteur Drive; having 200' on Louis Pasteur 
Drive and a depth of 249.34'. 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Padilla made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided that 
proper replatting is accomplished. Dr. San Martin seconded the motion. 
On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following 
Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, 
Black, Lacy, Morton, OIConnell, Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Cockrell. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,148 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOTS 30 AND 31, 
BLOCK 1, NCB 12811, 7400 BLOCK OF LOUIS 
PASTEUR DRIVE, FROM TEMPORARY "A" SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-2" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER 
REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED. 

G. CASE 5626 - to rezone a total of 3.215 acre tract of land out 
of Lot 8 and tract 4, NCB 14941, being further described by field notes 
filed in the office of the City Clerk, 5220 Leonhardt Road, from "B-3" 
Business District to "1-1" Light Industry District; and a total of .612 
acre out of Tract 4, NCB 14941, being further described by field notes 
filed in the office of the City Clerk, from 1-1" Light Industry Dis- 
trict to "B-3" Business District. 

I 

Subject properties are generally located 250' south of Leonhardt Road 
and west of the northwest right-of-way line of the M.K. & T. Railroad. 

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

I No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Morton made a motion that the re- 
commendation of the Planning commission be approved, provided that 
proper replatting is accomplished and that a six foot solid screen 
fence be erected adjacent to the mobile homes if it does not interfere 
with drainage. Mr. O'Connell seconded the motion. On roll call, the 
motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, prevailed 
by the following vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, Morton, 
O'Connell, Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell. 
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AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 4 9  

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A TOTAL OF 3 . 2 1 5  
ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF LOT 8 ,  AND 
TRACT 4 ,  NCB 1 4 9 4 1 ,  BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED I N  THE 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 5 2 2 0  LEONKARDT 
ROAD, FROM "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT TO 
"1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT;  AND A 
TOTAL OF . 6 1 2  ACRE OUT OF TRACT 4 ,  NCB 
1 4 9 4 1 ,  BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD 
NOTES FILED I N  THE OFFICE OF THE CITY 
CLERK, FROM "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DIS-  
TRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT,  
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING I S  ACCOM- 
PLISHED AND THAT A S I X  FOOT SOLID SCREEN 
FENCE I S  ERECTED ADJACENT TO THE MOBILE 
HOMES I F  I T  DOES NOT INTERFERE WITH 
DRAINAGE. 

H. CASE 5 6 3 2  - to  r ezone  a 2 . 8 7 1  acre tract  of land  o u t  of NCB 
15335, being f u r t h e r  described by f i e l d  notes f i l ed  i n  t h e  off ice of 
t h e  C i t y  C l e r k ,  7 0 0  B l o c k  of S. W.  L o o p  4 1 0  E x p r e s s w a y ,  f r o m  "B-3" 
B u s i n e s s  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-2" B u s i n e s s  D i s t r i c t ,  located on the southeast 
s ide  of S. W. L o o p  4 1 0  E x p r e s s w a y  being 2 2 5 '  no r theas t  of t h e  i n t e r -  
section of T i m b e r c r e e k  D r i v e  and S. W. L o o p  4 1 0  E x p r e s s w a y ;  having 
4 3 3 . 7 7 '  on S .  W. L o o p  4 1 0  E x p r e s s w a y  and a depth of 3 0 0 ' .  

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  pro- 
posed change, w h i c h  t h e  P l a n n i n g  C o m m i s s i o n  recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  C o u n c i l .  

No one spoke i n  opposition. 

A f t e r  considerat ion,  D r .  San Mar t in  made a motion t h a t  t h e  
r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  of t h e  P l a n n i n g  C o m m i s s i o n  be approved, provided t ha t  
proper p l a t t i n g  i s  a c c o m p l i s h e d .  M r .  P a d i l l a  seconded t h e  m o t i o n .  On 
ro l l  ca l l ,  t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  w i t h  i t  t h e  passage of the  f o l l o w i n g  
O r d i n a n c e ,  prevailed by the f o l l o w i n g  vote: AYES: San Mar t in ,  B e c k e r ,  
B l a c k ,  L a c y ,  Morton, O ' C o n n e l l ,  P a d i l l a ,  Mendoza; NAXS: N o n e ;  ABSENT: 
C o c k r e l l  . 

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 5 0  

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 2 . 8 7 1  ACRE TRACT 
OF LAND OUT OF NCB 15335, BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED I N  THE 
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OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, FROM "8-3" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATT- 
I N G  I S  ACCOMPLISHED. 

A.  CASE 5457 - t o  rezone Lot 1 0 ,  NCB 11868, 2347 Nacogdoches 
Road, from "F" Local R e t a i l  D i s t r i c t  and "R-3" Multiple Family R e s i -  
d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-2" Business Distr ict ,  located on t he  w e s t  s i d e  
of Nacogdoches Road between N .  E .  Loop 410 and Lindenwood Drive, having 
316.38' on Nacogdoches Road, 517.89' on N .  E .  Loop 410 and 458.8' on 
Lindenwood Drive. 

Mayor Becker announced t h a t  a  p r o t e s t  p e t i t i o n  had been f i l e d  
by opponents of Case 5457 which was determined t o  be s u f f i c i e n t  and 
would requ i re  seven a f f i rmat ive  votes  t o  rezone t he  property.  H e  asked 
t h e  p a r t i e s  concerned whether they wanted t o  hear  t he  case  o r  postpone 
t h e  hear ing  s i nce  only e i g h t  m e m b e r s  of t he  Council w e r e  present .  Both 
t he  proponents and opponents asked t h a t  t he  case  be heard. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t he  Planning Commission recommended be approved by 
t h e  City Council, provided t h a t  a  non-access easement be imposed along 
Lindenwood on t he  south property l i n e ,  t h a t  a  bui ld ing setback l i n e  be 
imposed along the  south l i n e  of the  50'  drainage easement running e a s t  
and west through t he  proper ty ,  a l s o  t h a t  t h e r e  be screening along 
Lindenwood Drive. 

M r .  George Kampman, a t torney represent ing  t he  app l ican t ,  F i r s t  
Federal  Savings and Loan Associat ion,  s t a t e d  they in tend  t o  cons t ruc t  
a  9-story bui ld ing on t h e  f r o n t  p a r t  of t h e  l o t  nor th  of t h e  drainage 
d i t ch .  They plan t o  cover over t h e  drainage area  i n  order  t o  use t h e  
back por t ion  of t he  property f o r  parking, H e  s a i d  they a r e  not appeal- 
i ng  t he  zoning but  do seek r e l i e f  t o  the  bui ld ing setback recommended 
by t h e  Planning Commission between Lindenwood and t h e  South l i n e  of t h e  
drainage easement. H e  agreed t o  t h e  screening requirements and a non- 
access easement on Lindenwood. They hope t h a t  i n  t he  f u t u r e  they would 
be ab l e  t o  use t he  South por t ion  f o r  dr ive- in  window se rv i ce  f a c i l i t i e s  
and o t h e r  uses connected with F i r s t  Federal  Savings business.  A l l  
t r a f f i c  w i l l  go ou t  Loop 410 on Nacogdoches. 

M r .  Charles Dempsey, a r c h i t e c t  Sor t he  app l ican t ,  presented a  
sketch showing proposed use of t h e  property.  H e  s a i d  the proposed set- 
back requirement i s  143 f e e t  on t h e  w e s t  s i d e  of t h e  property l i n e  on 
Lindenwood and 195 f e e t  on t h e  e a s t  s i d e  of t h e  property l i n e  on Nacog- 
doches. They would l i k e  t o  reduce t h i s  t o  a  more reasonable setback 
requirement. 

M r .  Paul Green, a t to rney  represent ing  opponents, reviewed 
the  h i s t o ry  of t h e  property and i t s  rezoning. P r i o r  Councils determined 
t h a t  the d i t c h  was a  na tu r a l  buf fe r  between commercial and r e s i d e n t i a l  
property and circumstances have not  changed. H e  asked t h e  Council t o  
approve t he  recommendations of t h e  Planning Commission without  change. 

The following persons spoke i n  opposi t ion t o  any change i n  
t h e  condi t ions  imposed by t he  Planning Commission: 
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M r .  Stephen Lang, 218 Oakhurst P lace  
M r .  Bob Fulmer, 227 Treasure  Way 
M r s .  Dayton Conklin,  219 Treasure  Way 
M r .  Char les  Davis, 223 Treasure  Way 
M r s .  Margaret P o r t e r ,  203 Oakhurst 

A f t e r  a lengthy d i s c u s s i o n  on t h e  matter, t h e  Counci l  asked 
t h e  proponents and opponents t o  m e e t  i n  t h e  conference room t o  see i f  
t hey  could reach  an agreement a long t h e  l i n e s  d i scussed ;  namely, a 100 
f o o t  se tback  with  t h e  h e i g h t  of t h e  d r i v e - i n  tellers s t r u c t u r e  r e s t r i c t e d  
t o  one s t o r y .  

A f t e r  t h e  conference,  M r .  Paul  Green r epor t ed  they  d iscussed  
a 100' se tback  as a p o s s i b l e  compromise wi th  h e i g h t  and use  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
on ly  t o  accommodate d r i v e - i n  windows. While perhaps an agreement could 
have been reached on t h e  q u e s t i o n  of t h e  100'  s e t b a c k ,  M r .  Kampmann is 
unable  as a matter of p r i n c i p l e  t o  bind h i s  c l i e n t  a s  t o  h e i g h t  and use  
between t h e  100 '  se tback and t h e  sou th  l i n e  of t h e  d ra inage  d i t c h  and 
t h e r e f o r e  t h e  q u e s t i o n  of whether it w a s  l e g a l  and binding w a s  never  
reached. H e  concluded by say ing  h i s  c l i e n t s  w i l l  n o t  agree  t o  a 100' 
se tback  un les s  it coupled wi th  r e s t r i c t i o n s  by covenant as t o  h e i g h t  
and use  t o  permit  t h e  d r i v e - i n  windows and nothing else. 

M r .  Kampmann s t a t e d  they  would agree  t o  a 109' se tback  b u t  
f e l t  r e q u i r i n g  a covenant running wi th  t h e  l and  was n o t  a reasonable  
r e s t r i c t i o n  and could  n o t  ag ree  t o  i t .  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  M r .  Morton made a motion t h a t  t h e  recom- 
mendation of the Planning Commission be approved, provided t h a t  a non- 
access easement be imposed along Lindenwood on t h e  sou th  p rope r ty  l i n e ,  
t h a t  a b u i l d i n g  se tback  l i n e  be imposed along t h e  south  l i n e  of  t h e  50' 
d ra inage  easement running east and w e s t  through t h e  p rope r ty ,  and also 
t h a t  t h e r e  be  screening  along Lindenwood Drive.  D r .  San Mart in  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  w i t h  it t h e  passage of 
t h e  fo l lowing  Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fol lowing vo te :  AYES: San 
Mart in ,  Becker, Black, Lacy, Morton, O'Connell,  P a d i l l a ,  Mendoza; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Cockre l l .  

AN ORDINANCE 44,151 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE C I T Y  CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 10,  NCB 11868, 
2347 NACOGDOCHES ROAD, FROM "F" LOCAL 
RETAIL DISTRICT AND "R-3" MULTIPLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-2" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT A 
NON-ACCESS EASEMENT BE IMPOSED ALONG 
LINDENWOOD ON THE SOUTH PROPERTY LINE, 
THAT A BUILDING SETBACK LINE BE IMPOSED 
ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THE 50' DRAINAGE 
EASEMENT RUNNING EAST AND WEST THROUGH 
THE PROPERTY, ALSO THAT THERE BE SCREENING 
ALONG LINDENWOOD DRIVE.  
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74-38 The Clerk read the following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 44,152 

CLOSING AND ABANDONING A CERTAIN 
STREET IN AN URBAN RENEWAL PROJECT, 
ROSA VERDE TEX. R-78 AND AUTHORIZING 
THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A QUITCLAIM 
DEED TO SAID STREET TO THE URBAN RENEWAL 
AGENCY OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO. 

Mr. M. Winston Martin, Executive Director of the Urban Renewal 
Agency, explained that this provides for the closing of a portion of 
Salinas Street. Last week the Council approved the sale of land to 
Mr. Robert Callaway which include this part of Salinas Street. The 
Planning Commission has approved the closing and quitclaim and recom- 
mends adoption of the Ordinance, 

After consideration, on motion of Mr. Morton, seconded by 
Mr. Lacy, the Ordinance was passed and approved by the following vote: 
AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, Morton, O'Connell, Padilla, 
Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell, 

74-38 - The following Ordinances were read by the Clerk and explained 
by Members of the Administrative Staff, and after consideration, on 
motion made and duly seconded, were each passed and approved by the 
following vote: AYES: Becker, Black, Lacy, Morton, O°Connell, 
Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell, San Martin. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,153 

ADOPTING A SCHEDULE OF HOLIDAYS FOR 
THE FISCAL YEAR 1974-75, 

* * * * 

The following schedule of holidays for fiscal year 1974-75 
is hereby adopted8 

Labor Day, Monday, September 2, 1974 

Veteran's Day, Monday, October 28, 1974 

Thanksgiving Day, Thursdays November 28, 1974 
Friday, November 29, 1974 

Christmas Eve, Tuesday, December 24, 1974 
Christmas Day, Wednesday, December 25, 1974 

New Year's Day, Wednesday, January 1, 1975 

Fiesta San Jacinto (Battle of Flowers), 
Friday, April 25, 1975 

Memorial Day, Mondays May 26, 1975 

Independence Day, Friday, July 4, 1975. 
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AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 5 4  

AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT 
A GRANT APPLICATION TO THE TEXAS TRAFFIC 
SAFETY ADMINISTRATION TO SEND TWO ENGINEERS 
TO NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY FOR A COURSE I N  
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING TECHNIQUES. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 5 5  

AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF AN AGREEMENT 
WITH THE ACCOUNTING FIRM OF HASKINS 
AND SELLS,  CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS, 
FOR AN AUDIT OF THE CONSTRUCTION PROJECT 
IDENTIFIED AS THE WEST END MULTI-SERVICE 
CENTER PROJECT AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT 
TO SAID ACCOUNTING FIRM. 

74-38  T h e  f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e  w a s  read by the C l e r k  and explained 
by M r .  C a r l  White,  D i r e c t o r  of Finance,  and a f te r  consideration, on 
motion of M r .  M e n d o z a ,  seconded by Rev .  B l a c k ,  w a s  passed and approved 
by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: AYES: San Martin,  B e c k e r ,  B l a c k ,  L a c y ,  O I C o n n e l l ,  
P a d i l l a ,  M e n d o z a ;  NAYS: None ;  ABSENT: C o c k r e l l ,  Morton. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 5 6  

AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF AGREEMENTS 
WITH VARIOUS GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES 
TO EXTEND EXISTING RADIO MAINTENANCE 
CONTRACTS FOR A ONE-YEAR PERIOD COM- 
MENCING AUGUST 1, 1 9 7 4  AND ENDING 
JULY 31,  1 9 7 5 ,  

C i t y  of Shaviano P a r k  
C i t y  of B a l c o n e s  H e i g h t s  
C o u n t y  of B e x a r  
C i t y  of C a s t l e  H i l l s  
C i t y  of L e o n  V a l l e y  
C i t y  of O l m o s  P a r k  
San Antonio H o u s i n g  A u t h o r i t y  
S a n  Antonio Independent School D i s t r i c t  
San Antonio T r a n s i t  S y s t e m  
San Antonio Zoological Society 
San Antonio U n i o n  Junior  C o l l e g e  D i s t r i c t  

74-38  - T h e  C l e r k  read a proposed ordfnance amending the  budget of 
the  Federal R e v e n u e  Sharing Fourth E n t i t l e m e n t  P e r i o d  program by 
appropr ia t ing  t h e  add i t iona l  a m o u n t  of $ 1 0 , 8 0 0 . 0 0  t o  the  Wurzbach 
R o a d  P r o j e c t .  T h i s  i t e m  w a s  w i t h d r a w n  a t  t h e  request of t h e  C i t y  
Manager as t h i s  m a t t e r  has bee11 taken care of by a previous action. 

A u g u s t  1, 1 9 7 4  
n s r  
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74-38 The following Ordinances were read by the Clerk and explained 
by Mr, Carl White, Director of Finance, and after consideration, on 
motion made and duly seconded, were each passed and approved by the 
following vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, O'Connell, 
Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: Nonef ABSENT: Cockrell, Morton. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,157 

APPROPRIATING'THE SUM OF $1,000,000.00 
FROM FEDERAL REVENUE SHARING FUNDS FOR 
USE IN THE NOLAN STREET UNDERPASS 
PROJECT? ESTABLISHING A PROJECT BUDGET; 
AND AMENDING ORDINANCE NOS. 42527 AND 
44040 SO AS TO AUTHORIZE PAYMENT OF 
CERTAIN COSTS FROM SAID BUDGET. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,158 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO 
TO BORROW FUNDS TO PAY CURRENT EXPENSES 
OF CITY-COUNTY TUBERCULOSIS FUND DURING 

. THE FISCAL YEAR 1974-75, 

74-38 - The Clerk read the following Ordfnance: 

AN ORDINANCE 44,159 

AMENDING CHAPTER 14 OF THE CITY CODE 
PROVIDING FOR A "RESIDENCE HOMESTEAD 

. * EXEMPTION FOR THE ELDERLY" AS AUTHORI- 
ZIED BY ARTICLE VIII, SECTION 1-b OF 
THE TEXAS CONSTITUTION AND PROVIDING 
FOR EFFECTIVE DATE, APPLICATION FOR 
EXEMPTION, DETERMINATION OF TAX 
ASSESSOR, LIMITATION OF EXEMPTION AND 
DETERMINATIVE DATE FOR EXEMPTION. 

: .. ' .  . . 
' , . ,  gf*:.;:.. : 

$. . .  ' 

&&.Carl White, Director of Finance, explained this Ordinance 
, , . implements the policy adopted when budget wasp passed by increasing 

homestead exemption for elderly from $3,000 to $10,000 assessed value. 
Since this Ordinance is in the City Code, this amendment is necessary 
to correct the Code, 

After consideration, on motfon of Mr, Mendoza, seconded by 
M r ,  Padilla, the Ordinance was passed and approved by the following 
vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacys O'Connell, Padilla, 
Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell, Morton, 

August 1, 1974 
nsr 



74-38 The Clerk read t h e  following Ordinancen 

AN ORDINANCE 44,160 

MAKING AND MANIFESTING A CONTRACT BET- 
WEEN THE FROST NATIONAL BANK OF SAN 
ANTONIO AND THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO, 
TEXASB RELATING TO THE MAKING OF 
LOANS, BY SAID BANK TO SAID CITY, 
DURING THE PERIOD BEGINNING AUGUST 1, 
1974 AND ENDING J U L Y  31, 1975 AND TO 
PAY INTEREST ON DEPOSITS TO SAID CITY 
FOR SAID FISCAL YEAR, 

* * * *  

M r ,  Car l  White, Finance Direc tor ,  explained t h i s  ordinance 
implements t h e  second year  of t h e  con t r ac t  with F ros t  National Bank 
t o  permit borrowing of money f o r  t h e  general  fund f o r  t h e  year t o  
pay opera t ing  cos t s .  Borrowing capac i ty  t h i s  year  i f  $56,400,000 
which i s  90 percent  o f  an t i c ipa t ed  revenues i n  t h e  genera l  fund. 
The Ci ty  pays 3.72 percent  on money borrowed, On t h e  o t h e r  hand 
t h e  bank pays i n t e r e s t  on funds t h e  Ci ty  has invested ranging from 
5.26 percent  up t o  6,81 percent ,  

Mayor Becker asked how t h e  work of t h e  Bankers Committee 
which is  making a study t o  determine whether o r  no t  a b e t t e r  way can 
be found t o  handle banking of a l l  C i ty  agencies ,  

M r ,  White advised they have promised t o  have a r e p o r t  by 
t h e  next Committee meeting which i s  scheduled t o  be around August 20, 
1974, 

Af te r  cons idera t ionp  on motion of D r .  San Martin, seconded 
by M r ,  Mendoza, t h e  Ordinance was passed and approved by t h e  following 
vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, Morton, OPConnell, 
Pad i l l a ,  Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell .  

74-38 The following Ordinance was read by t h e  Clerk and explained 
by M r ,  Carl  White, Di rec to r  of Finance, and a f t e r  cons idera t ion ,  on 
motion of D r ,  San Martin, seconded by M r .  Mendoza, was passed and 
approved by t h e  following vote: AYES: San Martin,  Becker, Black, 
Lacy, Morton, O°Connell, P a d i l l a ,  Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Cockrell .  

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 6 1  

AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF CERTAIN 
INSURANCE AND BOND CONTRACTS BY THE 
CITY OF SAN ANTONIO WITH THE SAFEGUARD 
INSURANCE COMPANY, THE UNITED STATES 
FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY AND THE AMERICAN & 
FOREIGN INSURANCE COMPANY, AND AUTHORIZING 
THE PAYMENT OF INSURANCE AND BOND PREMIUMS 
I N  THE AGGREGATE SUM OF $428975.00, 

August 1, 1974 
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74-38 The Clerk read the following Ordinance: 

I AN ORDINANCE 44,162 

AMENDING THE 1974-35 GENERAL FUND BUDGET, 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE 
A CONTRACT WITH THE UNITED ORGANIZATIONS 
COALITION FOR OPERATION OF THE CONTRACTORS 
CONSORTIUM PROJECT, & AUTHORIZING PAYMENT 
OF SAID CONTRACT FROM GENERAL FUND APPRO- 
PRIATED FUNDS. 

* * * *  

The following discussion took place: 

MR. ROY MONTEZ: Mr. Mayor, this is a continuation of a program that 
has been in operation for about three years. As a matter of fact, the 
City Budget that was approved last week included funds for this parti- 
cular project. It's a minority contractor's assistance center. The 
ordinance under discussion authorizes a contract in order that the pro- 
gram can be continued in operation. The contract is for an 11-month 
period, the cost is $110,000; it includes nine personnel positions and 
routine office expenses. The principal mission of this center is to 
assist minority contractors in obtaining skills that will allow them to 
compete more effectively in the construction field. It hopes to strengthen 
their estimating skills, preparation of ideas, assist them with obtaining 
performance bond requirements, volume purchasing, improved payroll and 
record keeping methods and generally all details in running a more 
efficient contracting business. It is a continuation program. 

MR. W. J. O'CONNELL: Mr. Mayor, I've come on board late and I'd like 
to speak to this subject. I bring with me a resolution from the San 
Antonio Subcontractor's Association that really is a little late. They 
ask that we defer the allotment of these funds because in questioning some 
100 firms involved in sub-contracting and they can't see the real value 
or they can't point to any one success story from this organization. I 
propose to tell you a lot more that I know about it but time not permitt- 
ing, let's not go into it. I did also talk to A1 Padilla who is very 
aware of this program. I'd like to say this though, I personally question 
whether or not they're doing anybody any good, especially the minority 
I would like to say that I would like to monitor this thing. I believe 
that I have some help to bring to this organization from learned people 
in the area. I would like to meet with this organization if I may just 
to introduce you to some people who can help monitor this thing and if 
it does a job, fine. I'm all for it. But I'm afraid the word that I 
have is that it has not done a good job. Perhaps, maybe the people who 
are condemning this thing would be willing to help. I would like to 
arrange to meet with you on this S U ~ J ~ C ~  some time at a later date. 

MAYOR CHARLES BECKER: Would you be available to help? 

CITY MANAGER SAM GRANATA: Yes, Mr. Mayor, since Mr. Montez and Mr. 
Rinehart will monitor and evaluate, they'll be instructed to w e t  with 
Mr. O'Connell and get any input he has. 

MR. MONTEZ: If you will help us with the figures you may have, Mr. 
O'Connell. 
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MR. O'CONNELL: I have some th ings  here  t h a t  are no t  very good. I 
d o n ' t  want t o  drag them o u t  i n  t h e  - put  t h e  o ld  washing on t he  l i n e  
r i g h t  now. I th ink t h a t  it can be a  good p ro j ec t  and i t  could be and I 
want t o  g e t  down t o  c r i t i c i s m  t h a t  has been brought t o  m e  and f ind  ou t  
i f  i t  has any bas i s .  

MR. MONTE2 : You want t o  p u l l  t h i s  from t h e  agenda? 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: No, it w i l l  be on t h e  agenda. I don ' t  th ink 
h e ' s  asked t o  p u l l  it. 

MR. O'CONNELL: Like I say I ' m  here  t o o  l a t e  t o  do. The program has 
gone along. I d o n ' t  know t h a t  I can p u l l  it but  I ' m  saying t h a t  i f  it 
does go through, I want t o  be sure . . . . .  

C ITY MANAGER GRANATA: J u s t  monitor and eva lua te  a s  it goes and it 
can always be reconsidered a s  it comes back t o  t h e  Council a s  a  whole. 

MR. CLIFFORD MORTON: I ' d  l i k e  t o  say t h i s  on it and I ' v e  s a i d  it 
l a s t  year .  Roy, I r e a l i z e  t h a t  when you s t a r t  t a l k ing  about a  program 
where you ' re  t r y ing  t o  upgrade s k i l l s  and knowledge of people i n  business 
o r  who want t o  g e t  i n  bus iness  i t ' s  very hard t o  quantify.  But I be l i eve  
i t  would be hard f o r  them t o  make a  case  from t h e  p resen ta t ion  w e  had 
here on t h i s  shee t  of paper t h a t  would j u s t i f y  it. It r e a l l y  doesn ' t  
say o ther  than one th ing.  Says t h a t  during t h i s  11-month period t h e  
p r o j e c t  w i l l  provide s e rv i ce s  t o  over 1 2 0  genera l  and sub-contractors.  
W e l l ,  t h a t ' s  $110,000 and t h a t ' s  only h a l f ,  i s n ' t  it. Their  budget i s  
roughly $200 p lus  thousand. 

MR. MONTEZ: They a l s o  receive  funding from t h e  Of f ice  of Minority 
Businessmen Ente rpr i ses .  

MR. MORTON : Tha t ' s  r i g h t .  So w e ' r e  t a l k ing  f o r  whatever bene f i t s  
each of these  subcontrac tors  g e t ,  t he  average c o s t  i s  $2,000. I want 
t o  make it very p l a i n  t h a t  I recognize t he  need f o r  such a  program. My 
concern is t h a t  I do no t  have enough information here t o  make m e  f e e l  
comfortable. I won't say t h a t  I w i l l  no vote f o r  it because I would. 
But I d o n ' t  f e e l  comfortable with t he  knowledge t h a t  I have here.  You 
say e i g h t  people. I ' d  l i k e  t o  know how much those people make. And I ' d  
l i k e  t o  know i f  they can r e a l l y  quant i fy  what they d id  t h i s  l a s t  year .  
These courses a r e  o f fe red  a t  San Antonio College. Maybe we're dup l ica t -  
ing  a  s e rv i ce  t h a t ' s  r e ad i l y  ava i l ab l e  a t  a  much lower c o s t  and perhaps 
is good o r  even a  b e t t e r  program than they have. How many people do they 
have up t o  t he  po in t  t o  where le t ' s  say t h e y ' r e  f in i shed  es t imate r s .  
For 200 some odd thousand d o l l a r s ,  t h a t  would buy a  l o t  of education. 

MR. MONTEZ : I n  matter of explanat ion,  what w e  supplied t o  you i n  a  
s h o r t  memo is obviously very sho r t .  

MR. MORTON: There ' s  no way you can make a  business judgement on t h i s  
Roy. 

MR. MONTEZ : True but  t h e r e  is much more mate r ia l  i n  our  o f f i c e  and 
w e  could supply you with it. 

C I T Y  MANAGER GRANATA: One reason i n  defense of t h e  s t a f f  i s  because, 
i f  you r e c a l l ,  they made a  p i t c h  t o  g e t  some r evenw shar ing funds which 
w e  t o l d  you were - they weren't  e l i g i b l e  f o r  and w e  were i n s t r u c t e d  by 
t h e  Council then t o  look i n t o  t h e  genera l  fund a f t e r  d iscuss ions  w e r e  
made. Now w e  can g ive  you add i t i ona l  information, g ive  you a l l  you want, 
M r .  Morton. 
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MR. MORTON: I th ink t he r e  is a general  agreement here t h a t  w e  want 
t o  do t h i s  but  I want t o  see a budget break-down t h a t  w i l l  show the  
s a l a r i e s  and t r a v e l  expenses and a l l  these  o ther  th ings  where t h i s  money 
w i l l  be spent  and I would a l s o  l i k e  t o  see what t h e i r  t r ack  record is 
with more d e t a i l  than you've given us here.  

DR. JOSE SAN MARTIN: They gave information a t  t h e  t i m e  t h a t  they 
submitted t h e  reques t  f o r  revenue sharing funds. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: They were one of t h e  4 5  agencies t h a t  submitted, 
t h a t ' s  co r rec t .  

MR. MORTON: Uh, uh, Doctor, t he r e  was no t  one page of t he  Revenue 
Sharing budget t h a t  had enough information on it t o  make a , . . . .  

DR. SAN MARTIN: Not i n  t h e  regular  revenue sharing budget. They 
submitted a proposal.  

C I T Y  MANAGER GRANATA : I n  t he  back-up proposal .  

MR. MORTON: I ' v e  spen t  a l o t  of t i m e  with these  fel lows and a s  I 
say ,  I would l i k e  t o  have a complete comprehensive t r ack  record.  

MAYOR BECKER: The main th ing  t h a t ' s  obvious on t h e  f ace  of i t  is 
t h a t  t h e  money's spread t oo  t h i n  across  t he  board t o  r e a l l y  be ab le  t o  
do any good i n  any one p lace ,  you know. 

MR. MONTEZ: You want f o r  us t o  submit a budget t o  them. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: L e t  m e  ask a ques t ion  of you f i r s t .  When do 
t h e i r  con t r ac t s  - when does their con t r ac t  expi re?  

MR. MONTEZ : This one would s t a r t  September 1. 

C I T Y  MANAGER GRANATA: Okay, s o  it should be - w e  have a month. Then 
you could p u l l  otherwise w e ' l l  have people l i k e  t h e  - people i n  the EEO, 
EEA ou t  of a job. Do you want t o  pass  it and then come back and amend 
it o r  do you want t o  p u l l  it and l e t  u s  come back with a budget. Is 
t h e r e  t i m e  t o  p u l l  i t ?  I suggest  t h a t  you pass it..... 

MR. MONTEZ: W e  have a l l  of t h i s  next  month,August,in which t o  answer 
whatever ques t ions  you might have. 

MAYOR BECKER: When do you th ink t h a t  Councilman O'Connell and Council- 
man Morton i f  he ca r e s  t o ,  could meet with these  people? 

MR. MONTEZ: Tomorrow. 

MAYOR BECKER: Tomorrow. A t  l e a s t  it would be a s  rap id ly  a s  they 'd  
l i k e  t o ,  is t h a t  cor rec t?  

MR. MONTEZ: I ' m  su r e  they 'd  be w i l l i ng  t o  do t h a t .  

MR. MORTON: Do you th ink  you w i l l  have t he  information summarized by 
tomorrow, Roy? 

MR. MONTEZ: No, w e  do have an awful l o t  of information but  w e  don ' t  
supply it t o  you because i t  g e t s  very bulky. We've go t  proposals ,  we've 
go t  budgets, breakdowns, expenses, t h e i r  performance l a s t  year  and t he  
year  before.  Y e s ,  w e  have a l l  those  records ava i l ab l e ,  bu t  i f  w e  supply 
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t h a t  t o  you with t h e  packet  of information,  it may t u r n  o u t  t o  be 15 o r  20 
pages o f  ma te r i a l s .  But w e ' l l  be happy t o  g e t  you t h e  information.  

MR. MORTON: I ' l l  be very happy to  read  through t h e  15 or 20 pages 
when w e  s tar t  t a l k i n g  about something as nebulous as t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  
opera t ion  is. I th ink  you need more on it than you do when you say w e ' r e  
going t o  b u i l d  a b r idge  t h a t  spans t h e  San Antonio River,  you know. There 's  
no t  t o o  much you can do  with t h a t  b r idge  once you send it o u t  f o r  b ids .  
But when you have something l i k e  t h i s  where t h e  r e s u l t s  are as gray as 
I know they  w i l l  be and I ' m  n o t  c r i t i c i z i n g  you though, I t h i n k  you need 
more information than  you have on one s h e e t  of paper here.  

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: Council needs t o  dec ide  and i n s t r u c t  s t a f f  
whether you want t o  p u l l  it u n t i l  you g e t  t h i s  information or pass  i t  
and then  amend it a f t e r  you g e t  t h i s  information.  

MR. O'CONNELL: I would he lp  you Roy i f  I could. I ' l l  g i v e  you some 
list of f a i l u r e s ,  known o r  a l l e g e d  f a i l u r e s , f o r  them t o  answer. That 
might he lp  you t o o  b u t  I d o n ' t  t h ink  you could g e t  it by tomorrow. 

MR. MONTEZ: W e l l ,  whatever information you might be a b l e  t o  g i v e  us  
tomorrow o r  whenever it is, from t h e r e  w e ' l l  proceed to . . . . .  

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: W e  have a month's t o  lead  t i m e .  

MAYOR BECKER: May I sugges t  t h a t  w e  pass  it and i n  between now and 
next  week o r  next  week and.. . . . .  

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: Now and September 1st. 

MAYOR BECKER: That you a l l  meet with t h e s e  f o l k s  and th rash  o u t  what- 
ever  the . . . . .  

MR. MORTON : I f  w e  have t h e  understanding t h a t  t h e s e  a l l e g e d  f a i l u r e s ,  
i f  i n  f a c t  they  are f a i l u r e s ,  and they a r e  s i g n i f i c a n t  enough t h a t  w e  have 
t h e  r i g h t  t o  say  t h a t  w e  are going t o  withdraw any f u r t h e r  support  in-  
c luding  t h i s  $110,000. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: You can r e p e a l  t h e  ordinance before  September 
1st. 

MR. MONTEZ : The c o n t r a c t s  which w e  use  f o r  a l l  of our  agencies  can 
and has  te rminat ion  c l a u s e s  - 20 da te rminat ion  c lauses  as a mat ter  of P 
fac t  and w e  have exerc ised  t h a t  and w e  have made those  recommendations 
on o t h e r  programs as you might r e c a l l .  

MR. MORTON : I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e i r  t r a c k  record ,  I ' d  a l s o  l i k e  t o  know 
what t h e i r  o b j e c t i v e s  are. 

MR. MONTEZ : I ' m  s u r e  t h e y ' l l  be a b l e  t o  supply you t h a t  information.  
Now, i f  you pass  t h i s ,  do you a l s o  want f o r  them t o  incur  c o s t s  or n o t  
i n c u r  c o s t s  u n t i l  t h i s  information is developed. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA : I t  won't  go i n t o  e f f e c t  u n t i l  September 1st. 
So i f  you pass  it, then  I th ink  by t h a t  t i m e  w e ' l l  have a de terminat ion .  

DR. SAN MARTIN : M r .  Mayor, I ' d  l i k e  t o  say t h a t  t h i s  program has 
been under s c r u t i n y  by M r .  Roy Montez f o r  a whole year .  I b e l i e v e  t h a t  
some ques t ions  w e r e  a l s o  r a i s e d  a year  ago. There were some ques t ions  
a l s o  as t o  salaries that had t o  conform. A s  f a r  as I know, Roy, I am 
under t h e  impression and I am s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  you 've kind of kep t  an  eye 



not  only on t h i s  but  on everyrevenue  sharing con t r ac t ,  i s  t h a t  co r r ec t ?  

MR. MONTEZ: Yes, w e  have and l i k e  I say ,  w e  do have t he  information 
bu t  s t a f f  f i n d s  it d i f f i c u l t  t o  give you a s  much information a s  i s  ava i l -  
ab le  on these  programs. I t  g e t s  bulky and I can apprecia te  t he  packages 
you w i l l  rece ive  would be q u i t e  bulky. W e  have evaluat ion  r epo r t s ,  a l l  
of t h e  a u d i t s ,  w e  have a l l  t h a t .  W e  have information t o  show how much 
i n  con t r ac t  value they have generated,  over  $9 mi l l ion  worth. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA : W e l l ,  Roy, l e t ' s  g e t  a l l  t h a t  together  every- 
th ing  you have and then g e t  with M r .  Morton and M r .  O'Connell and l e t  
them give you what they have. We've go t  30 days lead t i m e .  L e t ' s  pass 
it and i f  you want t o  make any amendments o r  p u l l  it o r  repea l  it by 
September l s t ,  w e  have t i m e .  

DR. SAN MARTIN: I s o  move, M r .  Mayor. 

MR. LEO MENDOZA: I ' d  l i k e  to  second t h a t .  I th ink M r .  Mayor t h a t  
what Councilman OIConnell was t a lk ing  about was r e a l l y  working with t he  
program and t o  t r y  t o  improve it and b e t t e r  it. I ' m  su r e  t h a t  they would 
welcome t h i s  t o  g e t  some techn ica l  a s s i s t ance  and t echn ica l  advise i n  
t h i s  program. I t  i s  a b ig  program. I t ' s  something - i t ' s  a p i l o t  pro- 
j e c t .  

MR. MORTON: Remember, r e a l l y  what w e ' r e  t a l k ing  about here ,  Leo, is 
we're teaching t he  teachers  t o  teach o thers .  Now t h e r e ' s  something wrong 
with t h a t  t oo  i f  t h a t ' s  t h e  s i t u a t i o n .  I ' m  no t  saying it i s .  After  a l l ,  
they should be q u a l i f i e d  t o  go ou t  and do t h i s  without having someone 
else teach them. 

MR. MENDOZA: W e l l ,  no, I ' m  saying t h a t  you o f fe red  t o  he lp  i s  t h e  
po in t  t h a t  I ' m  t r y ing  to  make and I th ink t h a t  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of 
monitoring and evaluat ion  f a l l s  on us.  So r e a l l y ,  i t ' s  up t o  us  t o  re- 
commend whatever w e  think is bes t .  

MR. MORTON : I f  you j u s t  look back on t h i s  f o r  a l l  p r a c t i c a l  purposes 
a l l  l a s t  yea r ,  i s n ' t  t h a t  r i gh t ?  

MR. MONTE2 : No, sir, w e  supplied you with qua r t e r l y  r e p o r t s ,  qua r t e r l y  
evaluat ion  repor t s .  W e  supplied them t o  t he  Ci ty  Council. 

MR. MORTON: I ' d  l i k e  t o  do t h i s ' t h i s  yea r ,  on t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  one 
and t h e r e  a r e  a  few o the r s  t h a t  a r e  j u s t  about a s  gray ,  is  agree on t he  
ob jec t ives  and you a r e  pu t  on no t ice  t h a t  you a r e  responsib le  anytime 
t h a t  they a r e  no t  on t r ack  aga in s t  those ob jec t ives  t h a t  you r e p o r t  t o  
t h i s  Council. 

MR. MONTEZ: You're abso lu te ly  c o r r e c t .  

C I T Y  MANAGER GRANATA: That ' s  h i s  charge. 

MR. MORTON: Cause f rankly ,  t h e  f ee l i ng  t h a t  I g e t  i n  t h i s  community 
i s  t h a t  about ha l f  of t he  revenue shar ing budget i s  nothing bu t  a  pork 
b a r r e l  and I th ink t h e r e  a r e  people i n  t h i s  community who f e e l  t h a t  t h i s  
money could be much b e t t e r  spent  than is now being spent .  I would l i k e  
i n  conjunction with the  thought on t h i s  s p e c i f i c  one t h a t  t h e  Ci ty  Mana- 
ge r  be d i r ec t ed  t o  make a recommendation t o  t h i s  Council no l a t e r  than 
September 1 f o r  a  s t r u c t u r e  f o r  evaluat ing  revenue sharing r e c i p i e n t s  
and a l s o  evaluat ing  requests,beyond t h e  s t a f f .  I ' m  th inking i n  terms 
of having an advisory board pf some kind t h a t  w i l l  be composed of a  cross-  
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sec t i on  of business and p rofess iona l  community t h a t  w i l l  a s s i s t  him i n  
screening these  reques t s  because I f o r  one do no t  f e e l  comfortable i n  
spending X mi l l ions  of d o l l a r s  and knowing no more about these programs 
than I know based on t h e  information t h a t  I have. I understand and 
apprecia te  why w e  d o n ' t  have a l l  t h i s  information but  I d o n ' t  f e e l  com- 
f o r t a b l e  with it. I f rankly  d o n ' t  have a l l  t h a t  kind of t i m e  t o  screen 
it bu t  I th ink t h a t  somebody should and they should make a recommenda- 
t i o n  t o  us on it. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: We'll be happy t o  do t h a t .  W e  may no t  have a 
problem i f  t h e  T rans i t  System keeps going, and from what I read i n  t he  
paper,  i n  t h e  red ,  w e ' l l  have t o  use it a l l  t o  subs id ize  them so... . .  

MAYOR BECKER: W e l l ,  t h i s  i s  something t h a t ' s  going t o  have t o  be 
inves t iga ted .  While we're t a lk ing  about t h i s ,  w e  might a s  w e l l  be look- 
ing  a t  them too ,  you know. Everybody th inks  t h e y ' r e  backed up i n t o  a 
money orchard. I d o n ' t  know what's going on over t he r e  e i t h e r .  The 
whole t h i n g ' s  running hog wild.  

DR. SAN MARTIN: I ' m  agreeing with some of t he  po in t s  t h a t  M r .  Morton 
has made a s  t o  an advisory group bu t  i n  my personal  evaluat ion  of these  
programs f i nd  t h a t  I cannot depend too  much some times on advisory 
groups. I ' d  r a t h e r  go ou t  t he r e  and spend a morning o r  an afternoon o r  
once a month and ac tua l l y  s t a y  i n  t h e  p lace  where t h i s  money's being 
spent .  One of t h e  reasons t h a t  I say t h a t  is one of t he  programs t h a t  I 
recommended very highly today, I mean t h i s  month f o r  t he  y e a r ' s  budget 
was t h e  Barr io Development Corporation and I spent  some t i m e  a c tua l l y  
watching exac t ly  what 's  going on i n  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  a rea  and t o  m e  
t h a t ' s  worth more than information any advisory group can come and t e l l  
m e .  

MR. MORTON: I ' m  no t  disal lowing t h a t .  I ' m  saying t h a t  i n  conjunction 
with t h a t  you a l s o  have t h i s  group t h a t  r e a l l y  has t h e  t i m e  t o  spend i n  
evaluat ing  these  reques ts  f o r  funds. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: W e l l ,  t h e r e  is no ques t ion  t h a t  i t ' s  j u s t  a l s o  t h a t  
w e  might g e t  entangled i n  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of t he  advisory group. I n  o ther  
words, whether t h e y ' r e  o r ien ted  toward s o c i a l  workers and whether t h e y ' r e  
o r ien ted  i n  o the r  words of some o ther  kind of business and t he r e fo re ,  w e  
might g e t  i n t o  t he  very same problems t h a t  w e  a r e  i n  r i g h t  now. I &till 
feel  t h a t  i f  spending some t i m e  ourselves. . . . .  

MAYOR BECKER: We're going t o  have t o  s t a r t  i s su ing  s leeping baga t o  
you guys and you j u s t  s l e e p  wherever you happen t o  be t h a t  n igh t ,  you 
know. You're never going t o  g e t  home. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: M r .  Mayor and D r .  San Martin,  may w e  o f f e r  
t h a t  t he  s t a f f  g ive  you a monthly r epo r t  i n  f u l l  d e t a i l s  t o  s t a r t  of f  
with i n  30 days and i f  t h i s  i s  not  t o  your l i k i n g ,  w e  w i l l  go from there .  
You s t i l l  want t h e  advisory s t r u c t u r e  o r . . . . .  

MR. MORTON: I very d e f i n i t e l y  th ink i t ' s  important.  Especia l ly  
when you s i t  down and eva lua te  how many reques ts  d id  w e  have? 

C I T Y  MANAGER GRANATA: W e  had 45 a s  I r e c a l l .  

MR. MONTE2 : Actual ly ,  reques ts  i n  various forms t o t a l e d  about 78. 

C I T Y  MANAGER GRANATA: And you've granted about - how many have w e  
granted? 
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MR. MONTEZ: We've had about 50 plus within the overall revenue 
sharing budget. Some of which, as you remember the arithmetic, we pre- 
pared that one afternoon here, some of them arrived that same morning 
as a matter of fact. No time for staff to do any kind of review of 
their budgets or breakdowns or nothing. Yes, we would welcome that oppor- 
tunity. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: Would you rather have a special committee of 
three Councilmen? 

MR. MORTON: Sam, what I asked for was simply this. I asked for you 
to come up with a recommendation for how you were going to do the best 
job possible in monitoring and evaluating but also evaluating requests 
for revenue sharing funds. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: By September 1st. 

MR. MORTON: I'm not trying to tell you how to do it, I'd like to 
see what you can recommend. It's an area where I feel that we can stand 
a little help. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: Fine, we'll come up with something. 

MR. MORTON : Okay, and it ought to be good. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: Well, I hope it's good. 

MR. MORTON: I'm not after this one particular program but there's 
a need to know of what is being done here, at least part of what they 
say they're trying to do. I support in trying to solve that need. 

MAYOR BECKER: Okay, is there a motion? 

On motion of Dr. San Martin, seconded by Mr. Mendoza, the 
Ordinance was passed and approved by the following vote: AYES: San 
Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, Morton, O'Connell, Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Cockrell. 

74-38 The Clerk read an ordinance manifesting an agreement with 
Alamo Concessions, Inc., to amend the food and beverage contract 
covering municipal ball diamonds, sports centers, Brackenridge Park, 
Koehler Park, and the Sunken Garden, so as to authorize certain menu 
additions and price increases. 

Mr. Ron Darner, Director of Parks and Recreation, stated that 
this is a renegotiated agreement and authorizes various price increases 
charged by other concessionaires operating under the Parks Department. 
He contacted Mr. Sheridan and he agreed to the recommended changes 
except for hamburgers. Staff recommends increase from 450 to 55C. 
They are asking for 650. 

Mayor Becker asked if aside from prices, the specifications 
for the items had been determined. 

After discussion, the Mayor asked that this item be postponed 
until an agreement is reached so that items have some definition as to 
what they will contain. 
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74-38 The Clerk read the following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 44,163 

AUTHORIZING ESTABLISHMENT OF THE FIRST 
YEAR OF A MANPOWER TRAINING PROGRAM FUNDED 
FROM A GRANT FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNDER THE FEDERAL COMPREHENSIVE EMPLOYMENT 
AND TRAINING ACT (CETA), ADOPTING A BUDGET 
AND APPROPRIATING FUNDS THEREFORE AND 
ACCEPTING A GRANT FROM THE U. S. DEPARTMENT 
OF LABOR OF $7,363,440 FOR OPERATION OF THE 
PROGRAM BY THE CITY, ACTING AS PRIME SPON- 
SOR, FOR DOL MANPOWER PROGRAMS IN PLANNING 
REGION 18 AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER 
TO EXECUTE AGREEMENTS WITH DELEGATE AGENCIES 
FOR OPERBTION OF PROJECTS UNDER THE PROGRAM. 

The Ordinance was explained by Mr. Cipriano Guerra, Director 
of Planning and Community Development, who advised that Council in May 
authorized submitting a plan and applying for this grant. The Depart- 
ment of Labor has now allocated half the money and the staff recommended 
passage of the Ordinance. 

After consideration, on motion of Mr. Mendoza, seconded by Dr. 
San Martin, the Ordinance was passed and approved by the following vote: 
AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, Morton, O'Connell, Padilla, 
Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell. 

74-38 The following Ordinances were read by the Clerk and explained 
by Mr. George Vann, Director of Building and Planning Administration, 
and after consideration, on motion made and duly seconded, were each 
passed and approved by the following vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, 
Black, Lacy, Morton, O'Connell, Padilla, Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Cockrell . 

AN ORDINANCE 44,164 

AUTHORIZING MR. MARIAN0 YTUARTE TO ERECT 
A THREE FOOT EXTENSION ON TO AN EXISTING 
FOUR FOOT FENCE AT 3031 PITLUK STREET. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,165 

AUTHORIZING MR. H. M. COX TO CONSTRUCT A 
10' CHAIN LINK FENCE ALONG THE NORTH PRO- 
PERTY LINE AT 1611 AND 1635 N. E. LOOP 
410. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,166 

CHANGING THE NAME OF FEATHERCREST ROAD 
TO THOUSAND OAKS DRIVE. 
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74-38 The Clerk read t h e  following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 44,167 

DECLARING THAT THE STRUCTURE ON THE 
PREMISES AT 843 W. HARRIMAN PLACE IS 
A "DANGEROUS BUILDING" AND PRESENTS 
AN IMMEDIATE DANGER TO THE LIFE OR 
SAFETY OF INDIVIDUALS WHO COME INTO 
CONTACT WITH IT; AUTHORIZING AND 
DIRECTING THE DIRECTOR OF BUILDING 
AND PLANNING ADMINISTRATION TO CAUSE 
THE IMMEDIATE DEMOLITION OF SAID 
STRUCTURE. 

M r .  George Vann, Director of Building and Planning Administra- 
t i o n ,  explained t h a t  t h e  property w a s  owned by Nomood B. and Mary B. 
Rhodes who were n o t i f i e d  t h a t  t h i s  Ordinance would be considered today. 
H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  premises contained a vacant one-story wooden s t r u c t u r e  
i n  a run-down, damaged and decayed condi t ion  and has de t e r i o r a t ed  more 
than 50 percent  of i t s  value. The var ious  Ci ty  departments have in -  
spected t h e  premises and they have been found t o  be a f i r e ,  h e a l t h ,  and 
s a f e t y  hazard. H e  presented p i c t u r e s  showing t h e  condi t ion  of t he  pre-  
m i s e s  and recommended t h a t  t h e  Ordinance be passed. 

Neither  t h e  owners nor a represen ta t ive  were present .  

Af ter  cons idera t ion ,  on motion of M r .  P a d i l l a ,  seconded by D r .  
San Martin, t h e  Ordinance w a s  passed and approved by the following vote: 
AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, Morton, O'Connell, P a d i l l a ,  
Mendoza; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrel l .  

74-38 The Clerk read t h e  following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 44,168 

AUTHORIZING APPROVAL OF A CONTRACT 
BETWEEN SAN ANTONIO MUNICIPAL UTILITY 
DISTRICT NO. 1 AND SAN ANTONIO RANCH 
LIMITED. 

M r .  M e 1  Suel tenfuss ,  Direc tor  of Public  Works, s t a t e d  t h a t  
t h i s  had been reviewed by t h e  Council and an add i t ion  had been made t o  
t h e  Ordinance as a r e s u l t  of t he  reques t  by t h e  Dis t r i c t  At torney 's  
Of f ice  which reads as follows: 

SECTION 2 .  The acceptance of s a i d  con t r ac t  by t h i s  
Ordinance should be construed as impairing o r  a f f e c t i n g  
i n  any manner t h e  r i g h t s  of any pa r ty  i n  t h a t  c e r t a i n  
cause N o .  73-3378 i n  t he  United S t a t e s  Court of Appeals 
f o r  t h e  F i f t h  C i r c u i t ,  e n t i t l e d  S i e r r a  Club e t  a 1  vs. 
James T. Lynn, Secre tary  of t h e  United S t a t e s  Department 
of Housing and Urban Development e t  a l .  
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A f t e r  consideration, on m o t i o n  of M r .  Mendoza, seconded by 
M r .  L a c y ,  the  O r d i n a n c e  w a s  passed and approved by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: 
AYES: B e c k e r ,  B l a c k ,  L a c y ,  Morton, O I C o n n e l l ,  Mendoza; NAYS: San Mar t in ,  
P a d i l l a ;  ABSENT: C o c k r e l l .  

74 -38  T h e  f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e s  w e r e  read by the C l e r k  and explained 
by M r .  John B r o o k s ,  D i r e c t o r  of P u r c h a s i n g ,  and a f te r  consideration, on 
m o t i o n  m a d e  and duly seconded, w e r e  each passed and approved by the fol- 
l o w i n g  vote: AYES: San Mar t in ,  B e c k e r ,  B l a c k ,  L a c y ,  O ' C o n n e l l ,  P a d i l l a ;  
NAYS: N o n e ;  ABSENT: C o c k r e l l ,  Morton, Mendoza. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 6 9  

AUTHORIZING THE CITY ATTORNEY TO COM- 
PROMISE OR MAKE SETTLEMENT OF A LAWSUIT 
CONCERNING THE DIVISION OF A CONDEMNATION 
AWARD I N  WHICH THE CITY CLAIMS AN INTEREST 
BECAUSE OF TAX TITLE TO THE SUBJECT PRO- 
PERTY. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 7 0  

ACCEPTING THE BID OF MODULAR AMBULANCE 
CORPORATION TO FURNISH THE CITY WITH 
AMBULANCE BODIES FOR $ 9 1 , 0 2 2 . 0 0 .  

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 7 1  

AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF THE SUM OF 
$ 1 8 , 1 7 8 . 0 0  TO THE CITY WATER BOARD 
FOR WATER MAIN EXTENSION AND SERVICE 
AT SAN ANTONIO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
A I R  CARGO TERMINAL FACILITY. 

74 -38  T h e  f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e  w a s  read by the C l e r k  and explained 
by M r .  John B r o o k s ,  D i r e c t o r  of P u r c h a s i n g ,  and after consideration, 
on m o t i o n  of M r .  O ' C o n n e l l ,  seconded by D r .  San Mar t in ,  w a s  passed and 
approved by the f o l l o w i n g  vote: AYES: San Mart in ,  B e c k e r ,  B l a c k ,  L a c y ,  
O ' C o n n e l l ,  P a d i l l a ,  Mendoza; NAYS: N o n e ;  ABSENT: C o c k r e l l ,  M o r t o n .  

AN ORDINANCE 4 4 , 1 7  2 

ACCEPTING THE LOW BID OF SHERMAN 
ELECTRONICS SUPPLY, INC.  TO FURNISH 
THE CITY WITH AUDIO RECORDING TAPES 
FOR A TOTAL OF $ 3 , 3 0 4 . 0 0 .  

A u g u s t  1, 1 9 7 4  
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74-38 "Fhe following Ordinance was read by the Clerk and explained by 
Mr. John Brooks, Director of Purchasing, and after consideration, on 
motion of Dr. San Martin, seconded by Mr. O'Connell, was passed and 
approved by the following vote: AYES: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, 
O'Connell, Padilla; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell, Morton, Mendoza. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,173 

MANIFESTING AN AGREEMENT WITH PETE G. LUNA, 
TO AMEND THE 1974-75 WRECKER SERVICES CON- 
TRACT, SO AS TO REFLECT THE CHANGE IN 
CONTRACTOR'S BUSINESS NAME. 

74-38 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: San Martin, Becker, Black, Lacy, 
O'Connell, Padilla; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cockrell, Morton, Mendoza. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,174 

AMENDING ORDINANCE NO. 44057 TO PROVIDE 
THAT MRS. PAUL ESCAMILLA SHALL SERVE AS 
CHAIRWOMAN OF THE MAYOR'S COMMISSION ON 
THE STATUS OF WOMEN. 

AN ORDINANCE 44,175 

RE-APPOINTING FRANK MANUPELLI TO SERVE 
AS A MEMBER OF THE FIREMEN'S AND POLICE- 
MEN'S CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. (FOR A 
TERM ENDING MAY 31, 19773 

74-38 The Clerk read the following letter: 

July 26, 1974 

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council 
City of San Antonio, Texas 

Gentlemen and Madam: 

The following petition was received by my ofvice and forwarded to the 
City Manager for investigation and report to the City Council. 

July 25, 1974 
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Petition of Mr. David J. Haley, 
Parliament Square Properties, Post 
Office Box 6109, Sah Antonio, Texas 
requesting permission to construct 
a series of decorative privacy 



f a c e s  each e i g h t  (8)  feet high 
along Parliament Drive a t  the s i x  
ent rances  t o  t h e  London House Apart- 
ments. The proposed fences a r e  t o  
be of s o l i d  masonry const ruct ion .  

/s / J. H. INSELMANN 
Ci ty  Clerk 

There being no f u r t h e r  business t o  come before the Council ,  
t he  meeting adjourned a t  6:35 P. M. 

ATTEST : 

August 1, 1 9 7 4  
el 

A P P R O V E D  
. 





EXCERPT 
MINUTES OF C I T Y  COUNCIL MEETING 

OF THURSDAY, AUGUST 1, 1974 

74-38 PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 42 

The Clerk read t h e  following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 44,143 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE C I T Y  CODE 
(ZONING) BY DELETING THE LISTING, 
"NURSERY, DAY CARE OR KINDERGARTEN 
(CARE OF UP TO 6 CHILDREN)" FROM THE 

TABLE OF PERMITTED USES; REVISING 
THE DEFINITION OF "NURSERY, DAY CARE, 
OR KINDERGARTEN"; PROVIDING FOR CHURCHES 
TO OPERATE BALL PARKS, FOOTBALL FIELDS, 
AND TENNIS COURTS UNDER SPECIAL EXCEP- 
TIONS; REVISING THE PROHIBITION AGAINST 
ERECTING MORE THAN ONE BUILDING PER 
LOT; PROVIDING A PENALTY NOT EXCEEDING 
$200.00 FOR VIOLATION HEREOF, AND PRO- 
V I D I N G  FOR SEVERABILITY. 

The following discuss ion took place:  

MR. GENE CAMARGO: This ordinance was considered by t he  Planning 
Commission on t h e  5th of June,  1974 and they recommended approval. The 
Council l ikewise  considered t h i s  ordinance on Ju ly  3 ,  1974 and postponed 
ac t i on  on it u n t i l  t h e r e  w a s  f u r t h e r  cons idera t ion .  

There a r e  t h r ee  main por t ions  t o  t h i s  proposed ordinance, 
S,ections 1, 2 ,  and 3. I be l i eve  t h a t  you now have copies of t he  ordinance 
t h a t  i s  being considered. 

Sect ion 1, 2, and 3 of t he  proposed ordinance amends t h e  present  
ordinance t o  correct a c o n f l i c t  i n  uses o r  t a b l e  of uses.  Our p resen t  
ordinance has a d e f i n i t i o n  of a day ca r e  nursery which s t a t e s  t h a t  t h i s  
is  an opera t ion  which ca r e s  f o r  s i x  or  more ch i ld ren .  Yet our t a b l e  of 
uses i n  t he  zoning ordinance allows a day ca re  nursery with less than 
s i x  ch i ld ren  i n  R-2 c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  So t h e  use t a b l e  and t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  
s ec t i on  a r e  i n  c o n f l i c t .  One c a l l s  it a day ca re  nursery and t h e  o the r  
does no t  recognize it a s  a day ca re  nursery.  So t he  amendments of 1, 2 ,  
and 3 a r e  t o  amend t h e  appropr ia te  s ec t i ons  within the  ordinance t o  
c l a r i f y  t h i s  c o n f l i c t  i n  our  p resen t  ordinance. 

Sect ion 4 of t h e  proposed ordinance dea l s  with non-profi t  
l i t t l e  league b a l l  parks.  This amendment adds churches t o  t he  organiza- 
t i o n s  which can opera te  baseba l l ,  f o o t b a l l  f i e l d s  and t e n n i s  cour ts  i n  
any d i s t r i c t  with an exception being granted by t he  Board of Adjustment. 
The pmcedure t o  allow churches with an exemption has been followed i n  
t h e  p a s t  and u n t i l  a recen t  r u l i ng  on t h e  ordinance, t h e  churches which 
had been permitted i n  t h e  pas t  t o  opera te  these  non-profit  L i t t l e  League 
b a l l  parks w e r e  excluded from the  ordinance. What we're attempting t o  
do is t o  p lace  t h i s  amendment i n t o  t h e  ordinance so w e  can continue with 
p a s t  procedures as w e  have f o r  a number of years.  
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Sections 5 and 6 dea l  with mul t ip le  bui ld ings  on a l o t .  This 
amendment w i l l  al low mul t ip le  bui ld ings  t o  be constructed on a l o t  i n  
a l l  d i s t r i c t s  except t h e  A ,  R-1 and R-A s i n g l e  family r e s i d e n t i a l  d i s -  
tricts. This would mean t h a t  i f  a plan of development with mul t ip le  
bui ld ings  meets a l l  t h e  requirements of t h e  ordinance per ta in ing  t o  den- 
s i t y ,  he igh t ,  setbacks and parking requirements, an exception before t he  
Board of Adjustment w i l l  no t  be necessary. A plan which i s  submitted t o  
t h e  Department of Building and Planning Administration t h a t  i nd i ca t e s  a 
v io l a t i on  of one of t h e  requirements i n  t he  zoning ordinance, would then 
be required  t o  go before  t h e  Board of Adjustment f o r  a pub l ic  hearing t o  
seek a variance f o r  these  v io l a t i ons  i n  t he  plans.  

Our present  ordinance allows the  const ruct ion  of one main 
s t r u c t u r e  per  l o t .  So, t h i s  being a l o t  l i n e  coming out  t o  a pub l ic  
street t h e  ordinance, without going before t he  Board of Adjustment f o r  
a s p e c i a l  exception, would permit t h e  const ruct ion  of one massive build- 
i ng  providing t h e  appropr ia te  setbacks,  driveways and parking s i t u a t i o n s .  
The ordinance amendment a s  proposed would allow f o r  t h e  const ruct ion  of 
mul t ip le  bui ld ings  on a l o t ,  a l o t  t h e  same s i z e  but  ins tead  of one 
massive s t r u c t u r e  would allow a person developing a p iece  of property t o  
break up t h i s  one s t r u c t u r e  i n t o  mul t ip le  s t r u c t u r e s  c r ea t i ng  add i t i ona l  
open space,  i n t e r i o r  courtyards,  etc. and o the r  amenities t h a t  you f i nd  
i n  some apartment p ro j ec t s  and commercial p ro j ec t s  f o r  t h a t  matter .  You 
have ba s i ca l l y  t he  same setbacks t h a t  a r e  requi red  f o r  one massive bui ld-  
ing ,  but  you do have t he  f l e x i b i l i t y  of o r i e n t a t i n g  your bui ld ings  i n  
d i f f e r e n t  forms and providing space f o r  courtyards f o r  d i f f e r e n t  s ec t i ons  
wi th in  a p ro j ec t .  

Bas ica l ly ,  t he  o the r  s ec t i ons  i n  t h i s  ordinance, Sect ion  7 and 
8 ,  a r e  t he  penal ty of s e v e r a b i l i t y  c lubs ,  which a r e  normally found i n  
your ordinances.  The p lans  of development w i l l  continue t o  be reviewed 
by a l l  t he  appropr ia te  departments a s  they a r e  now and they have been 
when they went before t h e  Board of Adjustment Departments t h a t  check a 
p lan  of development inc lude  F i r e  Department, T r a f f i c  Department. Under 
t he  Building and Planning Administration Department, t he r e  a r e  s eve ra l  
d iv i s i ons  t h a t  review these  const ruct ion  p lans ,  those being the  e l e c t r i c a l  
s ec t i on ,  plumbing s ec t i on ,  sidewalk and t rench,  a i r  po l l u t i on  s ec t i on ,  
Health Department checks const ruct ion  plans.  Public  Works Department 
a l s o  reviews const ruct ion  plans whenever a p iece  of property lies within 
a f lood prone area .  So a l l  of these  agencies w i l l  continue t o  check 
plans  a s  they a r e  being checked now. 

MAYOR CHARLES BECKER: Gene, it seems t o  m e  t h a t  I t ake  s eve ra l  a rchi -  
t e c t u r a l  magazines and var ious  th ings  l i k e  t h a t ,  some of them European, 
t h e  t rend from what I ' v e  been ab le  t o  determine f o r  years  i n  Europe has 
been t o  t r y  t o  add green a reas  and break up l a r g e  bui ld ings  i n t o  small  
ones,  make them p leasan t ,  more appealing both v i sua l l y  and otherwise and 
g e t  away from the  concept of bui ld ing one massive bu i ld ing  on a l o t .  
Now, of course ,  w e  a l l  know about t h e  Pentagon i n  Washington and M e r -  
chandise Mart i n  Chicago. I t ' s  probably 40 years  o ld  o r  longer  now and 
t h a t  type of s t r u c t u r e .  Now, I know t h a t  we're no t  exac t ly  r e l a t i n g  t o  
t he  bui ld ings  of t h a t  mass o r  magnitude. But t he  new t rend is t o  add 
t h e  green areas  and t h e  open spaces and c r e a t e  a more hab i tab le  p lace  
f o r  people. So, it would seem t o  m e  t h a t  t h i s  ordinance would be on 
t rend  t o  say t he  l e a s t .  Now, w e  have some people t h a t  would l i k e  t o  
speak and, i f  I may, I ' l l  c a l l  them a s  they came t o  m e .  M r .  Joe Cumpian. 
A l l  r i g h t ,  M r s .  Helen Dutmer. 

MRS. HELEN DUTMER: I ' d  a l s o  p r e f e r  t o  hear  what M r .  Bender has t o  
say f i r s t .  
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MAYOR BECKER: A l l  r i g h t .  Angelo D i  Pasquale. Okay. Now, then M r .  
Bender's name is t h i r d  on t h i s  o the r  list t h a t  was given t o  m e  subsequent 
t o  t he  r e c e i p t  of t h i s  f i r s t  l ist  t h a t  I j u s t  c a l l e d ,  M r .  Pa t  Gardner, 
M r .  Elkin McGoy. A l l  r i g h t .  R. C. Bender, it looks l i k e  i t ' s  your day 
i n  t he  ba r r e l .  A r e  you ready? 

MR. RALPH BENDER: I ' m  probably t h e  only one t h a t  d i d n ' t  p r e f e r  t h a t .  
M r .  Mayor, members of t h e  Council, I have been before t h i s  body twice on 
t h i s  sub jec t  and I ha te  t o  go over it again but  i f  you w i l l  r e c a l l  t he  
f i r s t  publ ic  hearing,  t he r e  were not  a  whole l o t  of people here.  M r s .  
Dutmer was here and I was he re  and s eve ra l  o the r s  and w e  went through 
b r i e f l y  and a t  t h a t  t i m e ,  t h e  Council requested t h a t  it be taken up i n  
a  "B" Session. That subsequently was done and a t  t h a t  t i m e  I made a  pre- 
s en t a t i on ,  a  r a t h e r  lengthy p resen ta t ion  unfor tunate ly ,  t o  t h e  Council 
concerning t h a t .  Unfortunately,  M r s .  Dutmer was not  here  a t  t h a t  t i m e ,  
s o  she d id  no t  have an opportuni ty t o  hear my remarks. Now, I was hoping 
t h a t  I would not  have t o  go over a l l  those  remarks again t h i s  morning 
but  I th ink i n  t he  i n t e r e s t  of those people who a r e  here  i n  opposi t ion I 
th ink probably they should have t h e  bene f i t  of our t o t a l  pos i t ion .  So i f  
t h e  Council w i l l  bear  with m e  and unless  they have some strenuous ob jec t ions  
t o  t h a t ,  I ' d  l i k e  t o  go back through t h a t .  I r e a l i z e  t h a t  w i l l  t ake  a  
few minutes but  I th ink probably i n  a l l  f a i r n e s s  t o  them t h a t  i s  t h e  
course t h a t  conceivably w e  ought t o  take. I f  t h a t  is a l l  r i g h t  with t he  
Council, I would l i k e  t o  do t h a t .  I ' l l  t r y  and be a s  b r i e f  a s  poss ib le .  

A s  you r e c a l l ,  I mentioned t h a t  many years  ago, t h e  o r i g i n a l  
zoning ordinance was d ra f ted .  I t  provided a t  t h a t  t i m e  t h a t  only one 
p r inc ip l e  bui ld ing could be b u i l t  on any p l a t t e d  l o t .  Now t h i s  was a  
proviso was i n s t i t u t e d  by reasons of t h a t  f a c t  t h a t  t he r e  w e r e  many 
c o r r a l s  b u i l t ,  t he r e  many slum condit ions b u i l t  where you pu t  l o t s  of 
shot-gun houses, with no bui lding con t ro l  on p l a t t ed  property.  I t  was 
a  very unhealthy s i t u a t i o n .  One way t o  counterac t  t h a t  was t he  provis ion  
i n  t h e  o ld  ordinance t h a t  only one s i n g l e  bui ld ing would be b u i l t  on a  
s i n g l e  l o t .  Now a t  t h a t  t i m e ,  of course,  w e  d i d n ' t  have t h e  bui ld ing 
techniques,  and w e  d i d n ' t  bu i ld  i n  t h e  fashion t h a t  w e  bu i l d  today. A t  
t h a t  t i m e ,  t h e r e  were r e l a t i v e l y  few th ings  l i k e  apartments t h a t  w e  know 
today o r  c l u s t e r  o f f i c e  bui ld ings  o r  c l u s t e r  i n d u s t r i a l  bui ld ings ,  th ings  
of t h a t  type. So they w e r e  not  confronted with t h a t  problem. They w e r e  
confronted ba s i ca l l y  with s i n g l e  family detached houses on p a r t i c u l a r  l o t s .  

Now, a t  t h a t  t i m e ,  i n  t h a t  ordinance it required  because t h a t  
was t he  genera l  way th lngs  w e r e  done, t h a t  was t he  rou t ine  way building 
was occurred,  s o  a t  t h a t  t i m e  they required t h a t  i f  you wanted more than 
one bui ld ing on a  l o t ,  they required  t h a t  you go t o  t he  Board of Adjust- 
ment f o r  a  variance because a t  t h a t  t i m e  t h a t  was a  var iance ,  t h a t  was 
t he  exception t o  t h e  ru l e .  The r u l e  was t h a t  you should put  and people 
did put  one bui ld ing on a  l o t ,  o t h e r  than bui ld ing slum condit ions.  Now, 
s o  t h a t  Board of Adjustment variance was required.  Now, a s  e a r l y  a s  15 
years  ago and even before t h a t ,  with t he  emergence of mult i -bui lding 
type p r o j e c t s ,  apartments,  and multi-building o f f i c e  complexes, and com- 
mercial  developments and i n d u s t r i a l  complexes, it became a  nuisance. 
When I was Direc tor  of Planning here  some 16-17 years  ago, it was a  
nuisance f o r  people who were building apartment p ro j ec t s  t o  have t o  come 
down and go before t h e  Board of Adjustment t o  have a  variance granted f o r  
them t o  bu i ld  a  proper p r o j e c t  i n  a  proper zone. So, and again,  a s  e a r l y  
a s  15-16 years  ago, w e  s t a r t e d  wr i t ing  a  new zoning ordinance. A t  t h a t  
t i m e  w e  an t i c ipa t ed  t h a t  t h i s  w e  r e a l i z e d  t h a t  t h i s  was a  problem, s o  i n  
t he  new zoning ordinance w e  wrote t h a t  with proper precaut ions ,  i f  a  
plan were submitted t o  t h e  s t a f f  and a l l  of t he  var ious  agencies of t h e  
C i ty ,  a l l  the various departments, t h e  engineering and t h e  t r a f f i c  and 
t h e  drainage and t he  f i r e ,  etc. i f  they a l l  approved of t h a t  p r o j e c t ,  
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and s a i d  t h a t  it was proper and m e t  the law, then t h a t  p r o j e c t  could be 
submitted t o  t h e  Planning Commission f o r  what w e  c a l l e d  a Planned Build- 
ing  Group Approval. 

Now, a s  you very w e l l  know, w e  a t  t he  present  t i m e  opera te  
under two ordfnances. W e  s t i l l  have t he  o ld  zoning ordinance, and w e  
have t h e  new zoning ordinance,  which was passed some years  ago. Now, i n  
t he  o ld  zones you opera te  under t h e  o ld  ordinances and t h e  new zones you 
opera te  under t h e  new ordinance. By reason t o  t h a t  f a c t  w e  always had 
t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  i n  t he  o ld  zones where you s t i l l  had t o  go back t o  t he  
Board of Adjustment except f o r  a period of t i m e  it was concluded t h a t  
you would no t  have t o  do t h a t .  That you could,  even i f  you had i n  t h e  
o ld  zones, you could go t o  t h e  Planning Commission and g e t  a Planned 
Building Group Approval. A l l  r i g h t .  

W e  ended up some months ago, a c tua l l y  more than a year  ago, 
with s eve ra l  con t rovers ia l  apartment p r o j e c t s .  One of them was a de- 
tached s i n g l e  family p r o j e c t  and one of t h e m  was a garden apartment pro- 
j e c t .  The garden apartment p ro j ec t  was on t he  southeas t  s i d e  of the  City.  
Now, a t  t h a t  t i m e  because of t h a t  con t rovers ia l  p r o j e c t ,  t h e  idea  of t h e  
Planning Commission being allowed t o  approve mul t ip le  bui ld ings ,  i n  
e f f e c t  grant ing  a var iance ,  was challenged. It had never been challenged 
f o r  12,  13, 1 4  o r  however long t h e  new zoning ordinance had been passed. 
I t  had never been challenged but  because these  p ro j ec t s  w e r e  controver- 
s i a l ,  t he  l e g a l i t y  of t h a t  ordinance was o r  t h a t  proviso was challenged. 

Now, with ou t s ide  counsel and M r .  Pa t  Gardner i s  here ,  and he 
can address t h e  Council with respect  of t h i s ,  it was es tab l i shed  t h a t  
i n  e f f e c t ,  it probably was i l l e g a l .  That t h e  Board of Adjustment ac tua l ly  
was the  o f f i c i a l  cons t i t u t ed  body t o  g r an t  a variance s o  long, a s  t he  one 
bui ld ing pe r  l o t  proviso ex i s t ed  on the  o ld  ordinance. W e  t a lked  t o  M r .  
Gardner and es tab l i shed  t h a t  it was, i n  f a c t ,  probably an i l l e g a l  proviso. 
So what t h i s  ordinance does now i s  t o  say w e  w i l l  e l imina te  t h e  Planned 
Building Group Approval by t h e  Planning Commission. W e  w i l l  no longer  
have t h a t .  W e  w i l l  no longer have t he  one bui ld ing per  l o t  proviso 
variance by t h e  Board of Adjustment. What w e  w i l l  s u b s t i t u t e  i n  t h i s  
ordinance is t h a t  w e  w i l l  have i n  zones t h a t  a r e  s i n g l e  family zones, the 
R - 1 ,  t h e  R-A, and t h e  o the r  s i n g l e  family zones, t he r e  a r e  t h r ee ,  t h a t  
you can only have one bui ld ing per  l o t  i n  those zones, but  i n  a l l  o the r  
d i s t r i c t s ,  you w i l l  be allowed t o  have mult i -bui lding p ro j ec t s  on those 
kind of p rope r t i e s  i f  you submit a proper plan t o  t h e  s t a f f  and t o  t he  
Ci ty  and t o  t h e  Housing Department f o r  t h a t  approval. 

Now, f rank ly ,  w e  think t h a t  t h a t ' s  t h e  way this s i t u a t i o n  
should be handled. W e  th ink  t he r e  a r e  adequate, more than adequate, 
safeguards.  W e  can t ake  t h e  s t a f f .  It can be concerned with th ings  
l i k e  t r a f f i c ,  i ng re s s ,  engineering, f i r e ,  f i r e  l anes ,  hydrants ,  planning, 
open space se tbacks ,  spacing and bui ld ing,  zonings, p l a t t i n g ,  u t i l i t i e s ,  
drainage and t he  bui ld ing code. W e  th ink  i f  a l l  of those  ordinances are 
recognized and your p r o j e c t  allows f o r  t h a t ,  then you should not  have 
t o  go t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment. Now i f  you want a var iance ,  say ,  i n  
a bui ld ing setback l i n e ,  then you would s t i l l  have t o  go t o  t he  Board 
of Adjustment f o r  t h a t  variance.  

Now, what w e  have a t  t he  p resen t  t i m e  i s  t h e  Board of Adjust- 
ment v i r t u a l l y  and ac tua l l y  has a ve to  power over zoning. I f  you have 
a p iece  of property t h a t  i s  properly zoned f o r  apartment use,  you s t i l l  
cannot go and g e t  a bui ld ing permit u n t i l  you go t o  t h e  Board of Adjust- 
ment s o  t h a t  the  Board of Adjustment i s  a t  t he  present  t i m e  the  h ighes r  
au tho r i t y  i n  t h i s  community. The Ci ty  Council now does no t  e s t a b l i s h  
t h e  zone. The Board of Adjustment w i l l  e s t a b l i s h  whether you can have 



an apartment p r o j e c t .  Now, i t ' s  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  p o s s i b l e  t o  say ,  w e l l ,  
you can r e a l l y  have an apartment p r o j e c t  and you don ' t  have t o  go t o  
t h e  Board of Adjustment i f  you b u i l d  one g i a n t  bui ld ing .  I f  you p u t ,  
l e t ' s  say ,  you had 160 u n i t  p r o j e c t ,  i f  you p u t  a l l  of those  160 f a m i l i e s  
i n  one bui ld ing ,  then you d o n ' t  have t o  go t o  the Board of Adjustment, 
Now I submit t o  t h e  Council i s  t h i s  as p a t e n t l y  absurd t h a t  w e  should,  
t h i s  community should have an ordinance t h a t  would, i n  e f f e c t ,  f o r c e  
apartment b u i l d e r s  o r  any, it d o e s n ' t  need t o  be apartment,  it could be 
commercial o r  an o f f i c e  complex t h a t  w e  should f o r c e  a one bu i ld ing  con- 
d i t i o n  on a l l  of t h e  zones. That would be t h e  only way t h a t  you could 
g e t  t h i s  kind of a p r o j e c t  approved without  having t o  go t o  t h e  Board of 
Adjustment. So, i n  e f f e c t ,  t h e  Board of Adjustment has a  v e t o  power over 
t h e  C i t y  Counc i l ' s  zoning a c t i o n s .  

What it a c t u a l l y  does is it d i senf ranch i ses  those  people who 
have proper ly  c o n s t i t u t e d  zones. I f  I own a p iece  of proper ty  t h a t  i s  
proper ly  zoned f o r  multi-family o r  apartment uses ,  I s t i l l  have nothing. 
I c a n ' t  go down and g e t  a bu i ld ing  permit t o  b u i l d  t h a t  apartment p r o j e c t .  
I have g o t  t o  go t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment. I submit t h a t  t h i s  con- 
s t i t u t e s  a  t o t a l  double jeopardy. I f  an o u t  of town ent repreneur  o r  
some ent repreneur  i n  t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio wants t o  b u i l d  an apartment 
p r o j e c t ,  w e l l ,  l e t ' s  say a two-building bank p r o j e c t ,  on a  p iece  of pro- 
pe r ty .  I f  he g e t s  and le t ' s  assume i t ' s  a c o n t r o v e r s i a l  case ,  and he 
wins t h a t  case before  t h i s  august  body, he s t i l l  has  abso lu te ly  nothing 
because he has t o  go back t o  the  Board of Adjustment t o  g e t  approval.  

So what I ' m  saying i s  t h a t  t h e  way w e  have it now, t h i s  proviso ,  
where you have t o  go t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment, i n  e f f e c t ,  negates  our  
whole zoning ordinance.  I t ' s  t o t a l l y  d i sc r imina to ry  and i t ' s  an absurdi ty .  
Our p a r t i c u l a r  f i rm opera tes  a l l  over t h e  United S t a t e s .  W e  have done 
var ious  p r o j e c t s  and var ious  planning,  done a  l o t  of planning a c t i v i t y  
i n  many, many major c i t i e s  throughout t h e  United S t a t e s .  I pe r sona l ly  
have been involved i n  planning f o r  t h e  p a s t  20 yea r s .  To t h e  b e s t  of my 
knowledge, t h e r e  is no major o r  minor community i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  t h a t  
r e q u i r e s  t h i s  s o r t  of th ing .  Q u i t e  f r ank ly ,  I t h i n k  it i s  an absurd i ty  
and I th ink  i t ' s  something t h a t  w e  should abandon. 

Now, I might p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  i n  d i scuss ions  - more than  one 
one - with a member of t h e  Board of Adjustment, they d o n ' t  want t h a t  
a u t h o r i t y .  They d o n ' t  want a ve to  power over  t h e  C i t y  Council.  Now, 
t h a t ' s  n o t  what they w e r e  i n s t i t u t e d  f o r  and f rank ly  they d o n ' t  want t h a t  
s o r t  of a c t i v i t y .  Now, w e  s t r o n g l y  and t h e r e  a r e  var ious  people h e r e ,  
M r .  P a t  Gardner i s  here ,  M r .  E lk in  McGoy i s  here ,  M i s s  Barbara MacManus 
i s  here ,  M r .  John Hendby, a r e  here  who and they a d d i t i o n a l l y  would l i k e  t o  
speak i n  behalf  of t h i s  ordinance.  

Now, i n  conclusion,  I would l i k e  t o  say t h a t  t h e  arguments 
a g a i n s t  mul t ip le  bu i ld ings  on a l o t  proper ly  c o n s t i t u t e d  have abso lu te ly  
nothing t o  do with mul t ip le  bu i ld ings .  They have t o  do with what kind 
of p r o j e c t s  a r e  t o  be b u i l t ,  whether t h e y ' r e  t o  be b u i l t  subs id ized  o r  
luxury. I submit t h a t  t h e  p r o j e c t  t h a t  caused t h e  g r e a t  d e a l  of concern,  
t h e  concern was no t  because w e  were t a l k i n g  about p u t t i n g  mul t ip le  bui ld-  
i n g s  on t h e  l o t ,  t h e  concern w a s  because it w a s  t o  be a  subs id ized  
housing p r o j e c t .  I f  t h a t  had been a luxury housing p r o j e c t ,  non-federal ly  
s u b s t i t u t e d ,  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  p r o j e c t  would not  have been c o n t r o v e r s i a l ,  
I t ' s  conceivable  t h e r e  might have been some controversy but  t h e r e  cer- 
t a i n l y  would n o t  have been controversy of t h e  magnitude t h a t  t h e r e  was. 
Now, wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  o t h e r  d i f f i c u l t  p r o j e c t ,  t h i s  w a s  a  s i t u a t i o n  
where it was a  s i n g l e  family zone and mul t ip le  bu i ld ings  were being pro- 
posed t o  be put  on a  l o t  i n  a s i n g l e  family zone. Now, t h e  ordinance t h a t  
i s  proposed here  excludes t h e  s i n g l e  family zones. Within the  s i n g l e  
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family zones, t h e  A ,  t h e  R - 1  and t h e  R-A, you st i l l  can only put  one 
bui ld ing per  l o t .  I n  a l l  o ther  d i s t r i c t s ,  t h i s  ordinance proposes t h a t  
you be allowed t o  put  mul t ip le  bui ld ings  on a l o t  and w e  s t rong ly  re- 
commend t h i s .  W e  th ink  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  w e  have now is the  t o t a l  negat ive 
f o r  t he  San Antonio community. I t  makes it inc red ib ly  hard t o  j u s t i f y  
coming i n  here and doing anything on t h i s  b a s i s  when you ' re  exposed t o  
t h i s  s o r t  of a double jeopardy s i t u a t i o n .  I f  t he r e  a r e  any ques t ions ,  
I ' d  be happy t o  t r y  and answer them. 

DR. JOSE SAN MARTIN: M r .  Mayor, I ' d  l i k e  t o  ask Ralph, t he  statement 
t h a t  you made t h a t  t h e  Board of Adjustment, you've t a lked  t o  them. They 
don ' t  want t he  r a t e  of power, I haven ' t  heard anything o f f i c i a l l y  from 
t h e  Board of Adjustment to . . . .  

MR. BENDER: Well, I ,  no, t h a t ' s  co r r ec t .  I ' v e  ta lked personal ly  t o  
one member of t h e  Board, yes.  

DR. SAN MARTIN: Well, t he r e  it is .  It seems t o  me t h a t  when you s i t  
on t h e  Board, you do what you ' re  supposed t o  do under t he  regu la t ions .  
Sometimes w e  don ' t  want t o  spend t oo  much t i m e  on c e r t a i n  th ings ,  but  w e  
have t o  do t h a t .  

MR. BENDER: Tha t ' s  co r r ec t .  That ' s  co r r ec t .  And they c e r t a i n l y  a r e  
doing it, Doctor. I don ' t  mean t o  say t h a t  they a r e  sh i rk ing  t h e i r  ob l i -  
ga t ion .  They are . . . . .  

DR. SAN MARTIN: This information t h a t  you have, was it j u s t  informally 
given t o  you? 

MR. BENDER: Tha t ' s  c o r r e c t .  Tha t ' s  co r r ec t .  I t  was informally given 
t o  m e  by one member of t h e  Commission. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: L e t  m e  ask Gene then. In  s tudying t h e  purpose of 
t h i s  proposed ordinance,  d id  you ask various department heads f o r  t h e i r  
opinions o r  members of t h e  Planning Commission o r  members of t h e  Board 
of Adjustment what t h e i r  opinions might be? 

MR. CAMARGO: W e  do no t  have the  opinion from the  Board of Adjustment 
on t h i s  ordinance. The ordinance has gone before t he  Planning Commission. 

DR.  SAN MARTIN: But you d id  no t  ask f o r  any comments from the  members 
of t h e  Board of Adjustment e i t h e r  ind iv idua l ly  o r  c o l l e c t i v e l y ?  

MR. CAMARGO: No, sir. I d id  not .  
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DR. SAN MARTIN: Did they  v o l u n t e e r  any t o  you in fo rma l ly?  

MR. CAMARGO: NO, s ir .  

MAYOR BECKER: Thank you, t h e r e  a r e  no o t h e r  q u e s t i o n s .  

MRS. LILA COCXRELL: May I ask t h i s  q u e s t i o n  j u s t  t o  g e t  it 
c l a r i f i e d .  It i s  your f e e l i n g  t h a t  p rev ious  o b j e c t i o n s  of which 
you have been aware, had been n o t  i n  t h e  n a t u r e  of a r c h i t e c t u r a l  
p lanning  o b j e c t i o n s  t o  t h e  Planned Bui ld ing  Group, b u t  have been 
more toward t h e  method of f i n a n c i n g  o r  t o  t h e  Fede ra l  n a t u r e  of t h e  
p r o j e c t .  Is t h a t  c o r r e c t ?  

MR. BENDER: T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t .  There was no way t h a t  they  could 
cha l l enge  t h e  i n t e g r i t y  of  t h e  p r o j e c t  because t h e s e  p r o j e c t s ,  t h e  
one i n  q u e s t i o n  had had t h e  approval  of  every s i n g l e  s o l i t a r y  agency 
a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  f e d e r a l  government, w i th  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  
t h e s e  p a r t i c u l a r  p r o j e c t s .  So t h a t  could n o t  be cha l lenged .  Every 
s i n g l e  s o l i t a r y  ord inance  t h a t  t h e  C i t y  r e q u i r e s  and every  s i n g l e  
s o l i t a r y  agency t h a t  has  any s o r t  o r  department t h a t  has  any s o r t  of 
j u r i s d i c t i o n  o r  c o n t r o l  over  t h o s e  p r o j e c t s  had been m e t .  And t h e s e  
were numerable. 

MRS. COCKRELL : The ord inance  a t  p r e s e n t  a s  it i s  now c o n s t i t u t e d  
even though it might s t i l l  have t h i s  review a u t h o r i t y ,  t h e  Board of 
Adjustment does n o t  l e g a l l y  have t h e  power t o  speak t o  t h e  i s s u e  of 
what k ind  o f  f i nanc ing  t h e r e  i s  on any apar tment  o r  b u s i n e s s  p r o j e c t ,  
i s n ' t  t h a t  c o r r e c t ?  

MR. BENDER: That i s  c o r r e c t .  T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t .  

MR. ALVIN G.  PADILLA: M r .  Bender. 

MR. BENDER: Y e s ,  sir.  

MR. PADILLA: The - t h e  concern I have i n  t h i s ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  I can 
a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  - t h e  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  i n d u s t r y  and y o u r s e l f  a s  an 
a r c h i t e c t .  I t h i n k  I can a p p r e c i a t e  your remarks t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  
you f e e l  t h a t  y o u ' r e  f aced  wi th  double  jeapardy and s o  f o r t h .  I 
r e a l i z e  t h a t  most of  t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  t h a t  has  con tac t ed  me comes from 
a  p a r t i c u l a r  p a r t  of town t h a t  has  been f aced  wi th  - with  t h e  problem 
of t h i s  t y p e  of f e d e r a l  sponsor  i n  housing.  However, I must con fes s  
t h a t  it b o t h e r s  m e  somewhat t h a t  i f  we have t h i s  t ype  of l e g i s l a t i o n  
we ' r e  going t o  be  d e p r i v i n g  t h e  c i t i z e n  of one method t h a t  he has  
used t o  s t a t e  h i s  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  t h i s  t y p e  of p r o j e c t  when he f e e l s  
t h a t  is s a t u r a t i n g  an a r e a .  Now, I d o n ' t  know i f  w e  t a k e  t h i s  from 
t h e  c i t i z e n ,  what i n  t h e  world t h e y ' r e  going t o  do. I r e a l i z e  t h a t  
i f  t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  i s  based on one t h i n g ,  namely, t h e  s a t u r a t i o n  of a  
p a r t i c u l a r  t ype  of housing i n  a  p a r t i c u l a r  quadran t  of  town, i f  t h a t  
i s  t h e  o p p o s i t i o n ,  then  i f  you g e t  t h e  p r o j e c t  k icked o u t  on t h e  
b a s i s  of  non-approval a t  t h e  Board of Adjustment, a r b i t r a r y  non- 
approva l ,  t h a t  may n o t  be very  c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  what someone i n  your  
p r o f e s s i o n  would l i k e  t o  s e e ,  b u t  it does  g i v e  t h e  c i t i z e n  a  
p a r t i c u l a r  t o o l .  I t ' s  i n  t h e  n a t u r e  of a  t e c h n i c a l i t y ,  a s  it were,  
b u t  I ' m  anxious t h a t  c i t i z e n s  have some method, some way of r e g i s t e r -  
i n g  t h e i r  o p p o s i t i o n  i n  some e f f e c t i v e  manner when they  f e e l  t h a t  
t hey  have t o .  I ' d  l i k e  t o  hea r  your remarks on - on t h a t .  

MR. BENDER: Well,  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  C i t y ,  of  c o u r s e ,  t h e r e  a r e  
o p p o r t u n i t i e s  on newly zoned p rope r ty .  On anyth ing  newly zoned, of  
cou r se ,  t h e r e  i s  t h e  Planning Commission hea r ing  which conducts  
t h e i r  a c t i v i t i e s  a t  a  p u b l i c  hea r ing  and t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  has  a  chance 
t o  man i f e s t  t h e i r  o p p o s i t i o n  a t  t h a t  t ime and t h e n  a t  t h e  C i t y  Council  
A t  t h e  zoning hea r ings  of t h e  C i ty  Council  t hey  have an  oppor tun i ty  
t o  m a n i f e s t  t h e i r  o p p o s i t i o n  a t  t h a t  t i m e .  Now, t h a t  was n o t  t h e  c a s e  
i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s o u t h e a s t  s i d e  p r o j e c t  because t h a t  p r o p e r t y  had 
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already been zoned so that the public hearings were over. Now, I 
would say that if a segment or an area of this community desired not 
to have any additional type of assisted housing, then that their 
remarks and their - their argument needs to be addressed to the 
federal government, that these projects are not welcome in their 
area and that they do not want any of those kind of projects. Now, 
with respect to subsidized housing, it's a moot question at the 
moment. We don't have any more subsidized housing. It's question- 
able whether we will ever have any more subsidized housing. The 
160 units of subsidized housing that were not built there are 
irrevokably lost. They can never be reclaimed. That's 160 units of 
housing that this community desperately needed that we will never 
have now. But that's beside the point. 

My point is that let's not incumber the entire and embrace 
the entire metropolitan area with this kind of a burdensome procedural 
operation, merely to keep undesirable projects from occurring in 
isolated areas. If those projects are not welcome then those 
communities need to address the federal government and this government 
here that we do not want that kind of housing in our community and 
in our area. Then I'm sure the federal government would probably 
not select those areas. I think there's a great deal of misunderstand- 
ing about where these projects are located and why they're located. 
These projects are very specifically located by this particular 
project and all federally housing projects are very closely scrutinized 
by the federal government. They have very stringent guide lines on 
where you could put these kinds of housing projects. They, to a very 
large measure, determine where these projects were to be located. It 
was not entirely the decision of the developer or the entre preneur. 
So it had to have the blessing of the federal government. Now, my 
point is that if we don't want this kind of housing which I think 
would be a terrible mistake, we desperately need this kind of housing. 
And this kind of housing was built very handsomely and beautifully. 
There were projects that were - were abused. But by and large there 
were very fine projects that have been built and were built and people 
are living in them today. I think we should have that kind of housing, 
but my point is that if we don't want that kind of housing then it's 
a very simple thing to tell the federal government, "look, we just 
do not want that kind of housing in this particular area." If this 
secture of the City doesn't want any more of that kind of housing 
then I'm sure they address their remarks to the government, the 
government would not select housing projects in that area, even 
though that housing was desperately needed in that area. 

MR. PADILLA: This - this is my concern. You see I can't disagree 
with building industry and - and with the remarks that you make in 
general. My concern centers primarily on not wanting to deprive the 
citizens of some sort of avenue to manifest his opposition to this 
or any other type of project. We've found ourselves here once or 
twice with an impossible situation in terms of projects that we our- 
selves or that the City considered undesirable. Yet because the 
project met all administrative guide lines, so to speak, we're in a 
position of having to issue the permit or face mandamus, you know. 
So we had no choice in what I refer to specifically as curb cuts and 
situations where everybody concerned stated that it was an undesir- 
able situation, but we have no choice because the rules are laid 
down, the project met the rules, we had to issue the permits. 

MR. BENDER: That's correct. 

MR. PADILLA: I can appreciate the concern of the citizen in any 
sector of town, not only the southeast, but any where else. I think 
my subsequent efforts are going to be aimed at trying to work with 
staff in terms of how can we provide an avenue of appeal as it were, 
or some method by which the people can still register opposition 
when they feel that they have good reasons for doing so. I am 
concerned that if we, if we just delineate a set of rules and a 
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particular project meets everything, now on the one hand it would 
seem that if it meets all the rules then it merits approval, on 
the other hand, citizens in the neighborhood and - and I'm one 
person that holds that people in a neighborhood have certain rights, 
even within that area, and I'm not sure that the federal government 
sitting in Washington is going to be always entirely aware or 
sympathetic to their particular feelings, particularly when those 
feelings conflict with what is federal policy, you see. 

MR. BENDER: I appreciate that Mr. Padilla, but we have a local 
office here. We, these things are administered out of the local 
office not out of Washington. Now, what I'm saying is that there 
is a reverse right and we are a government of law. We have written 
laws, and when those laws are written, then everybody should have 
the right to be able to understand that those are the laws and if 
you abide by those laws that then you can continue unencumbered. 
But, again, I'm not arguing the point. There are many ways that 
this problem can be solved, but let's not solve it with the 
absurdity of the multiple buildings, because quite frankly it makes 
hypocrites out of the people who have to come down and argue 
against it because there's no way they can argue against the multi- 
ple building provision. Their only argument is to say, "look, it 
is perfectly alright if you put it in a great big building, see." 
So I think we need to get rid of this absurdity and - and we need 
to address, if this Council desires to address itself to this other 
totally different matter then it certainly has a right to do that. 
But, frankly, with the state of the housing industry today, we need 
to encourage and not hamstring that industry any more than it is at 
the present time. 

MR. PADILLA: I agree with that. 

MR. BENDER: Thank you. 

REVEREND CLAUDE W. BLACK: May I just have you clarify that state- 
ment because I think that one of the vital aspects of any change in 
this area, is to be addressed to making available housing to people. 
I mean I recognize the necessity for, as Councilman Padilla has said, 
for opportunities to-for the citizens to address the issues that 
they're against. I also recognize the tremendous need that I 
personally think in the future for this type of housing where you're 
going to have many buildings in one area. Is it your opinion then, 
that a failure to act positively in this regard would tend to deter 
the erection of this kind of housing in the building industry? Do 
you think...... 

MR. BENDER: There isn't any question about it, absolutely none, 
whatsoever. It will be and is at the moment at an enormous deterrent 
for anybody coming into or being here and getting involved in any 
kind of business, not just necessarily housing, but office complexes, 
industrial complexes. We're not just talking about housing. Anybody 
who has a two building industrial plant has now got to go again 
through the Board of Adjustment. It's an incredible deterrent. As 
a matter of fact the full ramifications haven't even begun to be felt, 
if we don't act positively. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: Mr. Mayor, I'd just like for information - I 
want you to attach any special significance to this question, it's 
just for information. Would you say that most of the cases before 
the Board of Adjustment are usually granted or denied? I mean just 
off the top of your head. 

MR. BENDER: Doctor, I have no idea. I just have no idea whether 
they are, 1-1 don't know where they are........ 

DR. SAN MARTIN: What I'm trying to get to is, is it that hard to go 
before the Board of ~djustment? Yes or no? 
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MR. BENDER: Yes, it's extremely difficult and time consuming 
and....... 

DR. SAN MARTIN: The question is, how many people are - have no 
chance because the Board of Adjustment - the records show that 50 
percent are turned down? 

MR. BENDER: Gene, could you answer that I have no idea. 

MR. CAMARGO: As to this last amendment, most of the cases that 
have gone to the Board of Adjustment on the multiple building provisions 
without any request for variance on set backs, fences, etc.;have 
been approved. 

DR. SAN MARTIN : They have been approved? 

MR. CAMARGO : They have been....... 

DR. SAN MARTIN : Most of them, would you say? 

MR. CAMARGO: Yes, sir, they have been. We never have any variances 
being requested on set backs and fences. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: Just on the question of more than one building 
on one lot, would you say that a great majority of them have been, 
in other words, it's just the trouble of going through the motions 
of getting there, is that correct? 

MR. CAMARGO: That's correct sir. It requires application, 
notification, ten days time and the actual public hearing ........ 
DR. SAN i4ARTIN: What's the cost to the developer or proponent 
to go through the Board of Adjustment? 

MR. CAMARGO : Twenty dollars. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: Is that all? 

MRS. COCKRELL : Let me ask another question. From the Board of 
Adjustment there is appeal is there not to the District Court? For 
example, if the Board of Adjustment, I understand the problem and 
I'm trying to address the concern of the residents. But I'm sure 
that this is the right way to do it. The concern of the residents 
is when they feel their area is over saturated with a certain type 
of federally financed apartment projects and they want to see an 
effective way of blocking additional projects in their neighborhood, 
I understand and I sympathize with their concern, but it seems to me 
that if a Board of Adjustment because of this reason denies an 
applicant the right to build multiple buildings instead of the single 
building that, again, there's still that right of appeal to the court 
and if it would be pretty hard in the courts, you know, to explain 
why the Board of Adjustment would turn down a valid multiple unit 
structure. The fact that the court would not consider I don't feel 
any evidence regarding the fact that it were a federal project if 
the zoning and other factors were correct. I'm just questioning 
whether this in the long run is really a valid tool. 

MR. BENDER : Well. . . . . . 
MRS. COCKRELL: It seems to me that there should be other ways of 
appeal or other ways where citizens could be heard and I'm wondering 
if our legal staff would perhaps review whether or not in connection 
with federally financed projects, there could be some type of local 
hearing that would be directly to that issue rather than to just to 
the multiple building groups. 
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MR. BENDER: That's correct, that's how it should be addressed, 
and not have - it shouldn't have anything to do with the multiple 
buildings factor. 

MAYOR BECKER: Ralph, we'll be back to this subject in-in just 
a moment, but right now, we have on the docket, the opening of the 
bids for the $85 million worth of bonds for the coal plants and so 
forth. 

MR. BENDER: Doctor San Martin, when you asked me the question 
with respect of the Board of Adjustment's actions, I misunderstood 
what you asked me. I thought you asked me of all of the Board of 
Adjustment actions how many do they grant or how many they do not. 
We're talking about this and I would certainly concur with Gene that 
and in all probability if they are not controversial that they 
~ertainly~would be granted...... . 
DR. SAN MARTIN: Other than the time and the twenty dollars then..... 

MR. BENDER: Well, yes. First, I think that there are other non- 
seen difficulties involved in that, but what frankly ..... 
DR. SAN MARTIN: The reason I ask Ralph, if I may finish, is that 
you mentioned the fact that if this is a definite deterrent to business 
men either here or from out of town who wants to come in and do some- 
thing. Now is that really that much of a deterrent? 

MR. BENDER: Why would you purchase a piece of property and design 
a project if you knew that if even though it was zoned you might get 
turned down by the Board of Adjustment. You just wouldn't do it. 
You wouldn't purchase the property and, in other words, you have to have 
a project designed on a specific piece of property before you can go 
to the Board of Adjustment. You've got to show them what you're going 
to do. Now most properties are not designed before properties are 
acquired and before they proceed on that basis so there are enormous 
difficulties. It's not just the twenty dollar fee, that is of no 
consequence whatsoever. If I may, Mr. Pat Gardner is here and he would 
like to address the Council, on the basis of some of Mrs. Dutmer's.. ..... 
MAYOR BECKER: I wanted to ask you a question before you left, if 
you don't mind. Is there anything in this ordinance that would suddenly 
cause the deterioration in the type of building that would suddenly 
permit building in an indescriminate, irresponsible fashion? Would 
the distances between buildings, the set backs, and all that sort of 
thing apply just as they apply now? 

MR. BENDER: Absolutely.... .. 
MAYOR BECKER: I mean you couldn't just go in there and ravage a 
piece of property just because of this ordinance? 

MR. BENDER: Absolutely not. You are still going to have to have 
exactly the same approval you had before, you just don't have to have 
the Board of Adjustment. Absolutely, that's correct. 

MAYOR BECKER: Okay, Mr. Gardner. 

MR. PAT GARDNER: My name is Pat Gardner. I'm attorney and a mem- 
ber of the firm of Foster, Lewis, Langley, Gardner and Bennach. I'm 
here to speak about legal problems today, but I would not presume to 
advise this Council and I regard that you have very competent attorneys 
of your own. I've been hired by the Greater San Antonio Home Builders 
Association to represent them. But I'm not going to talk about their 
problems either. I'm going to talk about my problems. Those of an 
attorney who represents a developer who wants to build garden type 
office projects or apartment projects in San Antonio. Now, I'm going 
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t o  g i v e  you an example t h a t  i s  p r e t t y  c l o s e  t o  what occur red .  A 
Houston deve loper  comes t o  see m e  and says  I have decided t o  b u i l d  
an apar tment  p r o j e c t  i n  San Antonio. Your market  i s  b e t t e r  he re .  
Do I have any problems? I s a i d  w e l l ,  what k ind  of p r o j e c t  a r e  you 
gonna b u i l d .  A garden type  p r o j e c t ,  a  u sua l  one, m u l t i  b u i l d i n g s ,  
yes.  W e l l ,  w e  have a r e g u l a t i o n  t h a t  p r o h i b i t s  t h e  b u i l d i n g  o f  
more than  one b u i l d i n g  on one l o t .  And he s a y s ,  w e l l  I ' v e  heard  
t h a t  you have a  Planned Bui ld ing  Group P rov i s ions  down h e r e  t h a t  
can g e t  you around t h a t .  I s a i d  y e s ,  and you can use  them i f  you 
l i k e .  But i n  my op in ion  t h e y ' r e  i n v a l i d .  When you do g e t  your 
pe rmi t ,  y o u ' l l  r u n  t h e  r i s k  of someone coming i n  and i n j o i n i n g  t h e  
b u i l d i n g  and e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e  i n v a l i d i t y .  He s a y s ,  why are they  
i n v a l i d ?  And I s a i d  because they  c o n f e r  upon t h e  P lanning  Commission 
what i s  i n  e f f e c t  t h e  power t o  g r a n t  a  va r i ance .  Only t h e  Board o f  
Adjustment under  Texas l a w  can  g r a n t  a  va r i ance .  And he  says  t h a t ' s  
s imp le ,  w e ' l l  go b e f o r e  t h e  Board of Adjustment. I says  you can do 
t h a t .  But i n  my op in ion ,  t h e  Board of Adjustment does n o t  have t h e  
power t o  g r a n t  a  va r i ance .  Here I d i s a g r e e  very  s t r o n g l y  wi th  my 
co l l eague ,  M r .  Bender, because t h e  Board of Adjustment can on ly  g r a n t  
a  v a r i a n c e  where t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  e x i s t  where t h e  p l i g h t  of t h e  owner 
i s  due t o  unique c i rcumstances  and t h e y ' r e  no t  due t o  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  
i n  t h e  d i s t r i c t s  i n  which t h e  p r o p e r t y  i s  loca t ed .  Th i s  b u i l d e r  
d o e s n ' t  have any unique c i rcumstances  and t h e  Board of Adjustment 
has  t o  make a  f i n d i n g ,  a  w r i t t e n  f i n d i n g ,  t o  t h a t  e f f e c t ,  and it 
c a n ' t .  T h e r e ' s  no unusual  c o n d i t i o n s .  The c o n d i t i o n s  h e ' s  f a c i n g  
because of t h i s  r e g u l a t i o n  he f a c e s  throughout  R-3 Distr icts .  
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MR. GARDNER: I s a i d  s o  i f  you g e t  your var iance  and i f  somebody wants 
t o  oppose it and appeal t h e  variance,  i t ' s  going t o  be set as ide .  H e  
s a i d  w e l l ,  then what do I do? I s a i d ,  w e l l  i f  you l i k e ,  w e  can tes t  t h i s  
r egu la t ion  because i n  my opinion i t ' s  i nva l i d  i t s e l f .  A r egu la t ion  - any 
zoning regu la t ion  may no t  be unreasonable, capr ic ious  o r  a r b i t r a r y  and i n  
my opinion,  a  r egu la t ion  which p roh ib i t s  t h e  const ruct ion  of t he  type of 
apartment p ro j ec t  t h a t  is  almost un iversa l ly  used i n  t he  United S t a t e s  
today i n  suburban a reas  i s  unreasonable, capr ic ious  and a r b i t r a r y .  H e  
says  w e l l ,  t h a t ' s  g r e a t  bu t  I d i d n ' t  come t o  San Antonio t o  h i r e  you t o  
f i l e  a lawsui t .  I came t o  bui ld  an apartment p ro j ec t .  I th ink I ' l l  bui ld  
it i n  Austin and I ' v e  lost  a c l i e n t ,  t h a t ' s  my problem but  San Antonio's 
problem is t h a t  they 've l o s t  an apartment p ro j ec t .  

MAYOR BECKER: You might e labora te  i f  you w i l l  f o r  a  second, M r .  
Gardner, on exac t ly  what t h a t  loss means t o  t he  Ci ty  of San Antonio when 
you say an apartment p ro j ec t .  

MR. GARDNER: Well, it means a  l o s s  of a  g r e a t  dea l  of taxes  and very 
needed housing. 

MAYOR BECKER: Plus employment. 

MR. GARDNER: P lus  employment, a g r e a t  d e a l  of employment. Again, t he  
employment of some of my c l i e n t s .  I personal ly do no t  see subsidized 
housing a s  an i s s u e  here or fu r&er  hear ings  on t he  i s s u e  here.  We can 
go before t he  Board of Adjustment dS much a s  w e  want t o  bu t  I th ink we 
run a  very bad r i s k  and, i n  f a c t ,  I j u s t  wouldn't  countenance a  f i s k  
because the Board of Adjus tukn t ' s  dec i s ion  'in t h i s  regard would be set 
as ide .  Nobody ever  appeals them when t h e y ' r e  non-controversial  and t o  
my mind no con t rove r s i a l  one has ever been contested i n  a  d i s t r i c t  cour t .  
I th ink t h a t  under t h e  laws t h a t  p resen t ly  e x i s t  i n  the State of Texas, 
t h e  only hearing t h a t  t h i s  Council can g ive  c i t i z e n s  of t h e  ~ i t f 0 f " ~ a n  
Antonio who want to oppose an apartment p ro j ec t  o r  an o f f i c e  p ro j ec t  o r  
a shopping cen t e r ,  w e  have t h e  problems i n  a l l  t h r e e  kinds of p r o j e c t s ,  
i s  the  zoning hearing which t he  law provides f o r .  That ' s  t h e  only hearing 
you can r e a l l y  g ive  them. I f  you t r y  to  use the Board of Adjustment i n  
a mannei. i n  which i t ' s  been used o r  t he  Zoning Commission under t h i s  
Planning Building Group o r  t h e  manner i n  which i t  has been used, you a r e  
misusing both your Zoning Commission and your Board of Adjustment and 
sooner  o r  l a t e r ,  i t ' s  going t o  be es tab l i shed .  That ' s  a l l  I have t o  say. 

MAYOR BECKER: X q  j u s t  l i k e  t o  po in t  ou t  t h a t  r i g h t  a t  t h i s  p resen t  
t i m e  t h a t  t h e  Pres ident  of t h e  San Antonio Chamber of Commerce, General 
Bob M c D e r m o t t ,  who's the ch ie f  executive o f f i c e r  of t h e  U S h  Insurance 
Company is  at tempting t o  e s t a b l i s h  an 'economic development foundation 
through subscr ip t ion  of business i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  lawyers, doctors ,  a rchi -  
tects a s soc i a t i ons ,  whoever would l i k e  t o  jo in .  The r e q u i s i t e  of and 
t he  incremental values of membership commence a t  $10,000. Now, he ' s  
attempting t o  r a i s e  $3 mi l l ion  over t h e  next  t h r e e  year  period of t i m e ,  
a mi l l ion  d o l l a r s  a  year.  This money w i l l  be devoted and dedicated t o  
t h e  c r ea t i on  of an i n s t i t u t i o n  t h a t  w i l l  h i r e  a  very capable q u a l i f i e d  
type person who w i l l  b r ing  indus t ry ,  commercial- development, commercial 
a c t i v i t y  t o  t h i s  Ci ty .  NOW w e ' r e  no t  t a l k i n g  about U.S. Steel and Bethlehem 
and a l l  t h a t  s o r t  of th ing.  You cou ldn ' t  g e t  them here i f  you gave them 
t h e  bui ld ing,  p l a n t ,  s i te ,  f r e e  t axes  forever  and everything else. This 
i s n ' t  t h a t  type of a community nor is it geographically located  i n  any 
way t h a t  would a s s i s t  them. What w e  a r e  t a l k ing  about i s  c lean indus t ry ,  
e l e c t r o n i c  indus t ry ,  and th ings  l i k e  t h a t .  N o w  why i s  t h f s  i apo r t an t ?  
Simply because San Antonio needs job oppor tuni t ies .  San Antonio needs 
an improved level of per  c a p i t a  income. It 's t he  eleventh l a r g e s t  c i t y ,  
I th ink i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  and 49th, I be l i eve  it i s ,  on t h e  p e t  c a p i t a  
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income s c a l e .  Something t h a t  I d o n ' t  th ink we should be proud o f .  W e  
a l s o  have o ther  shortcomings and it was borne ou t  i n  t h e  newspaper 
a r t i c l e  here l a t e l y  an e d i t o r i a l  i n  t he ,  I th ink ,  t h e  San Antonio Evening 
N e w s  t h a t  i n  the f i r s t  s i x  months i n  t h e  S t a t e  of Texas t h i s  calendar  
year ,  157 new p l an t s ,  f a c t o r i e s ,  bus iness ,  i n d u s t r i a l  investments,  c a p i t a l  
investments came t o  t h e  S t a t e  of Texas. Wenty-nine of them I be l i eve  it wa 
went t o  Houston, s eve ra l  went t o  Aust in,  s eve ra l  went t o  Longview, Mid- 
land,  Dal las ,  For t  Worth, of course ,  and a l l  these  various a reas  and 
San Antonio go t  one, ou t  of 157. 

Now, what t h e y ' r e  t r y ing  t o  say here I th ink t h i s  morning 
addressing t h i s  matter  of how the  present  condi t ion  of t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  
adversely a f f e c t s  t h i s  C i ty ,  i s  i n  many ways hand i n  glove with the pro- 
blems t h a t  w e ' r e  t ry ing  t o  overcome with economic development foundation. 
You cannot bui ld  a t h r i v ing  community where everyone has a chance t o  ea rn  
a decent l i v i n g  and r a i s e  h i s  s tandard of l i v i n g  and a l l  t h a t  s o r t  of 
th ing and have a l l  these  impediments wrapped around t he  necks of every- 
body t h a t  tr ies t o  do anything. Now we're not  t a l k ing  about t r y ing  t o  
des t roy the City o r  make it unhabitable o r  t u rn  it i n t o  slums o r  any of 
t h a t  s o r t  of th ing.  We're merely t r y ing  t o  br ing  o u t  an a rcha ic  s i t u a -  
t i o n  t h a t  does e x i s t ,  t h a t  seems t o ,  from what I ' m  t o l d  here t h i s  morning, 
seems t o  not e x i s t  anywhere else i n  any major Ci ty  i n  t he  United States. 
I don ' t  know t h a t  w e  should be unique i n  t h i s  respect .  Do you have any- 
th ing else t o  add t~ your d iscuss ion?  

MR. GARDNER: No, I do no t ,  M r .  Mayor. Other than t o  say t h a t  we're 
unique i n  many, many f i n e  r e spec t s  and I d o n ' t  th ink t h i s  is r e spec t fu l l y  
what w e  need. 

MAYOR BECKER: Any ques t ions  f o r  M r .  Gardner? Okay. Thank you, sir. 
A l l  r i g h t ,  next  on t h e  list I don ' t  know how you a l l  want t o  s t a r t  again  
because s i n c e  we're on t h i s  l i s t ,  I guess w e ' l l  f i n i s h  with t h i s  l i s t  o r  
we have then M r .  Elkin McGoy. 

MR. ELKIN McGOY: I ' m  Elkin McGoy. I 'm  t h e  p res iden t  of t h e  Greater  
San Antonio Builders  Associat ion.  I th ink I speak f o r  a l l  1 4 0 0  of our 
members when I endorse what M r .  Bender and M r .  Gardner have s a i d .  They 
explained it very,  very w e l l .  I th ink what w e  r e a l l y  have t o  emphasize 
i s  t h a t  w e  have t o  have a set  of r u l e s  t o  opera te  by. W e  c a n ' t  have t h e  
Board of Adjustment have a reserve  c lause  t o  shoot down any p r o j e c t  a t  
t h e  l a s t  minute. A man has t o  be ab l e  t o  come i n t o  San Antonio, f i n d  
ou t  what he can do, where he can do it. I f  h e ' s  going t o  buy a p iece  of 
property,  it, of course ,  has t o  be zoned. I f  it is zoned, t he r e  a r e  a 
set of r u l e s  t h a t  apply t o  t h a t  zoning. I n  a town t h a t  has l i t e r a l l y  
hundreds and hundreds of multi-building p r o j e c t s ,  i t ' s  j u s t  not  good 
horse sense t o  have a r u l e  t h a t  says you c a n ' t  have but  one bui ld ing on 
one l o t  i n  R-3  and 1-1 zones and, of course,  o the r  zones too. So I would 
j u s t  l i k e  t o  emphasize t h a t  I th ink t h e  bui ld ing community has a r i g h t  
t o  expect a c lean  c u t  set of r u l e s .  W e  have a l l  those r u l e s  f o r  multi-  
bui ld ing projlects. W e  j u s t  have t o  remove t h i s  one c lause  t h a t  says one 
bu i ld ing ,  one l o t ,  and we're on a t r ack  where we're reasonably con t ro l l ed  
and a man knows what he can do. I would l i k e  t o  say one th ing about t h e  
f ede ra l l y  financed p r o j e c t s  they do g e t  some review a t  A l a m o  Council of 
Governments, i s n ' t  t h a t  r i g h t  M r s .  Cockrell? They're  no t  j u s t  something 
t h a t  t he  developer comes i n  here and does - any f ede ra l l y  funded p r o j e c t s  
do g e t  reviewed seve ra l  p laces  and t h e y ' r e  hard t o  g e t  through t h e  f e d e r a l  
government. So we thank you f o r  your t i m e  and endorse t h e  s t a f f ' s  recom- 
mendation of t h i s  change. 
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MAYOR BECKER: Elk in ,  be fo re  you leave  you s a i d  you r e p r e s e n t  1400 
members of t h e  Home Building Organization. You do more than  t h a t .  Those 
1400 members employ approximately how many thousand people t h a t  are i n  
the cons t ruc t ion  indus t ry?  Carpenters ,  plumbers, e l e c t r i c i a n s ,  cement 
f i n i s h e r s ,  and metal  l a t h e  and p l a s t e r ,  I ' v e  heard t h e r e  was 50,000 
people t h a t  a r e  p resen t ly  engaged o r  cons ider  themselves t o  be a p a r t  
of t h e  cons t ruc t ion  indus t ry  i n  t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio? 

MR. McGOY: I would th ink  50,000 would be l i g h t  i f  w e  took t h e  whole 
cons t ruc t ion  i n d u s t r y  a s  b i g  a  p a r t  of San Antonio 's  economy a s  it is .  
Of course ,  t h a t ' s  our  p o i n t  t h a t  w e  have t o  make t h i s  th ing  operable  f o r  
a l l  t h e s e  people t h a t  a r e  working. 

MAYOR BECKER: Then you have a l l  t h e  o t h e r  a n c i l l a r y  s e r v i c e s .  The 
people t h a t  s e l l  l i g h t  f i x t u r e s ,  roof ing  m a t e r i a l s ,  lumber, n a i l s ,  bath- 
room f i x t u r e s ,  and everything else, f u r n i t u r e ,  c a r p e t s .  

MR. McGOY: T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t ,  you know, 1 would l i k e  t o  s a y  one t h i n g  
too .  Going t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment is a p r e t t y  expensive p ropos i t ion  
because you may have t o  buy a  p iece  of land and develop it and draw a 
set of p lans  before  you can g e t  to t h e  Board of Adjustment. There ' s  
j u s t  many, many p l a c e s  f o r  it would be a tremendous d e t e r r e n t  and a very 
c o s t l y  one. Thank you, very much. 

MAYOR BECKER: Y e s ,  madam. 

MRS. COCKRELL: I d i d  want t o  comment on one th ing  M r .  McGoy s a i d .  
You mentioned t h e  Alamo Area Council of Governments as a  review agency. 
Actua l ly ,  t h e  review procedures t h e r e  I th ink  are n o t  i n  t h e  na tu re  of 
p u b l i c  hear ings .  

MR. McGOY : I understand. 

MRS. COCKRELL: O r  oppor tuni ty  f o r  a c i t i z e n ' s  inpu t .  They are re- 
viewed p r imar i ly  from t h e  b a s i s  of any adverse environmental considera- 
t i o n s  o r  i f  they  d i d  n o t  pursue t h e  l e g a l l y  e s t a b l i s h e d  processes  of 
l o c a l  government and t h a t  type  of  th ing .  

MR. McGOY: I was only saying t h a t  t h e  environmental  p a r t  of it is 
what t h e i r  cons ide ra t ion  is.  

MRS. COCKRELL: I t  is n o t  a  p lace  where a c i t i z e n  can come a s  i n  a 
p u b l i c  hearing.  I thought w e  should c l a r i f y  t h a t .  

MR. McGO-Y: I understand i t  is no t  a p u b l i c  hear ing  b u t  I understand 
it i s  publ ished i n  t h e i r  mail-out p u b l i c a t i o n .  

( A t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  t h e  Council  considered t h e  bond b ids  which 
had previous ly  been rece ived .  The hear ing  then resumed.) 
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MS. BARBARA MacMANUS : Mr. Mayor, members of the Council, my name 
is Barbara MacManus for the record. I'm here this morning as president 
of the San Antonio Apartment Association and also in my own behalf to 
make my own comments. I have with me this morning a letter from the 
San Antonio Apartment Association and to save ten cents I hand carried 
it. This letter is addressed to Mayor Charles Becker and members of 
the City Council of the City of San Antonio, Texas. 

"The San Antonio Apartment Association is a trade organiza- 
tion representing builders, owners, managers, and residents of more 
than 25,000 apartments in the San Antonio Metropolitan Area. The 
members of this organization feel that the added time and expense 
involved in obtaining a variance to allow more than one building on 
a property is an undue burden. The process which must be gone through 
to build apartments or commercial buildings of any kind, obtain 
appropriate zoning, vacating and replatting the property, obtaining 
approval of the plans and specifications by Housing and Inspections, 
obtaining building permits, etc. is certainly adequate safeguard against 
misuse of property. 

The original intent of the requirement was to prevent garages 
from being converted to living quarters, to prevent outbuildings from 
being thrown up in back yards of homes, etc. and the requirement in 
that respect is good. However, for new construction it is hardly 
necessary. Therefore, the San Antonio Apartment Association wishes to 
take this means of going on record in support of the proposed City 
ordinance allowing multiple buildings on property with zoning other 
than single family residential zoning." Respectfully yours, Barbara 
MacManus, President. 

A couple of comments in listening to what's been said this 
morning. My business is the management of properties, various types, 
commercial, residential, multi-family. We, in the management business 
would love to see buildings where all units were in one building. It 
certainly would make our job easier in the maintenance of these buildings 
but we couldn't sell it to the public. The public would not reside nor 
would they office in very large buildings, with no green spaces, to 
speak of, and very little control of traffic throughout the property. 
With the multiple buildings on a property, we are able to channel 
traffic so that they are not in each other's way. They do have the 
ability to get where they're going with ease. I've also observed in 
San Antonio many ways of getting around the business of going before 
the Board of Adjustment for a variance. I know two or three people in 
San Antonio who have built buildinqs under the old zoning and rather 
than go before the Board of Adjustment, they have built covered walkways 
and so forth, just so it was all under one roof and could conform to the 
one building ordinance. So they get around it and it does make a much 
poorer property, poorer project, in that respect. It is very difficult 
to design a large building all under one roof and have it anaestheti- 
cally acceptible building in this day and time. So for myself and for 
the Apartment Association, I would like to go on record in favor of the 
ordinance. Thank you. 

MAYOR BECKER: Thank you, very much. Any one have any questions of 
Ms. MacManus? Thank you very much. Okay, now then we'll start with 
the other list again. Mr. Joe Cumpian. 

MR. LEO MENDOZA: Mr. Mayor, I think there's another gentlemen...... 

MAYOR BECKER : Oh, I'm sorry. 

MR. JOHN HENDRY: I'll make this very brief because I know everyone 
1s getting tired and seems like we don't quite have the chance to take 
the short breaks that the Council sometimes leaves the council room 
for. So, I'll make this very brief. I'm John Hendry. I'm an individ- 
ual builder and I office at 4318 Woodcock. I just wanted to make one 
thing clear that I think most of the Council members and staff know, 
but possibly some people here in the room don't know. Approximately 
two-thirds of all of the housing units in the City of San Antonio in 
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1974 have been of t h e  mul t i - fami ly  v a r i e t y .  Th i s  was a l s o  t r u e  i n  1972. 
T h i s  was a l s o  t r u e  of t h e  C i t y  of D a l l a s ,  and t h e  C i t y  of Houston who w e  
t r y  ve ry  d e s p e r a t e l y  t o  keep up w i t h  when w e  can.  I n  o t h e r  words, t h e  
t r e n d  is t o  mul t i - fami ly  l i v i n g  whether w e  l i k e  it o r  n o t ,  and t h e r e ' s  
s p e c i f i c  reasons  f o r  t h a t  and t h e  r ea sons  a r e  b a s i c a l l y  t h e s e .  W e  a r e  
having a change i n  t h e  popu la t ion  mix. The demographics i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
t h e r e  a r e  l a r g e r  q u a n t i t i e s  of  people  between t h e  ages  of 50 and up a s  
f a r  a s  t h e  growth i n  t h e  nex t  t e n  o r  f i f t e e n  y e a r s  and l a r g e r  pe rcen t -  
ages  of people  i n  t h e  ages  of 25 t o  35. Those are your t w o  main a p a r t -  
ment dwe l l e r  groups.  So,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  p e o p l e ' s  ages  i n d i c a t e  mu l t i -  
f ami ly  l i v i n g .  Everyone knows w e  have a lower f e r t i l i t y  ra te  which 
means we have more 1 and 2 people  f a m i l i e s  o r  l e s s  l a r g e r  f a m i l i e s .  
T h a t ' s  a t r e n d  t h a t ' s  con t inu ing  v e r y  f a s t .  

I t ' s  more economic t o  b u i l d  mul t i - fami ly  housing because you 
g e t  more u n i t s  of  housing on land so, t h e r e f o r e ,  your l and  c o s t  p e r  
u n i t  i s  cheaper .  There a r e  h ighe r  maintenance costs and o p e r a t i n g  c o s t s  
l i v i n g  i n  a s i n g l e  f ami ly  home and a l l  of  u s  h e r e  a r e  w e l l  aware of t h a t  
due to  your h ighe r  u t i l i t y  c o s t s  t h a t  we've a l l  exper ienced  - some of 
them doubled.  The c o s t  of o p e r a t i n g  an apar tment  o r  l i v i n g  i n  an  a p a r t -  
ment u n i t  f o r  u t i l i t y  c o s t  is cheaper  due t o  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of more 
t h a n  one u n i t  i n  a b u i l d i n g .  There a r e  a l s o  a d d i t i o n a l  r e c r e a t i o n a l  
f a c i l i t i e s  a v a i l a b l e  a t  apar tments  t h a t  s i n g l e  f ami ly  d w e l l e r s  i n  most 
cases do  n o t  have a c c e s s  to. T h i s  a l s o  makes mul t i - fami ly  l i v i n g  more 
popula r .  So t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e r e  a r e  many r easons  f o r  t h e  mu l t i - f ami ly  
t r e n d  and I t h i n k  many s i n g l e  fami ly  home owners t h a t  are n o t  i n  t h e  
b u s i n e s s  o r  n o t  on t h e  C i t y  C o u n c i l =  aware gf t h e s e  t r e n d s .  

Any e x t r a  t i m e  t h a t  it c o s t s  t o  b u i l d  a mul t i - fami ly  p r o j e c t ,  
costs money. I t h i n k  t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio has  been v e r y  
i n  j u s t  approving a bond i s s u e  of less t h a n  seven p e r c e n t .  The r a t e  
t h a t  b u i l d e r s  have t o  pay now f o r  i n t e r i m  money i s  closer now t o  1 4  
pe rcen t .  For long term money, it i s  closer t o  t e n  pe rcen t .  Any d e l a y  
i n  t i m e  costs i n t e r e s t ,  l o s s  of  r e n t s  and i n c r e a s e s  t h e  c o s t s  of t h e  
b u i l d i n g .  When t h i s  happens, t h a t  c o s t  has  t o  be  passed on t o  t h e  
apar tment  d w e l l e r  which means more r e n t ,  and I t h i n k  a l l  of u s  would 
l i k e  t o  keep our  housing cost down f o r  t h e  c i t i z e n s  o f  San Antonio. 
The re fo re ,  any r e d  t a p e  t h a t  we can e l i m i n a t e ,  t h a t  s a v e s  t i m e  and 
t h e r e f o r e  s aves  c o s t  and t h e r e f o r e  s aves  r e n t ,  w e  should e l i m i n a t e .  
Thank you v e r y  mach. 

MAYOR BECKER: John,  i n  your computat ions  of a r r i v i n g  a t  1 4  p e r c e n t ,  
?or i n t e r i m  money a r e  you i n c l u d i n g  i n  t h e r e  t h e  u s u a l  r e q u e s t  f o r  
compensating ba l ances .  

MR. HENDRY: I a m  n o t  - t h a t ' s  an a d d i t i o n  t o  t h a t .  

MAYOR BECKER : T h a t ' l l  r u n  you up t o  sometimes t o  18  o r  h i g h e r ,  you know. 

MR. HENDRY: T h a t ' s  i n  a d d i t i o n ,  yeah. 

MAYOR BECKER: Okay. 

MR. HENDRY: Thank you. 

MAYOR BECKER: Thank you,  sir. A l l  r i g h t ,  M r .  J o e  Cumpian. 

MR. JOE CUMPIAN: My name i s  Joe Cumpian, and I ' m  an  a t t o r n e y  a t  1805 
Tower L i f e  Bu i ld ing ,  and I r e s i d e  i n  t h e  s o u t h e a s t  p a r t  of  t w n .  F i r s t  
of  a l l ,  it i s  w i t h  r e g r e t  t h a t  I s a y  t h i s  s i n c e  I ' v e  always worked f o r  
t h e  Mayor and defended him, b u t  I t h i n k  t h a t  many remarks t h a t  you have 
been making about  what t h e  C i t y  would lose by j u s t  l e t t i n g  m u l t i p l e  
b u i l d i n g s  go  on up ,  seems t o  m e  t o  be your op in ion  and y o u ' r e  t r y i n g  
t o  p o s s i b f l y  i n f l u e n c e  t h e  Council .  To me, it d o e s n ' t  s t r i k e  v e r y  
n i c e ,  Mayor, I ' m  mighty s u r p r i s e d  a t  what you have s a i d  and.. . . . .  
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MAYOR BECKER : I ' m  e n t i t l e d  t o  an  op in ion  ...... 
MR. CUMPIAN: You're e n t i t l e d  t o  a n  op in ion ,  y e s ,  b u t  you have a  
l o t  of  i n f l u e n c e  on a  l o t  of  people ,  and I ' m  s u r p r i s e d ,  I r e a l l y  am. 

MAYOR BECKER: W e l l ,  perhaps....... 

MR. CUMPIAN: L e t  m e  con t inue  w i t h  what I have t o  s ay .  F i r s t  o f  
a l l ,  M r .  Bender po in ted  o u t  t h e  fact t h a t  you people  h e r e  i n  t h e  C i t y  
of San Antonio,  we had it, t h e  Planned Bu i ld ing  Group, f o r  many y e a r s  
and it was never cha l lenged .  The f a c t  t h a t  it was never  chal lenge? 
does n o t  make it r i g h t .  Sometimes people  g e t  t o  t h e  p o i n t  where t h e y  
have t o  draw a l i n e  and we've drawn t h a t  l i n e .  We've thrown t h e  g a u n t l e t  
and we're go ing  t o  f i g h t  it. If  some of you people  t h i n k  t h a t  we're 
n o t  s e r i o u s  about  t h i s  w e  a r e .  W e  are ve ry  s e r i o u s  about  it. The 
Planned Bui ld ing  Group has  been knocked o u t .  L e t  it b e  where it is .  
W e  have p u t  it t o  rest ,  l eave  it t h e r e .  Why i s  it t h a t  always t h e  o r d i -  
nary  workman, t h e  o r d i n a r y  c i t i z e n ,  i s  t h e  one t h a t  is r i p p e d  o f f .  
H e ' s  t h e  one t h a t  has  t o  do  a l l  t h e  f i g h t i n g .  H e ' s  t h e  one t h a t  has  t o  
c a r r y  t h e  burden of proof a l l  t h e  way up through t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
agenc ie s  and i n t o  t h e  c o u r t s .  Why n o t ,  f o r  a change,  p u t  it on t h e  
s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t s .  The people  t h a t  want t h e  l a w  f o r  t h e i r  own conve- 
n i ence  and s o  f o r t h .  Why is i t  t h a t  t h e  c i t i z e n  always has  t o  be t h e  
one t h a t  i s  r ipped  o f f ?  I d o n ' t  unders tand  it. I t  is beyond my compre- 
hens ion  why w e  always have t o  g i v e  i n  t o  t h e  s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t s  and I 
t h i n k  t h a t  by g i v i n g  i n t o  t h e  s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t s  i s  what has  caused u s  
t h e  grave  concern t h a t  t h i s  coun t ry  i s  i n  r i g h t  now. I would s a y  t h a t  
t h a t ' s  what b rought  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  down h e r e  n o t  t o  p a s s  because of 
t h e  s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t  p r o v i s i o n s  i n  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  of t h e  S t a t e  of  
Texas. I t ' s  a  shame t h a t  t h e y  have to  p u t  t h o s e  p r o v i s i o n s  i n  t h e r e .  
T h a t ' s  why it d i e d .  T h a t ' s  what we  had h e r e ,  s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t s  v e r s e s  
t h e  o r d i n a r y  c i t i z e n .  

Now, I ' m  f o r  t h e  growth of San Antonio. I d o n ' t  want t o  see 
San Antonio decay.  I want t o  see it grow. I ' v e  g o t  f o u r  c h i l d r e n  and 
I hope they  l i v e  here i n  town. But ,  I ' m  n o t  an o b s t r u c t i o n i s t ,  you 
never  have seen  m e  marching,  you never  have seen  m e  s i g n i n g  s t u p i d  
p e t i t i o n s  about  impeachment and s o  f o r t h .  I d o n ' t  do  a  t h i n g  w i t h o u t  
t h i n k i n g  t h i n g s  through.  I t h i n k  t h a t  I thought  t h i s  t h i n g  through 
and I t h i n k  t h a t  I ' m  r i g h t .  Now, M r .  Bender t a l k s  abou t  double  jeopardy.  
W e l l ,  you buy land  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  are on t h e  land and 
t h e n  s u b j e c t  t o  zoning,  g e t t i n g  t h e  proper  zoning.  Then you go  and g e t  
your  p roper  zoning and then  you s t a r t  t h e  b u i l d i n g .  I t ' s  a l l  t h a t  
s imple .  You d o n ' t  i n v e s t  any money, you d o n ' t  buy t h e  land wi thou t  - 
you d o n ' t  t i e  y o u r s e l f  up wi thou t  p r o p e r l y  g e t t i n g  t h e  zoning f irst .  
Th i s  i d e a  of a  l o t  of a g e n c i e s  t h a t  we have now, a  l o t  of times t h e  
s k i d s  have been g reased  and t h e  poor c i t i z e n  does  n o t  have a  chance t o  
come i n .  By t h e  t ime he  comes i n  i t ' s  t o o  la te .  I ' l l  g i v e  you an  
example. We've been c o n t e s t i n g  t h e  p r o p e r t y  wer t h e r e  which you are 
v e r y  f a m i l i a r  w i th .  M r s .  Dorothy Burke came up h e r e  ve ry  p i o u s l y  t o  
you t h e  las t  t i m e  we w e r e  h e r e  and b e f o r e  w e  knew i t  s h e  had gone under 
t h e  Planned Bui ld ing  Group and g o t t e n  h e r s e l f  a  permi t .  Now, t h o s e  a r e  
t h e  k ind  of people  t h a t  b r i n q  b u i l d e r s  l i k e  M r .  Morton and o t h e r  b u i l d e r s  
a  bad name. Those are t h e  k ind  of b u i l d e r s  t h a t  we're concerned w i t h .  

MAYOR BECKER: I t  seems t o  m e ,  i f  I remember c o r r e c t l y ,  M r .  Cumpian, 
a  compromise agreement was reached w i t h  t h e  groups t h a t  were opposing 
X r s .  Burke 's  p r o j e c t  and I t h i n k  t h a t  it happened r i g h t  o u t  i n  t h e  h a l l  
o r  i n  some a n t e  room around h e r e  and they  came back i n  and everybody 
was thoroughly  i n  accord.  

MR. CUMPIAN: Y e s ,  but . . . . . . . .  

MAYOR BECKER: T h a t ' s  my r e c o l l e c t i o n . . . . . . . .  

MR. CUMPIAN: Your r e c o l l e c t i o n  i s  c o r r e c t ,  Mayor Becker, b u t  s h e  
s t i l l  had t o  go  b e f o r e  t h e  Board of Adjustment t o  g e t  a  v a r i a n c e  f o r  
m u l t i p l e  housing f o r  m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  and s h e  d i d n ' t  do  it. She 
snuck i n  h e r e  w i thou t  even l e t t i n g  u s  know about  it. W e l l ,  I ' m  t e l l i n g  
you t h a t ' s  what happened. Okay, number two, t h e r e ' s  no double  jeopardy 
A b u i l d e r  can  p r o t e c t  h imse l f ,  an i n v e s t o r  can p r o t e c t  h imself  i f  he  
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t a k e s  t h e  proper  procedures .  I ' m  j u s t  a one man lawyer and I g i v e  my 
c l i e n t s ,  I would s a y ,  good a d v i s e  and I d o n ' t  r e p r e s e n t  no s p e c i a l  
i n t e r e s t .  I j u s t  r e p r e s e n t  John Q. P u b l i c  and I always t e l l  them, 
look t h i s  i s  what you have t o  do and they  fo l low t h o s e  procedures  and 
i f  n i n e  t imes o u t  of  t e n ,  t h e y  g e t  what t h e y  want and when they  d o n ' t  
t hey  d o n ' t  buy t h e  p r o p e r t y .  

I r e f u s e  to  b e l i e v e  t h a t  land i s  goinq t o  l a y  vacan t  i n  t h e  
C i t y  of San Antonio,  and t h e  County of Bexar j u s t  because w e  d o n ' t  
have t h i s  Planned Bui ld ing  Group. I refuse t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t .  There 
a r e  o t h e r  t h i n g s  t h a t  can go i n  t h e r e .  Now, he  t a l k e d  abou t  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  w e  g o t  o rgan ized  and t h a t  o u r  group of t h e  Sou theas t  C i t i z e n s  
Committee have been o b j e c t i n g  t o  m u l t i p l e  housing apar tment  housing 
based on e t h n i c  and economic m a t t e r s .  T h a t ' s  n o t  t r u e .  I f  you d o n ' t  
b e l i e v e  m e  you can check my bank account  and f o r  e t h n i c  a l l  you have 
t o  do  i s  look a t  m e .  I ' v e  been c a l l e d  Mexican, s p i c ,  a g r e a s e r ,  and 
I ' v e  gone t o  s c h o o l s  t h a t  a r e  s eg rega t ed .  I ' v e  been depr ived  of go ing  
t o  swimming p o o l s ,  t o  t h e a t e r s ,  s o  I ' m  no r a c i s t .  A s  f a r  a s  f i n a n c i a l l y  
w e  were migran t  l a b o r e r s .  The f a c t  t h a t  I worked myself up  I d o n ' t  
t h i n k  you should ho ld  it a g a i n s t  m e  and I d o n ' t  t h i n k  M r .  Bender should 
hold  it a g a i n s t  m e .  

MAYOR BECKER: I wasn ' t  aware of anyone ho ld ing  anyth ing  a g a i n s t  
anybody. 

MR. CUMPIAN: W e l l ,  he accused our  group of a t t a c k i n g  t h i s  
on economic and r a c i a l  grounds and i t ' s  n o t  t r u e .  I ' m  defending  t h e  
group.  Now, I c o n s i d e r  myself a member of t h e  group.  I ' m  one of t h e  
o f f i c e r s  and I t a k e  t h a t  v e r y  pe r sona l .  The o t h e r  t h i n g  t h a t  I want 
t o  say  i s  t h a t  our  pr imary o b j e c t i o n  was t h e  s a t u r a t i o n ,  t h e  conges t ion ,  
of t h a t  t y p e  of housing.  I n  t h a t  a r e a  of town w i t h i n  t h r e e  miles more 
than  f i f t y  p e r c e n t  o r  more than  75 p e r c e n t  of  t h e  u n i t s  t h a t  were f a i r l y  
subs id i zed  w e r e  w i t h i n  t h r e e  m i l e s  of  t h a t  a r e a .  Now, be t h a t  as it may, 
b e s i d e s  how t h e  p r o j e c t  i s  funded it makes no d i f f e r e n c e ,  b u t  w e  s t i l l  
f e e l  t h a t  t h e  Planned Bu i ld ing  Group i s  what somebody expec t s  t o  p u t  up 
i n  t h a t  b u i l d i n g .  I t  does  n o t  g i v e  t h e  c i t i z e n  a chance t o  d o  anyth ing .  
Before  t h e  c i t i z e n  knows wha t ' s  going on,  something a l r e a d y  has  s t a r t e d  
and by t h a t  t i m e  i t ' s  t o o  la te  f o r  him t o  do  anyth ing  about  it. Ordi- 
nary  c i t i z e n s  c a n ' t  go  t o  c o u r t  and f i l e  an  in j lunct ion l i k e  M r .  Bender 
s a i d ,  and l i k e  M r .  Gardner s a i d  because you have g o t  t o  p o s t  a bond and 
w e  a r e  n o t  worth t h a t  k ind of money. I t  t a k e s  a l o t  of money t o  p o s t  
a bond a s  M r .  Lacy can t e l l  you,  he be inq  a n  a t t o r n e y .  You, Mayor, I ' m  
s u r e  know a l l  about  bonds being i n  t h e  b u s i n e s s  world and s o  f o r t h .  
I t ' s  n o t  t h a t  s imple  t o  go i n t o  c o u r t  and b lock  t h i n g s .  I t ' s  j u s t  n o t  
t h a t  s imple .  

MAYOR BECKER: W e  had a c a s e  h e r e ,  I guess  n i n e  months ago o r  some- 
fhing-at, where one i n d i v i d u a l  and a group i n  h i s  neighborhood 
a b s o l u t e l y  blocked t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of an o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  t h a t  was 
a t tempted t o  be  s t a r t e d  on t h e  v e r y ,  v e r y  l i m i t e d  s ize p i e c e  of l and  
and t h i s  gen t l emanpe r seve red  ind won h i s  p o i n t .  So,  you know, i t ' s  
n o t  ea sy ,  no, n o t h i n g ' s  easy .  But he  d i d  i t  and won it, as I r e c a l l  
it. 

MR. CUMPIAN: For eve ry  one of t h o s e  c a s e s  t h a t  you show m e ,  I ' l l  
show you a thousand t h a t  d i d n ' t  win. 

MAYOR BECKER: I d o n ' t  know t h a t  t h e r e ' s  t h a t  many v i o l a t i o n s ,  M r .  
Eumpian, of  what. . . . . . . . . . . .  

MR. CUMPIAN: I t ' s  no t  a q u e s t i o n  of v i o l a t i o n s ,  i t ' s  t h e  q u e s t i o n  
of people  g e t t i n g  t h o s e  k ind  of permi t s .  

MAYOR BECKER: And t h e  r i p  o f f  t h a t  you speak of............ 

MR. CUMPIAN: I ' m  t a l k i n g  abou t  t h e  r i p  o f f  - i t ' s  t h a t  t h e  burden ...... 4 s  always p u t  on t h e  c i t i z e n . . . . . . .  

MAYOR BECKER: The s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t  group.. . . . . . . . . . .  
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MR. CUMPIAN: We, the special interest don't get, they don't get 
the burden put on them. We're the ones that carry the burden. Most 
of the time the special interest groups know the members of the Board 
by first names. They belong to the country clubs and so forth. The 
ordinary citizen, the only thing he knows about the country club is 
when he drives by there and knows what it is because he sees a sign 
there. I'm talking about............ 

MAYOR BECKER: Well, I don't think that has any applicatfon tt 
this Council at all. I don't know of a single member of this Council 
that has any country club membership as far as I know. 

MR. CUMPIAN : No, it does very much so in this respect. We've been 
up and down this administrative ladder so many times that we feel like 
a yo-yo. Every time we have gone, we have felt that the skids have 
been greased and ultimately, let me finish, ultimately, our feeling 
was correct because the decision was always adverse. It was always 
adverse. 

MAYOR BECKER: Well, special interest groups to me perhaps have a 
different mmotath ban they might to you or someone else. I view 
a group such as the home builders, the apartment house developers and 
all that group, if they be considered special interest groups, then I 
also have to look at what they contribute to the community, you see. 
They're contributing again, I'll say employment, which is a very 
necessary ingredient for the economic life blood of any community. 
They contribute taxation to help run this government and I don't view 
them as the onerous vestil type of creatures that the usual connotation 
of special interest group denotes. I cannot accept it you see because 
I quess my viewpoints in this matter ultimately and unquestionably are 
different. 

MR. CUMPIAN: Mr. Mayor, there's no way that I can convince you 
after what I have heard and I'm sure that there's no way that you 
can convince me after what I have said, Mayor, I mean that's all there 
is to it about this thing here. Now, the other question I wanted to 
bring up was this. In the first place, why should anybody, why 
should any particular group be given special treatment? Why not treat 
everybody the same? If I own a big plot of land and I want it devel- 
oped, why shouldn't I have to do what anybody else would have to do? 
Why should you give me preferential treatment if I happen to be a 
builder or if I happen to be an apartment manager or the builder of 
a~artment houses. Why should you give preferential treatment? Why 
favor me over somebody else? 

MAYOR BECKFR: I don't know that that's the case. 

MR. CUMPIAN: Obviously it is when you are doing that. 

MAYOR BECKER: 
not mine. 

That's your interpretation of it. Again I say it's 

MR. CUMPIAN: So in conclusion I would say that I'm against the 
amendment of the ordinance and that we should once and for all leave 
the Planned Building Group dead and not come up aqain because it is 
unconstitutional due to the fact that, well, there are many provisions 
I don't want to go into but it's been declared unconstitutional already 
by many lawyers including Mr. Gardner who was here talking about it 
and when we were first talking about taking it to court. It's just 
not right for people who are qoinq to live adjacent to an area where 
something is going to be built not to be apprised of what's going on 
in their neighborhood. After all they pay taxes too, you know. 

MAYOR BECKER: Well, I mean............ 

MR. CUMPIAN: They spend money too. 

MAYOR BECKER: I was under the impression that they would still know 
what was qoing on in their neighborhood. 

MR. CUMPIAN: They don't. Not with the Planned Building Group they 
aonft. 
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MAYOR BECKER: I d o n ' t  i n t e r p r e t  it t h a t  way. I ' l l  be happy t o  have 
e i t h e r  someone on t h e  C i t y  s t a f f  o r  M r .  Bender o r  M r .  Gardner exp la in  it 
as t o  how you can create a bu i ld ing  o u t  t h e r e  without  f i r s t  of a l l  coming 
down here  and br inging  it t o  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  of t h e  C i t y  Council  and a l l  
t h a t .  .. .. 
MR. CUMPIAN: W e l l ,  the C i t y  Councilmen they might have t o  n o t i f y  you 
people i n  the o t h e r  admin i s t r a t ive  agencies  b u t  they d o n ' t  have t o  l e t  
t h e  homeowner down t h e r e  i n  t h e  neighborhood know about it. 

MAYOR BECKER: W e l l ,  l e t  m e  j u s t  f i n d  o u t .  

MR. CUMPIAN: Ask M r .  Morton about it. 

MAYOR BECKER: George Vann, you o r  Gene Camargo o r  which one of you 
would l i k e  t o  address  yourse l f  t o  t h a t  s ta tement? 

MR. GEORGE VANN: I th ink  what we're t a l k i n g  about i f  a  p iece  of pro- 
p e r t y  is going t o  be zoned t h e  neighborhood i s  n o t i f i e d  wi th in  200 f e e t  
a s  t h e  s t a t u t e  provides.  Now i f  t h e  proper ty  is proper ly  zoned, of 
course ,  t h e r e ' s  no n o t i c e .  Obviously, i f  they see a bu i ld ing  going up, 
then  they can always ca l l  my o f f i c e  and f i n d  o u t  what t h e  b u i l d i n g ' s  
going t o  be. 

MAYOR BECKER: A r e  t h e r e  n o t  though - l e t  m e  ask you... .  

MR. CUMPIAN: By t h a t  t i m e  i t ' s  t o o  l a t e ,  t h a t ' s  what we're t r y i n g  t o  
avoid. 

MAYOR BECKER: George, l e t  m e  ask you a ques t ion .  A r e  they no t  
though s t i l l  c o n t r o l l e d  by t h e  e x i s t i n g  bu i ld ing  codes as t o  what can and 
cannot be b u i l t ,  how it must be b u i l t ,  t h e  s tandards  it must meet, and 
a l l  t h a t  s o r t  of th ing?  

MR. VANN: T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t .  The only th ing  t h a t  we're debat ing  he re ,  
M r .  Mayor, i s  t h a t  you can b u i l d  more t h a n  one bu i ld ing  on a  l o t ,  t h a t ' s  
a l l .  Every o t h e r  law t h a t  w e  now have on t h e  books w i l l  apply.  

MAYOR BECKER: So you know, I d o n ' t  - b u t  t h a t ' s  what makes horse  
r a c e s ,  so... . .  

MR. MENDOZA: M r .  Mayor, I want t o  make s u r e  t h a t  I understand t h f s .  
I n  o t h e r  words, i f  i t ' s  proper ly  zoned, then you d o n ' t  have t o  go t o  t h e  
zoning Commission, of course,  you know i f  i t ' s  proper ly  zoned. What 
we're r e a l l y  t a l k i n g  about now you j u s t  mentioned t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i t ' s  
more than  one bui ld ing .  I n  o t h e r  words, they  can have cons t ruc t ion  on 
t h a t  one bu i ld ing ,  I mean on t h a t  proper ty  i f  i t ' s  one s o l i d  bui ld ing .  

MR. VANN: I f  i t ' s  proper ty  zoned, you. . . . .  

MR. MENDOZA: So how do you do it now, you d o n ' t . . . . .  

MR. VANN: A t  t he  p r e s e n t  t i m e  you can only b u i l d  one bu i ld ing  on 
t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  p iece  of l o t .  

MR. MENDOZA: Okay, i f  i t ' s  proper ly  zoned. 

MR. VANN: Whether i t ' s  50 f e e t  by 120 o r  whether i t ' s  50 ac res .  Now 
what w e ' r e  seeking t o  do he re ,  what w e ' r e  debat ing  i s  t h a t  under t h i s  
amendment, you can b u i l d  more than  one bui ld ing  on a  p a r t i c u l a r  p i e c e  of 
proper ty .  
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MR. MENDOZA: But with r e s t r i c t i o n s  and...  

MR. VANN: Of your R-A, your R - 1 ,  o r  your A ,  which a r e  your s i n g l e  
family zones. You can only do t h i s  on anything t h a t ' s  zoned R-3 which 
is  apartment on up i n  t h e  commercial zoning. 

MR. MENDOZA: So t h i s  does address t h e  problem then t h a t  perhaps t h a t  
may be t he r e ,  i s  t h i s  cor rec t?  

MR. CUMPIAN: Well, M r .  Vann, d id  you know t h a t  i f  a  person owns a 
l o t  and even though i t ' s  properly zoned t h a t  he can always come i n  and 
r e p l a t  i t  i f  he wants t o .  

MR. VANN: I f  i t ' s  l a rge  enough. But you s t i l l  have t h e  ques t ion  of 
dens i ty .  

MR. CUMPIAN: That ' s  what we're t ry ing  t o  avoid a l s o ,  dens i ty .  Now, 
they t a l k  about t he  d i f f e r e n t  agencies t h a t  check i n t o  th ings .  Nobody 
ever  knocks a t  any of our  homes and ask us d id  you know about t h i s  o r  
d id  you know about t h a t ?  Nobody from AACOG, nobody from Ci ty  Ha l l ,  no- 
body ever went ou t  the re .  Now, a l l  of t h e  r epo r t s  were a f f i rmat ive  a l l  
t he  way down i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  p r o j e c t  t h a t  I ' m  t a l k ing  about.  None of 
t h e  people know anything about t h a t  property t he r e  l i k e  w e  do. They t a l k  
about t h e r e  being no dra inage  problems. There were drainage problems. 
They t a l k  about var ious  and sundry matters  which w e r e  no t  t r ue .  A l o t  
of those decis ions  were made i n  a  white marble palace without t h e  people 
g e t t i n g  down the re  and hooking it and being down the re  with t he  people t o  
make a proper determinat ion and I submit t h a t  t h a t  i s  not  t he  proper way 
t h a t  th ings  should be done. For t h a t  reason, I submit t h a t  a  l o t  of times 
t h e  s t a f f  r epo r t  t h a t  you make a r e  colored t o  a  c e r t a i n  ex t en t  because 
t h e y ' r e  no t  down t h e r e  with t he  people. Any o the r  quest ions? 

MAYOR BECKER: Anyone have any ques t ions  f o r  M r .  Cumpian? 

MR. LACY: Did you say t h a t  it has been declared  uncons t i tu t iona l?  

MR. CUMPIAN: No, when w e  were discuss ing a lawsui t  aga in s t  t h i s  
mat ter ,  M r .  P a t  Gardner who was here t a lk ing  f o r  t h e  homebuilders, he,  
himself ,  f i n a l l y  decided t h a t  w e  were r i g h t ,  t h a t  it was uncons t i tu t iona l .  

MR. CLIFFORD MORTON: What i s  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  i s sue?  

MR. CUMPIAN: The c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  i s s u e  mainly i s  t he  one of not  no t i -  
fy ing t h e  person, number one. 

MR. MORTON: I mean, I mean - I d o n ' t  see t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  i s sue .  
I ' m  no t  debat ing t he  i s s u e .  

MR. CUMPIAN: I t ' s  a l s o  t he  f a c t  t h a t  you do no t  have any appeals.  
Your appeals  a r e  t o  t h e  cou r t s  o r  you ' re  deprived of an appeal  t o  t h e  
cour t s  by t h e  Board by this Planned Building Group. 

MR. MORTON: You mean you c o u l d n ' t  t ake  it from the  Board of Adjust- 
ment t o  t h e  Distr ict  Court. 

MR. CUMPIAN: Y e s ,  but  what t h e y ' r e  t r y ing  t o  do is do away with t h e  
Board of Adjustment. You can t ake  it from t h e  Board of Adjustment t o  
t he  Distr ict  Court bu t  then i t ' s  under t he  s u b s t a n t i a l  evidence r u l e  
because t he  Board of Adjustment i s  adminis t ra t ive  agency and a l l  cou r t s  
a r e  guided by t he  s u b s t a n t i a l  evidence r u l e s  which guides admin i s t ra t ive  
agencies.  I t ' s  an uph i l l  f i g h t .  Now, t h a t ' s  one of t he  reasons t h a t  
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t h e  b u i l d e r s  d o n ' t  want t o  go before  t h e  Board of Adjustment because i f  
they  do l o s e ,  they  know t h a t  t h e i r  chances of winning i n  c o u r t  w i l l  be 
n i l 1  because of t h e  s u b s t a n t i a l  evidence r u l e  and by the  same token it 
works a g a i n s t  t h e  c i t i z e n  too .  But t h e  Planned Building Group, when a  
Planned Building Group g r a n t s  mul t ip le  bu i ld ings  i n  a  l o t  i n  a  p r i v a t e  
land ,  there's no appeal  t o  t h e  c o u r t s  from i t s  dec i s ion .  

MR. MORTON : But r e a l l y  what we're saying M r .  Cumpian, i n  a  n u t s h e l l  
is simply t h i s ,  t h a t  i f  a man has a  p iece  of proper ty  zoned, he can 
b u i l d  one bu i ld ing  on t h a t  l o t ,  a s  long a s  t h e  use is wi th in  t h e  zoning 
t h a t  he has on it, and you have nothing t o  say about it whatsoever. 

MR. CUMPIAN: T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t .  

MR. MORTON: But on t h e  o t h e r  hand i f  he wants t o  bu i ld  one o r  more, 
and s t i l l  be wi th in  t h e  same use,  then you do have a r i g h t  t o  a  hearing.  
You would by going t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment. I s n ' t  t h a t  r i g h t ?  

MR. CUMPIAN: Right ,  b u t  you would n o t  have t o  go through any kind 
of a  hear ing  i f  you want t o  p u t  t h e  Board of t h e  Planning Building Group 
because automat ica l ly  ..... 
MR. MORTON: But e s s e n t i a l l y  what you ' r e  saying i s ,  you d i s l i k e  deve- 
lopment where you use more than one bu i ld ing  i n  a  l o t .  Is t h a t  r i g h t ?  
I n  o t h e r  words, you p r e f e r  t o  have a l l  of t h e  apartments i n  San Antonio 
i n  one bu i ld ing  f o r  a  p r o j e c t  ... 
MR. CUMPIAN: No, t h a t ' s  no t  what I ' m  saying.  

MR. MORTON: Well, I mean, I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  g e t  t o  t h a t .  I d o n ' t  fol low 
you b u t  I ' m  n o t  debat ing,  I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  g e t  t o  what you ' re  r e a l l y  t r y i n g  
t o  say .  

MR. CUMPIAN: What I ' m  saying i s  t h a t  I ' m  no t  i n  oppos i t ion  t o  mul t ip le  
housing i n  a  l o t  provided t h a t  t h e  c i t i z e n s h i p  i s  given an oppor tuni ty  t o  
see what kind of mul t ip le  bu i ld ings  i s  going t o  be p u t  on a l o t ,  provided 
t h a t  t h e  c i t i z e n  i s  aware of wha t ' s  going t o  s o  he can e i t h e r  t a k e  what- 
eve r  recourse  he wants t o  t a k e  t o  p r o t e c t  h i s  interests.  For example, 
let  m e  g ive  you an example. When I bought my proper ty ,  when I bought my 
house, I know what r e s t r i c t i o n s  w e r e  down t h e  street. 

MR. MORTON: Within t h e  subdiv is ions .  

MR. CUMPIAN: Within t h e  subdiv is ions .  I know what r e s t r i c t i o n s  w e r e  
t h e r e  because I checked it o u t  because I wasn ' t  about t o  make an i n v e s t -  
ment wi thout  knowing what I was going t o  g e t  o u t  of it. I knew what t h e  
r e s t r i c t i o n s  were t h e r e  and I knew t h a t  I could l i v e  with those  r e s t r i c -  
t i o n s .  But then  when they t r i e d  t o  sneak i n  t h a t  Planned Building Group 
and p u t  i n  q u i t e  a few bui ld ings  t h a t  wasn ' t  w i th in  my contemplation and 
n o t  - and t h a t  w a s  no t  wi th in  t h e  contemplation of zoning e i t h e r .  

MR. MORTON: W e l l ,  I d o n ' t  know a l l  t h e  f a c t s  on t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  case  
b u t  apparen t ly ,  t h e r e  i s  something t h a t  i s  more o f f e n s i v e  o r  p o t e n t i a l l y  
o f f e n s i v e  about a p r o j e c t  t h a t  has more than  one bu i ld ing  on a  l o t  because 
y o u ' r e  no t  complaining about the  f a c t  t h a t  you do no t  have a  r i g h t  t o  a  
subsequent hear ing  a f t e r  a  p iece  of proper ty  has a l ready been zoned and 
he b u i l t  one bu i ld ing  on t h e  l o t .  Why a r e  you no t  complaining about t h e  
r i g h t  t o  hear  about t h a t  and t h e  con jes t ion  and everything else. You're 
only  a t t a c k i n g  one th ing  over here .  



MR. CUMF'IAN: Because by t h e  t i m e  I buy a  p r o p e r t y ,  i f  t h e  p r o p e r t y  
has  a l r e a d y  been zoned o r  i f  I a l r e a d y  own p r o p e r t y  and t h e r e  i s  a  
zoning change r eques t ed ,  t hen  you people  have t o  n o t i f y  us  about  t h e  
f a c t  t h a t  s o  and s o  has  made an  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  change t h e  zoning of t h e  
p rope r ty .  

MR. MORTON: W e l l ,  I ' m  n o t  fo l lowing  you. L e t ' s  j u s t  assume t h a t  t h i s  
p i e c e  o f  p r o p e r t y  i s  zoned b e f o r e  you buy your p i e c e  o f  p r o p e r t y  o v e r  
he re .  And i t ' s  zoned R-3. You can  come i n  and b u i l d  as many u n i t s  as 
t h e  zoning w i l l  p e r m i t ,  a s  long a s  you b u i l d  it i n  one b u i l d i n g ,  and you 
d o n ' t  g e t  n o t i f i e d .  But y o u ' r e  n o t  complaining about  t h a t  and t h i s  is 
what I d o n ' t  unders tand i n  t h e  cons i s t ency  of your l o g i c .  You're s ay ing  
you can b u i l d  one b u i l d i n g  - I ' m  n o t  complaining about  t h e  same number 
of f o l k s  o r  any th ing  e l s e  b u t  once you break t h i s  b u i l d i n g  a p a r t  and 
have a series of b u i l d i n g s  w i t h  t h e  same number o f  f o l k s  i n  it, then  I ' m  
complaining.  And t h i s  i s  what I d o n ' t  unders tand.  

MR. CUMPIAN: W e l l ,  t h e  Planned - t h e  M u l t i p l e  Bui lding w i l l  g i v e  
rise a  l o t  of  t i m e s  t o  u n d e s i r a b l e  development o f  t h e  p r o p e r t y  and t h e  
d e n s i t y  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  p rope r ty .  

MR. MORTON: How would it have any e f f e c t  on t h e  d e n s i t y ?  Dens i ty  
i s  by zoning. 

MAYOR BECKER: I would t h i n k  it would have - I t h i n k  it would b r i n g  
about  t h e  less d e n s i t y .  

M R .  CUMPIAN: Not i f  you p u t  apar tments  i n  t h e r e .  I f  you have a  
shopping c e n t e r ,  your d e n s i t y  i s  i n  and o u t .  I f  you have an apar tment  
complex, your d e n s i t y  is permanent. 

MAYOR BECKER: Well, b u t . . .  

MR. MORTON: L e t  m e  be very  f r a n k  w i t h  you. I can p u t  more d e n s i t y  
i f  you g i v e  m e  one b u i l d i n g  t h a n  I can i f  you break them a p a r t .  

MAYOR BECKER: T h a t ' s  what I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  s a y  

MR. MORTON : The less u n i t s  you have p e r  b u i l d i n g ,  t h e  less t h e  den- 
s i t y  is going  t o  go. M r .  Cumpian, t h a t ' s  p r e t t y  hard  t o  f i g u r e  o u t ,  you 
d o n ' t  have your s i d e  y a r d s ,  which you wouldn ' t  have i f  you p u t  them a l l  
i n  one b u i l d i n g .  You immediately ..... 
MR. CUMF'IAN: Well, I r e a l i z e  t h a t  b u t  it l e a d s  t o  nobody and you know 
t h a t  nobody i s  going t o  f i n a n c e  a  p r o j e c t  f o r  apar tments ,  f o r  example, 
u n l e s s  it h a s  m u l t i p l e  housing because they  know t h a t  it j u s t  won ' t  go. 

MR. MORTON: You mean more than  what d i d  you say?  

MR. CUMPIAN: More t h a n  more than  one b u i l d i n g .  

MR. MORTON : W e l l ,  s i r ,  t h a t ' s  n o t  t r u e .  

MR. CUMPIAN: Unless i t ' s  one.....condominiurn and s o  f o r t h .  

MR. MORTON: NO, s i r ,  t h a t ' s  n o t  t r u e .  I f  y o u ' l l  go over  on t h e  w e s t  
side o f  town, t h e r e ' s  a  p r o j e c t  on Highway 90 West t h a t ' s  under con- 
s t r u c t i o n  r i g h t  now, i t ' s  a  low impact  p r o j e c t  I g r a n t  you f e d e r a l l y  sub- 
s i d i z e d  and i t ' s  what I ca l l  a  doughnut. They a r e  be ing  f inanced . . . .  
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MR. CUMPIAN: But only because of governmental agencies  i n  ( inaud ib le )  
t h e r e ,  b u t  i n  p r i v a t e  i n d u s t r i e s ,  a s  a genera l  r u l e ,  t h e y ' r e  n o t  f inanced. 

MAYOR BECKER: C l i f f ,  would you p l e a s e  expla in  t o  M r .  Cumpian t h a t  t h e  
very essence of whether o r  n o t  it w i l l  bea r  deb t  s e r v i c e  and mortgage 
payments and a l l  t h a t  s o r t  of th ing  and t h a t ' s  a funct ion  of no t  only t h e  
c o s t  of t h e  land b u t  t h e  c o s t  of the p r o j e c t  a s  t o  how expensive it is 
per  square f o o t  o r  u n i t  p l u s  t h e  r e n t  t h a t ' s  going t o  be charged. I s n ' t  
t h a t  a l l  p a r t  of t h e  equat ion? 

MR. MORTON: That i s  c o r r e c t .  

MAYOR BECKER: Now whether i t ' s  one bu i ld ing  o r  s e v e r a l  bu i ld ings  or 
one s t o r y  high o r  a hundred has nothing whatsoever t o  do with a l l  t h a t  
s o r t  of t h i n g ,  i t  g e t s  down t o  a matter of economics and a r i thmet ic .  
T h a t ' s  a l l  t h e  mortgage people look a t .  They d o n ' t  look a t  anything else. 

MR. CUMPIAN : W e l l ,  i f  t h e  Council i n  i t s  wisdom s a w  t o  do away with 
t h e  Planning Building Group be fo re ,  why should they rev ive  it now? 

MR. MORTON: It 's a l l  under d i scuss ion  i n  t h i s  C i ty .  How many y e a r s  
has t h i s  th ing  been t a l k e d  about.  S i x  y e a r s  o r  seven o r  e i g h t ,  o r  I d o n ' t  
know. 

MAYOR BECKER: I t ' s  l i k e  a l o t  of th ings .  

MRS. HELEN DUTMER: I know I ' m  next  on t h e  l ist .  

MAYOR BECKER: M r s .  Dutmer, yes ,  I was j u s t  g e t t i n g  ready t o . . . .  

MRS. DUTMER: For t h e  record  I ' m  Mrs. Helen Dutmer. I r e s i d e  a t  
739 McKinley Avenue. I n  t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e ,  I th ink  you w e r e  comparing 
app les  and oranges again.  W e  w e r e  t a l k i n g  about people d e n s i t y  ve r sus  
bu i ld ing  d e n s i t y ,  which is a l o t  of d i f f e r e n t  d e n s i t i e s  t o  cons ider .  A l l  
r i g h t ,  and a t  t h e  opening of t h e  remarks of t h i s  hear ing ,  I heard t h e  
word massive mentioned f i v e  t i m e s ,  t h e  word huge mentioned t h r e e  t i m e s ,  
one g r e a t  bu i ld ing  mentioned t w i c e .  I d o n ' t  t h ink  t h a t  t h e  i s s u e  here  
today i s  one huge o r  one massive bu i ld ing  versus  anything. A t  i s s u e  
here  today is t h e  i s s u e  of non-not i f ica t ion  of t h e  c i t i z e n r y  and t h e  
r i g h t  of t h e  c i t i z e n r y  t o  an appeal  avenue. When you go i n t o  a cour t -  
room, t h e  f i r s t  t h ing  t h e  judge w i l l  ask you i s  have yqu exhausted your 
a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  remedies. We are provided none i n  t h i s .  Now when I 
f i r s t  came t o  you with t h i s  ordinance,  I d i d  no t  come a s  an unreasonable 
person. I asked f o r  two th ings .  One - n o t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  c i t i z e n r y ;  
two, g ive  u s  an avenue of appeal ,  t h a t  i s  our  only hope. I was granted  
n e i t h e r  and i n  h i s  own wisdom, a t t o r n e y  Pa t  and I s t a r t e d  t o  say Kennedy 
but  t h a t ' s  n o t . . . . .  

MAYOR BECKER: Gardner . 
MRS. DUTMER: P a t  Gardner, i n  h i s  own wisdom is t h e  one t h a t  drew up 
t h e  ordinance agreed t h a t  it was u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  toward t h e  c i t i z e n r y .  
NOW w e  come back i t ' s  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  toward t h e  developer.  L e t ' s  f a c e  
f a c t s ,  t h e  whole b l a s t e d  t h i n g  is u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l ,  per iod.  It w a s  i n  
t h i s  zoning code f o r  seven y e a r s  before  it w a s  ever  used. Ours because 
it was t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  t h a t  a Planned Building Group concept was used 
n a t u r a l l y  i s  t h e  f i r s t  case  and t h e  l a r g e s t  case. For seven y e a r s ,  it 
l a i d  dormant wi th in  your bu i ld ing  zoning code. Not one developer found 
a use f o r  it. A l l  of a sudden, subs id ized  housing came i n ,  they knew it 
was an i s s u e  t h a t  had been before  t h e  previous Council any number of t i m e s  
n o t  by t h e  sou theas t  c i t i z e n s  but  predominantly by your nor ths ide  c i t i z e n r y  
who were up i n  arms about it. 
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Now, a t  t h e  r i s k  of p e r s o n a l  exposure ,  I r a i s e d  a daugh te r  
who's  j u s t  as independent  as h e r  mother,  be  t h a t  good or be t h a t  bad ,  
because of a pe r sona l  mishappence i n  h e r  f ami ly ,  s h e  chose t h a t  she  
was going t o  t a k e  h e r  t h r e e  c h i l d r e n  and r e a r  them h e r s e l f .  So t h e r e -  
f o r e ,  it would be a l i t t l e  b i t  hard f o r  m e  t o  go a g a i n s t  t h e s e  housing 
apar tment  dwe l l i ngs  on t h e  b a s i s  of  economics s i n c e  my daughte r  and my 
t h r e e  g randch i ld ren  who a r e  t h e  d e a r e s t  t h i n g s  i n  l i f e  t o  m e  r e s i d e  i n  
one of M r .  Quincy L e e  and Ralph Bender ' s  s u b s i d i z e d  housing p r o j e c t s .  

I n  t h e  second p l a c e ,  w e  have heard  an awful l o t  h e r e  about  
t h e  nu isance  va lue  t o  t h e  deve lope r  of  having t o  go t o  t h e  Board o f  Ad- 
justment.  What about  t h e  nu isance  va lue  and t h e  ha rdsh ip  of t h e  people  
who are going  t o  have t o  l i v e  w i th  t h e s e  p r o j e c t s  f o r  t h e  rest o f  t h e i r  
l i v e s  because they  have p u t  e v e r y t h i n g  t h e y  have w i t h i n  t h e i r  own home 
dwel l ing .  Now, it says  r i g h t  h e r e  i n  your own zoning codes ,  your own, 
by your  own hand, i t  says  t h e  e r e c t i o n  under S e c t i o n  42.31 Nuisances. 
The e r e c t i o n ,  t h e  t h r e a t  o f  e r e c t i o n ,  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o r  t h e  maintenance 
o f  any b u i l d i n g  o r  t h e  u s e  of any premises  i n  v i o l a t i o n  of p r o v i s i o n s  
of t h i s  c h a p t e r  s h a l l  b e  and i s  hereby  d e c l a r e d  t o  be  a p u b l i c  nu isance .  
When such a t h r e a t ,  now g e t  t h i s ,  when such a t h r e a t  o r  t r a f f i c  hazard 
i n t e r f e r e s  w i t h  t h e  r ea sonab le  peace fu l  enjoyment o f  t h e i r  homes wh i l e  
t h e  c i t i z e n r y  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t y  of such a b u i l d i n g  o r  a premise .  
Now I would j u s t  a s k  each and everyone o f  you, I have no th ing  a g a i n s t  
deve lope r s ,  I have no th ing  a g a i n s t  apar tment  d w e l l e r s ,  t h a t  be t h e i r  own 
cho ice  b u t  I would s a y  t h o s e  of you who have p u t  eve ry th ing  you have i n  
your home a s k  y o u r s e l f ,  would you l i k e  t o  wake up i n  t h e  morning wi thou t  
n o t i f i c a t i o n  of any s o r t ,  w i thou t  any r ecour se  o f  any s o r t  o t h e r  t h a n  t o  
d i g  down i n  your a l r e a d y  s p a r c e  pocketbook and go t o  t h e  c o u r t  t o  f i g h t  
an  apar tment  dwel l ing  t h a t  does  and d o n ' t  s a y  t h a t  double -s to ry  apar tment  
dwe l l i ngs  do  n o t  i n t e r f e r e  w i t h  t h e  p r i v a c y  of your home and i n  t h e  en- 
joyment o f  your p rope r ty .  The C i t y  Counci l  h a s  t h e  a b i l i t y  to  g e t  through 
wi th  t h a t .  Fur thermore,  it h a s  been po in ted  o u t  t o  m e  t h a t  t h e  o rd inance  
t h a t  y o u ' r e  seek ing  now seeks  t o  g i v e  you permiss ion  t o  b u i l d  t h e s e  mu l t i -  
p l e  fami ly  o r  m u l t i p l e  fami ly  t h a t ' s  n o t  t h e  i s s u e .  M u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  
on one p i e c e  of p r o p e r t y .  The on ly  e x c l u s i o n s  a r e  R-A and R-1. P r e s e n t l y ,  
you cannot  b u i l d  m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  under R-2, R-5, R-6, B-3, 1-1, o r  1-2. 
You do have o t h e r  t a b l e s  o f  p r i v a t e  r e s idency  w i t h i n  your zoning code. 
Namely, R-A, r e s i d e n t i a l ,  a g r i c u l t u r a l ,  R-1  one fami ly  r e s i d e n c e s ,  R-2, 
two fami ly  dwe l l i ngs ,  R-5, one fami ly  r e s idences .  So i f  w e  g i v e  you t h e  
p r i v i l e g e  of b u i l d i n g  i n  any a r e a ,  o t h e r  t han  R-A, o r  R-1, t hen  you are 
ga in ing  t h r e e  o r  f o u r  t h i n g s  t h a t  you d o n ' t  have i n  t h e  o l d  ord inance .  
Do you a g r e e  w i t h  m e ,  M r .  Morton? 

MR. MORTON: Based on what you 've  t o l d  m e ,  I do. 

MRS. DUTMER: T h a t ' s  r i g h t .  W e l l ,  t h a t ' s  why I ' m  here .  It can  be 
based on anyth ing  you want t o .  Furthermore,  i f  it were on ly  s u b s i d i z e d  
housing and i f  it were on ly  apar tment  dwe l l i ngs ,  and i f  it were o n l y  t h e  
s o u t h e a s t  c i t i z e n r y  who are up i n  arms about  t h i s  t h i n g ,  why have w e  
been jo ined  by your two n o r t h s i d e  community groups who a r e  a l s o  opposing 
t h i s  Planned Bui lding Group. W e  do  n o t  s t a n d  a lone .  I d i d  n o t  come t o  
t h i s  C i t y  on t h e  same b o a t  o f  greenwood t h a t  you d i d  arrive on, M r .  
Mayor. 

MAYOR BECKER: L e t  me t e l l  you something a minute ,  Helen. You t a l k  
abou t  q u i e t  enjoyment. S ince  I ' v e  been l i v i n g  i n  apar tments ,  I ' v e  had 
more q u i e t  enjoyment t h a n  I e v e r  had l i v i n g  i n  a very  expensive home - 
i n  what w a s  cons idered  t o  be  one of t h e  most e x c l u s i v e  neighborhoods i n  
San Antonio. Because nex t  door t o  m e ,  I had a group of people  who n e i t h e r  
ca red  about  t h e i r  yard  o r  t h e  s t a g n a n t  wate r  t h a t  c o l l e c t e d  i n  t h e i r  
swimming pool  from i n f r e q u e n t  r a i n f a l l .  I had  a mosqu i to - in fe s t ed  
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s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  was akin t o  t h e  Louisiana swamps. And across  t he  way, 
I had a  rock band t h a t  used t o  p r a c t i c e  i n  a  home t h a t  would c o s t  a t  
l e a s t  a  qua r t e r  of a  mi l l ion  d o l l a r s  today t o  bu i l d  and t he  noise  t h a t  
emanated from t h a t  bui ld ing was unreal .  Thank God, I no longer l l v e  i n  
t h a t  area.  I have no t  been subjec ted  t o  any of t h a t  type of s t u f f  s ince  
I moved i n t o  an apartment complex, s o  you know..... 

MRS. DUTMER: M r .  Mayor, I would say t h a t  you a r e  t h e  very person 
who should l i v e  i n  an apartment complex. These people bought t h e i r  
s i n g l e  family dwellings s o  t h a t  they would have t h e  p r i v i l e g e  of enjoying 
it. 

MAYOR BECKER: W e l l ,  i f  you c a l l  t h a t  a  p r i v i l e g e ,  i f  you c a l l  t h a t  
a  l i f e ,  t h a t ' s  inherent  t o  any homeowner t o  make l i f e  untenable and un- 
bearable f o r  h i s  neighbors,  then I ' m  a f r a i d  t h a t  I don ' t  understand t h a t  
r a t i o n a l e ,  you see. 
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MRS. DUTMER: W e l l ,  of  cou r se ,  I ' m  n o t  g e t t i n g  anyth ing  i n  
ch rono log ica l  o r d e r ,  I ' m  j u s t  going a c r o s s  t h e s e  t h i n g s  a s  t hey  came 
t o  mind as I wrote  them down. A l r i g h t ,  t h e  o t h e r  o b j e c t i o n  t h a t  w e  
have i s  t h a t  it was mentioned awhi le  ago, an o u t s i d e  deve loper  can 
come i n .  H e  comes b e f o r e  t h i s  C i t y  Council and b e f o r e  t h e  P lanning  
Group and he  p r e s e n t s  t h e  most gorgeous p l a n s  t h a t  anybody could  
e v e r  imagine i n  t h e i r  w i l d e s t  dreams wi th  i n s t a n t  g r a s s  and i n s t a n t  
trees and a l l  t h e  beauty t h a t ' s  i n h e r e n t  t o  mankind's  eye.  But t h e  
s ad  f a c t  i s  t h a t  a f t e r  t h e  c i t i z e n r y  has  a r b i t r a t e d ,  a f t e r  t hey  have 
g iven  i n  and a f t e r  t h e y  have won t h e i r  zoning,  you cannot  e n f o r c e  
what t h a t  person has  brought  b e f o r e  you. Now what we need,  i s  we 
need h e l p  a t  o u r  s t a t e  l e v e l  i n  en fo rc ing  your zoning g ran ted .  
A f t e r  you have g r a n t e d  t h e  zoning t h e r e  should be some s o r t  of a s top-  
gap,  s h a l l  we s a y ,  p u t  on your zoning t h a t  you have g ran ted ,  where- 
by t h a t  pe r son  i s  h e l d  t o  what they  s a i d  t hey  a r e  going t o  b u i l d  on 
t h e r e  f o r  a c e r t a i n  p e r i o d  of t ime.  I f  t hey  have n o t  conformed t o  
i t ,  t h e  zoning should  r e v e r t  back t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  zoning.  W e  have 
many many p i e c e s  of p r o p e r t y  w i t h i n  t h i s  C i t y  t h a t  were zoned back 
when we f i r s t  p u t  a zoning ord inance  i n t o  t h i s  C i t y  f o r  t h e  p ro t ec -  
t i o n  of t h e  c i t i z e n r y  supposedly.  And t h e r e  a r e  many many. Now 
most of  t h e s e  l a n d s  have l i e d  f a l l o w  on t h e  s o u t h s i d e  because it i s  
t h e  o l d e r  s e c t i o n  of t h e  C i ty .  W e  do have an awful preponderence.  
The e a s t s i d e  i s  ano the r  one t h a t ' s  a f f e c t e d  by it. We have a 
preponderence of p r o p e r t i e s  over  t h e r e  t h a t  a r e  zoned under t h e  o l d  
zoning,  i n  f a c t ,  r i g h t  i n  my f r o n t  door ,  and I ' m  n o t  going t o  h i d e  
behind t h e  door on t h i s ,  I d o n ' t  want m u l t i p l e  fami ly  dwel l ings  
over  t h e r e .  I f  I g i v e  i n  t o  t h i s  o rd inance  now, t hey  can come i n  
under t h e  o l d  C apar tment  and b u i l d  h igh  d e n s i t y  apar tments  on t h a t  
7.10 a c r e s  of l and  r i g h t  i n  my f r o n t  door under t h e  Planned 
Bu i ld ing  Group. So you s e e ,  t h e r e  i s  a s e l f i s h  motive and I s h a l l  
n o t  h i d e  behind it. I w i l l  n o t  h i d e  behind it. I ' v e  been b e f o r e  
t h e  Counci l  a t  l e a s t  f i v e  t imes  on t h a t  one p i e c e  of p r o p e r t y  i n  my 
f r o n t  door ,  i n  f a c t ,  I d i d n ' t  even know we had a C i t y  Government 
b e f o r e  t hey  s t a r t e d  t h a t  and t h a t ' s  when I dec ided  t o  g e t  i n  a 
f i g h t ,  a r e n ' t  you a l l  s o r r y  now. A l r i g h t .  

A s  f a r ,  a s  f a r  a s  b u i l d i n g  e i t h e r  m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  o r  
b u i l d i n g  a one<mass ive ,  huge, l a r g e  whatever terminology you want 
t o  u s e  b u i l d i n g ,  t h e  g r e a t  d e t q r r e n t  i s  n o t  t h i s  o rd inance .  The 
g r e a t  d e t e r r e n t  t o  b u i l d i n g  it i s  simply t h a t  t h e  i n su rance  people  
a r e  no longe r  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  b u i l d i n g .  The f i n a n c i n g  i s  n o t  t h e r e .  
The money i s  n o t  t h e r e .  W e  need housing,  w e  need it d e s p a r a t e l y ,  
b u t  j u s t  s o  long a s  t h e  h i g h  i n t e r e s t  r a t e s ,  s o  long a s  t h e  h igh  
b u i l d i n g  c o s t s  and r e l a t e d  i n d u s t r i e s  t o  t h e  b u i l d i n g ,  t h e  l a b o r ,  s o  
f o r t h ,  a r e  a t  t h e  e x h o r b i t a n t  r a t e s  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  r i g h t  now, t h a t  
i s  t h e  r ea son  you f i n d  more apar tment  d w e l l e r s  s imply because t h e y  
cannot  a f f o r d  t h e i r  own s i n g l e  f ami ly  dwel l ings .  Ask anyone of t h e  
young f a m i l i e s  and t h e y  would t e l l  you they  would love  t o  have a 
home, b u t  t h e y  simply cannot  a f f o r d  it pe r iod .  So t h e r e  we need t o  
jump above t h e  s t a t e  l e v e l  and go d i r e c t l y  t o  your Fede ra l  Govern- 
ment, because t h a t ' s  where t h e  s t r i n g s  a r e  a t t a c h e d  t o  it. A l r i g h t .  
Now t h o s e  a r e  t h e  t h i n g s  I know t h a t  you c a n ' t  do. Now r a t h e r  t han  
p a s s  t h i s  o rd inance  today as i t ' s  w r i t t e n ,  a l lowing  t h e s e  deve lope r s  
t o  go t h e  Planned Bui ld ing  Group r o u t e  excep t  i n  R-1 o r  R-A, l e t ' s  
s i t  down and l e t ' s  t a l k  t h e  t h i n g  ove r  and l e t ' s  s e e  i f  we cannot  
p u t  some p r o t e c t i o n  i n  t h i s  o rd inance  f o r  t h e  o r d i n a r y  c i t i z e n  
whereby, M r .  Gardner r e p r e s e n t e d  1400 people ,  whereby o u r  apar tment  
l ady ,  I do n o t  know how many people  she  r e p r e s e n t s ,  b u t  I can s t a n d  
h e r e  b e f o r e  you and t e l l  you h o n e s t l y  t h a t  Helen Dutmer r e p r e s e n t s  
no l e s s  t h a n  3,000 s i g n a t u r e d  people  of t h e  sou th  and s o u t h e a s t  
s e c t i o n  o f  t h i s  C i t y .  Thank you. 

MAYOR BECKER: M r .  Angelo D i  Pascua le .  

MR. ANGEL0 D I  PA~CUALE:  Good morning, Mayor. My name i s  Angelo 
D i  Pascua le  f o r  t h e  r e c o r d ,  and t h a t ' s  n o t  I r i s h .  But I ' d  j u s t  l i k e  
t o  make a few comments. I t h i n k  t h e  ground has  been p r e t t y  w e l l  
covered,  and I j u s t  would l i k e  t o  add a l i t t l e  t o  t h e  r eco rd .  I ' m  
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not an accomplished speaker so I had to make notes, so you're gonna 
have to bear with me. First of all, I'd like to say that the citizens 
are the City, as you well know. We as citizens need rulings to 
protect our areas and our interests. We feel that the present Planned 
Building Group ruling as it stands leads us very well, and we're 
happy with it just as it stands. We feel that multi-building can 
still be accomplished with present ruling through the Board of 
Adjustment and at no great difficulties to any builders. Since the 
abolishment of the Planned Building Group ruling, no worthy cases 
of multi-building that have been presented to the Board of Adjustment 
has been turned down. So they haven't stopped production as they 
lead you to believe. They still have continued to build multi 
buildings in business and apartments. That hasn't stopped since this 
ruling has been abolished. 

So if you allow the Planned Building Group ruling to be 
amended now, the protection that you have given us, the citizens, to 
protect our area against undesirable multi-building projects, not 
only apartment projects, bLt even undesirable industry is gone, if 
you take this away from us. All we ask is consideration be given to 
our rights as citizens and to protect our rights as citizens to 
protect our homes and our areas. This is what we have right now. 
If a project is worthy and is of benefit to San Antonio, I'm sure 
that the citizens will not oppose it. We welcome apartments and clean 
industry. In fact, we want industry to increase job opportunities 
for our children and their children. We want them to stay here. We 
don't want to raise children and then see them leave San Antonio to 
find a decent job. We want industry to come here. That's what we 
want. 

The ruling as it presently stands, doesn't jeopardize 
legitimate businesses and legitimate builders. That will benefit 
San Antonio. We have no intention of trying to deprive a legitimate 
business or a legitimate builder from doing what's right for San 
Antonio. But we feel we should have some protection, and we feel that 
this ruling does give it to us. The present ruling affords a citizen 
home owners a form of protection for his area and for the City of San 
Antonio. So on behalf of the Southeast Citizen's Committee, and all 
the citizens of San Antonio, we respectfully request that you retain 
the present ruling and not permit the Planned Building Group Ordinance 
to be amended as proposed. Thank you very much. 

MAYOR BECKER: Well, we appreciate your remarks, Mr. Pascuale. It's 
a reasonable approach that I think seems to work you know quite often. 
I'd like to ask Mr. Bender and Mr. Gardner, if you'd come forward please 
and the other Councilmen may have questions they'd like to ask. 

MR. BENDER: Do you have anything else to say? 

MAYOR BECKER: Oh, I'm sorry well. No sir, not unless you want to 
you can be seated right there next to Bella Senorigna. 

CITY MANAGER GRANATA : Ralph, she's Italian too. 

MAYOR BECKER: Let me ask you a question. In your opinion or in 
the opinion of Pat Gardner, and I'm sorry that he's not here, are these 
people deprived of the right of knowing what's gonna be built there? 
Are they deprived of the right of appeal? Are they deprived of the 
right of being able to have all the protection that they are rightfully 
entitled to if this thing passes? Now, I just want to ask you the 
dirty honest question. 

MR. BENDER: There is no question that they will have all of the 
protection of the law. Now if I can clarify that answer a little bit. 
There has been, it's been remarked, and I remarked that Mr. Gardner, 
when he originally looked into this situation when we were arguing the 
merits of the Planned Building Group approval before the Planning 
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Commission concluded t h a t  so long  a s  t h e  Board, t h e  Board of 
Adjustment was v e s t e d  w i t h  t h e  r i g h t  t o  g r a n t  a v a r i a n c e  on one 
b u i l d i n g  on a l o t ,  so long  a s  t h a t  one b u i l d i n g  p e r  l o t  p r o v i s o  
e x i s t e d  i n  t h e  o rd inance ,  t h a t  it was, t h e r e f o r e ,  i n  a l l  p r o b a b i l i t y  
i l l e g a l  f o r  t h e  Planning Commission t o  be g r a n t i n g  a va r i ance  t h a t  
was ves t ed  i n  t h e  Board of Adjustment. Now, t h e  ord inance  t h a t  was 
passed ,  t h e  i n t e r i m  ord inance ,  t h e  one t h a t  you a r e  o p e r a t i n g  under 
now, M r .  Gardner t e s t i f i e d  today ,  and it came a s  somewhat o f  a shock 
t o  m e ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  ord inance  t h a t  you a r e  o p e r a t i n g  on now i s  
a l s o  i l l e g a l  because t h e  Board of Adjustment does n o t  have t h a t  k ind  
of a u t h o r i z a t i o n  t o  g r a n t  t h a t  k ind  of va r i ance .  H e  t e s t i f i e d  t o  t h e  
f a c t  t h a t  he had a c l i e n t  who came i n  h e r e  and when con f ron ted  wi th  
t h a t  ev idence  decided n o t  t o  b u i l d  i n  t h i s  community. He went t o  
Aus t in .  Now, what t h e  ord inance  t h a t  i s  being done,  t h e  ord inance  
t h a t  i s  r eques t ed  today ,  i s  a c t u a l l y  making a l e g a l  o rd inance .  What 
it i s  say ing  i s  t h a t  hence fo r th ,  you can on ly  have one b u i l d i n g  on a 
l o t  i n  a s i n g l e  :*amily zone, b u t  i n  a l l  o t h e r  zones ,  you can have 
m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  on t h e  l o t .  Now we a r e  do ing  away wi th  Planned 
Bui ld ing  Groups. We're whipping a dead ho r se  i f  t h i s  o r  i f  t h i s  
zoning ord inance  passed.  We're n o t  r e - i n s t i t u t i n g  Planned Bu i ld ing  
Groups, t h a t  w i l l  be  something t h a t  w i l l  d i s appea r  from t h e  ord inance .  
I t  merely s a y s  t h a t  now t h e  law of t h i s  community and i t s  zoning 
ord inance  s t a t e s  t h a t  you can have m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  on a l o t  i f  
you a r e  p r o p e r l y  zoned. Now i t ' s  j u s t  b a s i c a l l y  t h a t  s imple .  What 
t h e s e  people  a r e  r e q u e s t i n g  and what t hey  have a t  t h e  moment, i s  a 
v e t o  power. There i s  a v e t o  power over  t h e  a c t i o n s  of t h i s  C i t y  
Counci l ,  and of t h i s  C i t y  Government t h a t  i n  a p r o p e r l y  c o n s t i t u t e d  
apar tment  zone i f  you want t o  b u i l d  an apartment p r o j e c t  you cannot  
b u i l d  an apar tment  p r o j e c t  i f  y o u ' r e  going t o  pu t  more than  one 
b u i l d i n g  on t h a t  l o t .  You can b u i l d  it i f  you b u i l d  one b i g  b u i l d i n g ,  
b u t  you c a n ' t  do it i f  you b u i l d  two b u i l d i n g s .  

Now I submit t h a t  what w e  have heard  today i s  argument 
t h a t  have a b s o l u t e l y  no th ing  t o  do wi th  m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  on a l o t .  
What it h a s  t o  do w i t h  i s  a v e t o  power ove r  p r o j e c t s ,  p e r i o d ,  be 
they  apar tment  o f f i c e ,  i n d u s t r i a l ,  any th ing ,  and what we ' r e  add res s ing  
o u r s e l v e s  t o  today ,  what we should  b e  add res s ing  o u r s e l v e s  t o  i s  t h e  
m e r i t s  of  m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  on a l o t .  I submit  t h a t  none of t h e  
ev idence  h e r e  has  cha l lenged  t h e  v a l i d i t y  o r  t h e  d e s i r a b i l i t y  of 
having m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  on a l o t .  M r s .  Dutmer j u s t  sugges ted  t h a t  
she  has  a p i e c e  of p r o p e r t y  a c r o s s  t h e  s t r e e t  from h e r  house,  t h a t  
i s  a C zone. T h a t ' s  a  mul t i - fami ly  zone. Anybody can go i n  tomorrow 
and b u i l d  an apar tment  p r o j e c t  on t h a t  p rope r ty  i f  he p u t s  a l l  of  t h e  
u n i t s  i n  a s i n g l e  b u i l d i n g .  Absolu te ly .  A l l  you need t o  do i s  g e t  
a b u i l d i n g  permi t  and submit  t h a t  p r o j e c t .  Now t h e  p o i n t  i s ,  
conceiveably t h e  l a n d  a c r o s s  from h e r  house should  be re-zoned some- 
t h i n g  e l s e .  But what w e ' r e  t a l k i n g  about a r e  t h e  m e r i t s  of  whether 
you ought t o  be  al lowed t o  b u i l d  m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  on a l o t .  T h a t ' s  
what we're add res s ing ,  and none of t h e  r i g h t s  t h a t  t hey  have e v e r  
had w i l l  be depr ived ' f rom them. And what we a r e  t a l k i n g  about t h i s  
o rd inance  i s  n o t  i l l e g a l .  One, we f i n a l l y  a r e  coming up w i t h  hope- 
f u l l y  i f  t h i s  Counci l  adopts  it w i l l  be  a l e g a l  o rd inance  f o r  t h e  
f i r s t  t i m e  i n  2 5  y e a r s .  

MAYOR BECKER: Well ,  we heard some - some mention of usage of covered 
walk ways a s  a means of j o i n i n g  b u i l d i n g s  s o  a s  t o  make them be 
cons idered  a s  one b u i l d i n g .  Now t h a t ' s  a  s u b t r a f u s e  . . . . . y  ou know, s o  
i f  t h a t  was done then  we i n  e f f e c t  had m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g s  on l o t s ,  b u t  
a l l  you had t o  do was j u s t  j o i n  them wi th  a covered walk way and it 
seemed t o  p a s s  muster .  Now, what I ' m  t r y i n g  t o  do and I t h i n k  most 
members of  t h e  Counci l ,  i n  f a c t ,  a l l  members o f  t h e  Council  a r e  n o t  
t r y i n g  t o  d i s e n f r a n c h i s e  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  any of t h e  c i t i z e n s .  We're n o t  
t r y i n g  t o  p l a c e  them i n  jeopardy.  We're n o t  t r y i n g  t o  c r e a t e  a 
s i t u a t i o n  where t hey  have a b s o l u t e l y  no th ing  t o  say.  They d o n ' t  
have any remedia l  a c t i o n .  They have no p r o t e c t i o n .  Anybody would be 
a f o o l  t o  even c o n s i d e r  such a t h i n g  a s  t h a t ,  whether he was a Council-  
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man o r  n o t  a Councilman, it wouldn ' t  make any d i f f e r e n c e .  That  
would b e , t h a t  would be lousy ,  you know, l e t ' s  j u s t  use  t h a t  
phraseo logy ,  because I t h i n k  t h a t  probably covers  it p r e t t y  w e l l .  
But what I want t o  know i s  simply a r e  we p l a c i n g  t h e s e  people  i n  jeopardy 
and s o  f o r t h ,  you know. Now Mrs. Dutmer i s  s t a n d i n g  up back t h e r e  
and has  some.... . . . . . . .  

MRS. DUTMER: I j u s t  want t o  r e f r e s h  Ralph ' s  memory t h a t  under 
t h e  o l d  zoning code t h e  C apar tments  - i t  was duplex t h a t  was zoned 
a c r o s s  t h e  s t r e e t  from m e .  

MR. BENDER: Well ,  C i t ' s  n o t  an apar tment  zone. I f  i t ' s  j u s t  a  
duplex  zone w e l l  t h e n  t h a t ' s  something else and it would on ly  a l low 
duplex apar tments .  C 1s an apar tment  zone. 

MRS. DUTMER: ( I n a u d i b l e )  . 
MR. VANN: You cou ld  a l low a  duplex a l s o .  

MR. BENDER: One p o i n t  i s  what I ' m  s ay ing  i s  t h a t  i f  t h e r e  i s  a  
C zone a c r o s s ,  and t h i s  i s  an e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t  s u b j e c t ,  b u t  i f  
a c r o s s  t h e  s t r e e t  from h e r  p r o p e r t y ,  she  has  C zone and i f  I buy 
t h a t  p r o p e r t y  and I des ign  a  s i n g l e  u n i t  apar tment  p r o j e c t  t h a t  meets 
t h e  p r o v i s o  of t h i s  p r e s e n t  C i t y  o rd inance ,  I can go down and g e t  a  
b u i l d i n g  pe rmi t  and b u i l d  t h a t  p r o j e c t .  So t h i s  o rd inance  i s n ' t  
t a k i n g  anyth ing  away from them. Bel ieve  me, and I ' m  an a r c h i t e c t  and 
a  p l anne r .  I ' m  n o t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  d e s e c r a t i n g  t h i s  community. I 
d i d n ' t  spend 2 0  o r  25  y e a r s  of  my l i f e  you know t r y i n g  t o  do t h a t ,  
what I ' m  t e l l i n g  t h i s  Council  i s  t h a t  we've g o t  a  h i d i o u s  s i t u a t i o n  
h e r e  t h a t  i t ' s  going t o  cause  horrendous problems w i t h  t h i s  community 
and, b e l i e v e  me, I have a  l o t  of o t h e r  t h i n g s  I can do. I d o n ' t  l i k e  
t o  come down and harange t h i s  Counci l ,  b u t  I ' m  ve ry  very  concerned 
about  t h i s  t h i n g  and I t h i n k  t h i s  Counci l  needs t o  be concerned.  
Now t h e  o t h e r  problems t h a t  t hey  have r a i s e d  t h i s  c o u n c i l  should 
address  themselves  t o  t h o s e  o t h e r  problems,  be assured .  We have a  
l ousy  zoning map, I ag ree  w i t h  t h a t .  We've had it f o r  a  hundred 
y e a r s .  But we should address  o u r s e l v e s  t o  t hose  problems. L e t ' s  
n o t  burden an e n t i r e  community, you know, because of t h a t  o t h e r  
problem. I ' m  f i n e ,  I ' l l  be happy t o  work w i t h  M r s .  Dutmer i n  any 
way, shape ,  o r  form, morning, noon, o r  n i g h t  t o  s o l v e  t h e  problem 
she  has .  But l e t ' s  n o t ,  l e t ' s  n o t  p u t  one more, l e t ' s  n o t  b ind  up 
t h i s  community one more t i m e .  We've g o t  enough problems i n  t h i s  
community n o t  t o  be  t r y i n g  t o  s o l v e  t h e  s o l v e a b l e  ones ,  and t h i s  a  
s o l v e a b l e  one. 

MRS. DUTMER: ( I n a u d i b l e )  . 
MR. LEO MENDOZA: Ralph, o t h e r  t han  t h e  l e g a l  a c t i o n  t h a t  t h e  
c i t i z e n s  have you know a s  f a r  a s  an a l t e r n a t i v e  h e r e ,  what o t h e r ,  
you know, how a r e  they  p r o t e c t e d ,  how e l s e  I mean you know t h i s  i s  
a  s imple  q u e s t i o n  t h a t  I ' m  ask ing  i n  o t h e r  words, how a r e  t h e  c i t i z e n s  
p r o t e c t e d ?  

MR. BENDER: By t h e  laws of t h e  C i t y  o f  San Antonio,  by t h e  
zoning laws,  and i n  o t h e r  words, we have t o  b u i l d  p rope r  b u i l d i n g s ,  
we have t o  be p r o p e r l y  p l a t t e d ,  g e t  t h e  d ra inage ,  we have t o  g e t  
t h e  f i r e  depa r tmen t ' s  okay, w e  have t o  g e t  some t r a f f i c  depa r tmen t ' s  
okay,  we have t o  g e t  every s i n g l e  s o l i t a r y  department i n  t h i s  
community t o  okay t h o s e  p r o j e c t s  b e f o r e  you can g e t  a p r o j e c t .  
Now aga in ,  t h i s  i s  t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  t h a t  w e  a l l  have,  I mean we a l l  
o p e r a t e  under t h i s  zoning ord inance ,  s o  they  have a l l  of t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  
We're no t  t r y i n g  t o  t a k e  t h e i r  p r o t e c t i o n  away from them. What w e  
a r e  s a y i n g ,  i s  t h a t  t h e  v e t o  t h a t  t h e y  want i s  d i s a s t r o u s .  I mean 
w e  can go ahead and work f o r  a  l ong  long t i m e  and g e t  t o  t h e  very  end 
and it can be ve toed ,  you see .  And eve ry th ing  i s  down t h e  d r a i n ,  you 
see .  Nobody's going t o  come i n t o  t h i s  community. 
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MRS. DUTMER: ( I n a u d i b l e )  . 
MR. BENDER: Well ,  b e l i e v e  me, t h e  p r o j e c t  t h a t  was t h e  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  
one of cou r se ,  was vetoed.  

MAYOR BECKER: Well,  what d i d  happen w i t h  t h e  Dorothy Burke p r o j e c t ?  
W e l l ,  I r e c a l l  it h e r e  you know, a s  being ag reeab le  and i n  accord  w i t h  
t h e  wishes  of everybody. Now t h e n  t h e  o t h e r  gentleman who spoke s a i d  
t h a t  she  had gone under  t h e  fence  and a l l  t h a t  s o r t  o f  t h i n g ,  you know.... 

MRS. DUTMER: ( I n a u d i b l e )  

MAYOR BECKER: Well ,  t h a t  was my impress ion o f  t h e  s i t u a t i o n .  Now 
i f  t h i s  o rd inance  i s  passed,  and t h e  c i t i z e n r y  i s  unhappy wi th  t h e  t y p e o f  
b u i l d i n g s  and s t r u c t u r e s  and whatever t h e  o t h e r  c o n d i t i o n s  might be  
t h a t  t hey  d o n ' t  c a r e  f o r ,  t h e y  s t i l l  have ( i n a u d i b l e )  t h e y  s t i l l  have 
r e c o u r s e ,  do they  n o t ?  

MR. BENDER: I f  what i s  be ing  done i s  i l l e g a l  and n o t  i n  agreement 
w i t h  t h e  laws of t h i s  C i t y ,  t hen  c e r t a i n l y  t hey  have r e c o u r s e  of t h e  
c o u r t s .  

MAYOR BECKER: A l r i g h t ,  now then .  The t h i n g ,  l e t  me ask you George, 
t h e  t h i n g  t h a t  has  t o  any b u i l d i n g ,  and I ' d  l i k e  t o  have t h i s  r e s t a t e d ,  
any b u i l d i n g  r e g a r d l e s s  of  what k ind  it i s ,  must conform t o  t h e  bu i ld -  
i n g  codes and a l l  t h a t  s o r t  o f  t h i n g ,  i s  t h a t  n o t  so?  

MR. VANN: T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t .  

MAYOR BECKER: Now a r e  t h e  b u i l d i n g  codes i n  t h e  C i t y  o f  San Antonio 
s o  f l imsy  and s o  u n r e l i a b l e  t h a t  a  person can p u t  up l ean - to s  and j u s t  
any t y p e  of s t r u c t u r e s  and t h i n g s  j u s t  f o r  t h e  sake  o f  expediency? 

MR. VANN: No, sir .  The b u i l d i n g  codes i n  San Antonio and we ' re  
accused o f  t h i s  by t h e  Home Bu i lde r s  and t h e y ' r e  h e r e ,  t h a t  w e  have one 
of t h e  s t r i c t e s t  home, I mean one o f  t h e  s t r i c t e s t  b u i l d i n g  codes  i n  
t h e  count ry .  M r .  E l k i n  McGoy w i l l  probably t e l l  you t h e  same t h i n g .  
So our  b u i l d i n g  codes h e r e  a r e  up t o  d a t e .  We're us ing  n a t i o n a l l y  
recognized codes.  W e  en fo rce  them very  very  v i g o r o u s l y ,  and t h e r e ' s  no 
l ean - to  t h a t  I know of being b u i l t  today.  So we n o t  on ly  have t h e  
b u i l d i n g  codes t o  go by t h e  FHA r e g u l a t i o n s  i n  t h i s  p a r t  of  t h e  coun t ry ,  
by t h e  way, and t h e  Home B u i l d e r s  w i l l  probably a t t e s t  t o  t h a t  f a c t  
t o o . . . a r e  much more v igo rous ly  enforced  i n  San Antonio and i n  t h i s  
d i s t r i c t  t h a n  o t h e r  d i s t r i c t s .  

DR. SAN MARTIN: M r .  Mayor, I s t i l l  d o n ' t  g e t  t h e  answer,  I t h i n k  
you asked and s e v e r a l  o t h e r  people  have asked.  They do have p r o t e c t i o n  
under t h e  b u i l d i n g  codes ,  b u t  on ly  a f t e r  t hey  s t a r t  b u i l d i n g .  

MR. VANN: T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t ,  b u t  I d o n ' t  t h i n k  r e a l l y ,  D r .  San Mar t in ,  
excuse me f o r  i n t e r r u p t i n g .  I d o n t ' t  t h i n k  t h a t ' s  r e a l l y  t h e  p o i n t  
t h a t  w e ' r e . . . . .  

DR. SAN MARTIN: But i t ' s  n o t  t h e  p o i n t .  ..... 
MR. VANN: The p o i n t  t h a t  w e l r e . . . . . . . n o  t h a t ' s  n o t  t h e  p o i n t  D r .  
San Mar t in ,  even Helen ag rees  w i t h  me. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: T h a t ' s  n o t  an answer. T h a t ' s  n o t  t h e  p o i n t  b u t  I . . . . . .  

MRS. DUTMER: Le t  m e  g i v e  you an example ..... 
DR. SAN MARTIN: Le t  me speak t o  George, M r s .  Dutmer, p l e a s e .  From 
your s t a n d p o i n t ,  g i v e  me, g i v e  m e  an answer. Give me an answer, I 
h a v e n ' t  heard t h e  answer. I know i t ' s  n o t  t h e  p o i n t ,  b u t  I f e e l  t h e r e ' s  
a  q u e s t i o n  t h a t  has  been r a i s e d  and I h a v e n ' t  heard  t h e  answer. 

MR. VANN: The answer I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e s e  people  a r e  s eek ing  i s  t h a t  
t hey  want t o  be n o t i f i e d  i f  t h e r e ' s  going t o  be  more than  one b u i l d i n g  
b u i l t  on a  p a r t i c u l a r  p i e c e  of p rope r ty .  

DR. SAN MARTIN: Okay, how can you accomplish t h a t ?  
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MR. VANN : There is no way t h a t  I know i f  t h a t  can be accomplished 
except  a t  t h e  t i m e  t h e  property i s  zoned i f  t h i s  amendment goes through. 
Now, t he  way t h e  law now reads  i s  t h a t  the  property has t o  be zoned then 
a f t e r  t he  property is zoned, i f  t h e  developer seeks t o  bu i l d  more than 
one buflding on t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  p iece  of property,  he must go t o  t h e  
Board of Adjustment. Consequently, he r e ' s  what he has t o  go through. 
H e  has t o  go through t h e  Planning Commission t o  g e t  a  hearing f o r  h i s  
zoning. H e  has t o  come t o  t h e  Ci ty  Council t o  g e t  a  hearing f o r  h i s  
zoning assuming t h a t  he passes t h a t ,  then i f  he comes i n t o  my o f f i c e  and 
he says  I want t o  bu i l d  two buildings on t h i s  l o t ,  I say t o  him you can- 
no t  do i t  unless  you go t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment and g e t  a  s p e c i a l  
permission from them t o  do it. Now t h a t ' s  it r i g h t  the re .  Now, a t  t h a t  
po in t ,  t h e  property owners i n  t h a t  a rea  a r e  n o t i f i e d ,  t h e  Zoning Commission 
I mean a t  t he  Planning and Zoning Commission a t  t h e  Council ,  then again 
a t  t he  Board of Adjustment. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: So they have t h r ee  cracks a t  it? 

MR. MORTON: When he comes i n t o  your o f f i c e  t o  g e t  a  bui ld ing permit ,  
is t h a t  r i g h t ?  So when he comes i n  your o f f i c e  he already has a  se t  of 
a r c h i t e c t u r a l  plans.  

MR. VANN: Tha t ' s  co r r ec t .  Yes, sir .  

MR. MORTON : So what I ' m  t r y ing  t o  f i gu re  ou t  why Ralph is aga in s t  
t h i s .  I can see where he can g e t  a  l o t  more businesses t h i s  way. 

MAYOR BECKER: L e t  m e  f i n i s h  something with M r .  Vann, p lease  Helen. 
George, now l e t  m e  ask you a  quest ion.  One bui ld ing a t  $25 a  square foo t ,  
i f  i t ' s  an apartment p r o j e c t ,  o r  two bui ld ings  a t  $25 a  square foo t  with 
e x t e r i o r  f i n i s h e s  t he  same, roof s t r u c t u r e  t he  same, i n t e r i o r  and a l l  
t h a t  b a s i c a l l y  t h e  same, what on e a r t h  could be t h e  d i f fe rence?  Except 
t h a t  i n s t ead  of one bui lding you have two. You have some yard,  you have 
some a i r  space,  you have perhaps a  more a t t r a c t i v e  type of an arrangement. 
What on e a r t h  can be t he  d i f ference?  I d o n ' t  f a i l  t o  see t h e  d i f fe rence .  
I don ' t  understand it. 

MR. VANN: I personal ly  would much p re f e r  t o  l i v e  a t  an apartment 
complex t h a t  has four  o r  f i v e  bui ld ings  than I would i n  one bui ld ing.  

MAYOR BECKER: I would too.  

MR. VANN: That ' s  t h e  only th ing  t h a t  w e  have before t he  Council. 

MAYOR BECKER: Now, I know one i n  town here and I ' m  not  going t o  p in  
po in t  it but  it looks l i k e  a  G I  barracks and i f  those  of you who a r e  
acquainted with t h e  bui ldings i n  San Antonio probably recognize it 
i n s t a n t l y .  I t  i s  one s t r u c t u r e  about 300-400 f e e t  long, it appears t o  
be from t h e  highway where you pass by it. It  i s  joined together  from 
one end t o  t he  o the r ,  one s o l i d  th ing ,  and t he  s o r r i e s t  looking th ing  
I th ink I ever  saw i n  my l i f e .  But it probably subscr ibes  t o  t h e  code- 
probably subscr ibes  t o  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  we're t a lk ing  about here.  
I know of o the r s  t h a t  a r e  broken down i n t o  various p ieces  and a  mult i tude 
of l i t t l e  series of bui ld ings  joined around with walks and p lan t ing  and 
a l l  t h a t  a r e  a t t r a c t i v e  t h a t  a r e  1000 percent  b e t t e r .  I f a i l  t o  g e t  t h e  
d i f fe rence .  I honest ly d o n ' t .  

MR. VANN: M r .  Mayor, t h e r e  a r e  only two po in t s .  There a r e  two po in t s  
t h a t  these  c i t i z e n s  a r e  seeking and one of them i s  t h a t  t he r e  be a  hear- 
ing  before  t h e  Board of Adjustment on t h e  mul t ip le  bui ld ings  and t h a t  
they g e t  no t i ce  of t h a t  hearing.  Those a r e  the only r e a l l y  two po in t s  
t h a t  w e  have here tha t . . .  
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MAYOR BECKER: But a man c a n ' t  come i n t o  a neighborhood and p u t  to- 
g e t h e r  something made of cor ruga ted  i r o n  t h a t  he  bought someplace a t  a 
s u r p l u s  l o t  o r  somewhere - a sa lvage  yard j u s t  because i t ' s  a m u l t i p l e  
b u i l d i n g  s i t u a t i o n .  H e  could p u t  one ba r racks  b u i l d i n g  i n  t h e r e  b u t  he 
c o u l d n ' t  pu t  two, t h a t ' s  what it g e t s  down t o .  But I mean t h e  b u i l d i n g  
code i t s e l f  though f o r b i d s  t h a t  sort of th ing .  

MR. VANN: I t  f o r b i d s  t h a t  so r t  of t h i n g  i f  we're t a l k i n g  about  t h a t  
type  b u i l d i n g  t h a t  moves from one a r e a  t o  t h e  o t h e r .  That t y p e  of bu i ld -  
i n g  w e  i n s p e c t  them o u t  a t  wherever t h e y ' r e  bought and i f  they  are, then  
they  go t o  t h e  Board of  Adjustment t o  g e t  s p e c i a l  permission t o  move t h e  
b u i l d i n g  i n  t h e  area, b u t  b a s i c a l l y  t h a t ' s  what w e ' r e  t a l k i n g  about .  
They can p u t  one ba r racks  b u i l d i n g  i n  t h e r e  r e a l l y  b u t  they  c o u l d n ' t  p u t  
two u n l e s s  they  g o t  s p e c i a l  permission t o  p u t  t h e  second. 

REV. BLACK: M r .  Mayor, it seems t o  m e  t h a t  what I g a t h e r  from t h e  
d i s c u s s i o n  i s  t h a t  i f  you have a s i n g l e  b u i l d i n g  t h a t  h a s  t o  be pu t  i n  
t h e r e  t h a t  it tends  t o  d iscourage  developers  from p u t t i n g  i n  any kind 
of  h igh  d e n s i t y  l i v i n g  and t h e r e f o r e  i f  you keep t h a t  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
t h e r e ,  t hen  you won't  have as much of t h i s  done. I t  seems t o  m e  t h a t  
t h i s  community i s  going t o  have t o  make up i t s  mind about  i t s  development 
because I g e t  t h i s  impression from a l o t  of groups t h a t  have come down 
h e r e  about  s i n g l e  family dwel l ing  over  a g a i n s t  m u l t i p l e  family l i v i n g  
even i n  m u l t i p l e  b u i l d i n g  areas. I began t o  look a t  t h e  a r e a  i n  which 
I l i v e  and I wonder whether o r  no t  t h a t  c a n ' t  be recovered - can t h a t  
recover  as a s i n g l e  fami ly  community t h a t  i t  w a s  because of  t h e  economics 
of it. I t  seems t o  m e  t h a t  I ' m  almost fo rced  by my d e s i r e  t o  have t h a t  
community redeveloped when I look over  and s e e  a l l  t h e  d e t e r i o r a t i n g  
s i n g l e  dwel l ing  houses i n  t h e r e .  I f  t h a t  community i s  going t o  be re- 
developed, i t ' s  going to  have to  be redeveloped on t h e  b a s i s  of some 
kind o f  m u l t i p l e  p l an  f o r  b u i l d i n g  - t h e  economics of it. So I d o n ' t  
know whether o r  n o t ,  I t h i n k  one of  t h e  real deba te s  t h a t  w e ' r e  making 
h e r e  i s  one of  whether o r  n o t  we're going t o  embrace a program t h a t  a l lows 
t h e  kind of l i v i n g  t h a t  it seems t o  m e  t h a t  w e ' r e  moving toward and t h a t  
i s  where you w i l l  i nvo lve  a number of  f a m i l i e s  i n  p r o j e c t s  and t h a t  t h e  
b u i l d e r s  w i l l  have a tendency n o t  t o  pu t  up those  k ind  of b u i l d i n g s  when 
they  a r e  s o l i d  j u s t  one b u i l d i n g  whereas they  w i l l  p u t  them up i f  they  
can break them up. I t h i n k  we've j u s t  g o t  t o  come t o  t h a t  kind of 
d e c i s i o n .  

MAYOR BECKER: We've moving toward a European way of l i f e ,  t h a t ' s  
what we're moving toward. The average home this y e a r ,  according to  
s tat is t ics ,  t h e  average home i n  t h e  United S t a t e s ,  new home c o s t  $43,000. 
Now t h a t ' s  n o t  t h e  homebuilders f a u l t .  I d o n ' t  know whose f a u l t  it i s  
l e t ' s  blame it on i n f l a t i o n .  They'd sel l  t e n  t i m e s  a s  many homes of  
2,000 squa re  f e e t  a t  $25,000 a s  they  w i l l  2,000 square  f o o t  homes a t  
$43,000. They d o n ' t  en joy  t h i s  any more than  I i n  my bus iness  en joy  
see ing  p i n t o  beans s e l l i n g  f o r  a f o u r  pound bag f o r  $2.79. O r  meat 
s e l l i n g  f o r  $1.89 a pound o r  whatever it is. High p r i c e s  do n o t  h e l p  
b u s i n e s s ,  t h e y ' l l  wreck bus iness  i n  t i m e ,  t h e y ' l l  d e s t r o y  bus iness .  So, 
I t h i n k  what Rev. Black j u s t  s a i d  i s  probably t h e  most i n t e l l i g e n t  ob- 
s e r v a t i o n  t h a t  I ' v e  heard h e r e  today because t h e  f a c t s  of  t h e  c a s e  a r e ,  
w e  had some youngs ters  down h e r e ,  I s a y  youngs ters  some young people  
down h e r e  a couple  of weeks ago, looking - t r y i n g  t o  s t a y  wi th  t h e  C i t y  
of San Antonio on t h e  p a y r o l l  when they  knew t h a t  t h e i r  employment w a s  
temporary from t h e  ve ry  day they w e r e  s igned  on. One of them had gone 
o u t  and bought a $32,000 house.  You have t o  be well-connected t h e s e  
days t o  be  a b l e  t o  b u i l d  any type  of s t r u c t u r e  and t h a t ' s  o t h e r  than  
considered modest and a t  $43,000, t h e  s t r u c t u r e  might be modest b u t  t h e  
p r i c e  i s n ' t .  Fo lks  a r e  going t o  be  l i v i n g  i n  apar tments  l i k e  they 've  
never  been l i v i n g  i n  them b e f o r e ,  I t h i n k  i t ' s  what it a l l  amounts t o .  
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And I can understand t h e  l o g i c  behind t h e  Reverend's. Y e s ,  Elkin.  
Excuse m e ,  Helen, I d idn ' t . . . . . .  

MR. McGOY: L e t  m e  make one s h o r t  s tatement  - I th ink w i l l  answer D r .  
San Martin and M r .  Mendoza's quest ion about i f  w e  passed t h i s  ordinance 
what p ro tec t ion  w i l l  t h e  c i t i z e n  have? The p ro tec t ion  i s  t h e  zoning 
law. Every p iece  of property i s  zoned something. A person who l i v e s  i n  
t h a t  neighborhood can go over t he r e  and f i nd  ou t  what i t ' s  zoned, and he 
can come t o  t h e  o f f i c e  down here ,  f i n d  ou t  what 's  permitted i n  t h a t  zone 
s o  he knows what can be allowed i n  there .  I f  t h a t  zoning i s  t o  be 
changed, t h e  people wi th in  a 200 f oo t  d i s t ance  of t h a t  property have t o  
be no t i f i ed .  That is the  p ro tec t ion  and i t ' s  ava i l ab l e  t o  everybody 
who's i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h a t  neighborhood. Tha t ' s  a l l  t he  p ro tec t ion  t he r e  
should be because a f t e r  somebody buys a p iece  of property and g e t s  
s t a r t e d ,  he knows what he can do and they know what he can do and from 
the re  he should be ab le  t o  do it. I th ink t h a t ' s  t h e  simple answer t o  
t h a t  ques t ion  and no t  j u s t  ou t  on l e f t  f i e l d  because every p iece  of pro- 
pe r ty  i s  zoned something and i t ' s  ava i l ab l e  information. 

MAYOR BECKER: I know of a condi t ion  over on Tuxedo Avenue where 
people b u i l t  r i g h t  across  from a cement p l a n t ,  where they have t o  b l a s t  
every s o  o f t en  t o  g e t  t he  product loose t h a t  they make t he  cement ou t  of 
t h e  limestone. Y e t  knowing a l l  about t h i s  and knowing about t h e  b l a s t i n g  
and everything t h a t ' s  j u s t  indigenous t o  t h e  business and a necessary p a r t  
of i t ,  they r a i s e  thunder about t h e  b l a s t i ng .  I don ' t  understand t h a t  
type of bus iness ,  you know. I t  looks t o  m e  l i k e  i f  you know, you go t  a 
swimming pool f u l l  of c rocodi les  t h e  l e a s t  you can do i s  s t a y  i n  t he  
shallow end, you know, and no t  g e t  i n  t h e r e  where you c a n ' t  move about. 
So, I d o n ' t  know - I th ink i t ' s  probably t i m e  t o  c a l l  f o r  t h e  ques t ion .  
Helen, what else d id  you want t o  say? 

MRS. DUTMER: What I wanted t o  expla in  t o  you and give  you an example 
of i s  i n  answer t o  t he  ques t ion  t h a t  D r .  San Martin asked. These people 
t h a t  moved i n t o  t h i s  a rea  and I ' m  going t o  use t h i s  p iece  of property 
a s  an example because it is the  one t h a t  was i n  controversy. These 
people moved i n t o  t he  a rea .  They r ea l i z ed  t h a t  t h i s  was zoned, a com- 
mercial  p iece  of property,  t h a t  a t  t h e  t i m e  t h a t  it was zoned, a commer- 
c i a l  p iece  of property H.E.B. promised these  people t h a t  they were 
going t o  bu i ld  t h e i r  s t o r e  on t h i s  p iece  of property with perhaps some 
l i t t l e  s i d e  shops. The people bought t h e i r  homes f u l l  w e l l  knowing t h a t  
and agreeing t o  it. I t  was not  t he  mul t ip le  bui ld ing.  But then along 
comes M r .  H.E.B. and decides t h a t  he i s  not going t o  u t i l i z e  t h i s  p iece  
of property s o  they want t o  t u r n  it over i n t o  high dens i ty  muiti-family 
dwellings of two-story nature.  Now, t h e  p reva i l ing  breeze i n  t h i s  Ci ty  
i s  from the  southeas t  a rea .  The people ou t  here  a t  Park Ten a r e  j u s t  
on t h e i r  e a r  whether you r e a l i z e  it o r  not  because t h e i r  
breeze has been c u t  o f f  with mul t ip le  s t o r i e d  bui ld ings .  They a r e  i n  a 
ho t  box over t he r e  and whether you r e a l i z e  it o r  no t ,  whether you a r e  
aware of it o r  not ,  they a r e  unhappy. They moved t he r e  f u l l  w e l l  knowing 
t he r e  t h a t  t he r e  was a l a rge  p iece  of property but  a t  t h e  t i m e  it was 
no t  zoned t h a t  e i t h e r .  It was zoned f o r  use f o r  t h i s  by M r .  G i l l e sp i e ,  
but  they had never u t i l i z e d  it because they had incorporated i t  wi th in  
t h e i r  family e s t a t e  ou t  t he r e  bu t  then when it became economically f e a s i -  
b l e  f o r  them t o  sel l  t h e  p iece  of proper ty ,  they could have cared less 
about what t he  c i t i z e n r y  wanted. Now, t h i s  i s  my po in t .  There a r e  many 
pieces  of property i n  t h i s  Ci ty  t h a t  w i l l  never come up f o r  rezoning. 
Under t h i s  ordinance, a s  you propose it, the re  i s  no p ro tec t ion  f o r  t he  
c i t i z e n r y ,  w e  w i l l  not be n o t i f i e d  and we have no avenue of recourse and 
w e  have no o the r  recourse than t o  chal lenge t h i s  th ing i n  t he  cou r t s  and 
a s  I s a i d  before ,  t h i s  Council once be fore ,  it seems a doggone down r i g h t  
shame t h a t  everything t h a t ' s  t o  be accomplished f o r  t h e  c i t i z e n r y  i n  t h i s  
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C i t y  h a s  t o  be  accomplished because t h e  c i t i z e n r y  h a s  t o  reach  i n t o  t h e i r  
pocke ts .  Why n o t  le t ' s  l e a v e  t h i s  t h i n g  as it is now and i f  it wants  t o  
be cha l l enged ,  l e t ' s  l e t  t h e  deve lope r s  r each  i n  t h e i r  pocke ts  and c h a l l e n g  
Thank you. 

MAYOR BECKER: Leo. 

MR. W. J. O'CONNELL: I ' d  l i k e  t o  move, I ' d  l i k e  t o  move t h e  adopt ion  
of t h e  ord inance .  

MAYOR BECKER: A l l  r i g h t .  Is t h e r e  a second? 

MR. LEO MENDOZA: M r .  Mayor, I w a s  going t o  make a recommendation - 
t h e r e ' s ,  i f  I ' m  i n  o r d e r . . . .  

MAYOR BECKER: A l l  r i g h t ,  sir. 

MR. MENDOZA: I was going t o  s u g g e s t ,  I d o n ' t  know t h a t  w e  had a r e p o r t  
o f  whether o r  n o t  t h e  proponents  and opponents of  t h e  o rd inance  have m e t  
and d i s c u s s e d  t h i s .  I ' m  s u r e  t h a t  t h e y ' v e  done a l o t  of  r e s e a r c h  b u t  
have they  t r i e d  t o  you know, work something o u t .  I see t h i s  b rd inance  
h e r e  i s  something t h a t  I ' m  s u r e  i f  t h e  c i t i z e n s  had a n  a s su rance  of some 
t y p e  of where t h e y  cou ld  f e e l  a l i t t l e  comfor tab le  i n  i t ,  I t h i n k  t h a t  
t h e y  would a g r e e  w i th  it. I d o n ' t  know t h a t  t h e y ' r e x a g a i n s t  t h e  ord inance  
i t s e l f ,  C l i f f ,  I t h i n k  r e a l l y  what t h e y ' r e  s ay ing  i s  t h a t  t hey  j u s t  want 
an  assurance .  Now, how can w e  p rov ide  t h a t  I ' m  s t i l l  s e a r c h i n g  t r y i n g  
t o  come up w i t h  an  answer. I t h i n k  w e  can  accomplish bo th  t h i n g s ,  I 
r e a l l y  b e l i e v e  t h a t ,  maybe I ' m  wrong. But i s  it p o s s i b l e  t h a t ,  and Mayor 
w i t h  your permiss ion ,  i f  M r .  Bender and Mrs. Dutmer would, w e  have a con- 
f e r e n c e  room r i g h t  ove r  h e r e  i f  t hey  could j u s t  s o r t  of  i n j e c t  something 
i n t o  it t h a t  would g i v e  us  t h e  two t h i n g s  t h a t  bo th  p a r t i e s  want, I 
d o n ' t  know t h a t  t h e  c i t i z e n s  are a sk ing  f o r  any th ing  t h a t ' s  unreasonable .  
I t h i n k  i t ' s  j u s t  a matter of maybe a word o r  something i n  t h e  ord inance .  

MAYOR BECKER: Do you t h i n k  i t ' s  p o s s i b l e  f o r  m i r a c l e s  t o  occu r  i n  one 
of t h e s e  l i t t l e  rooms down h e r e  i n  t h e  C i t y  Ha l l .  

MR. BENDER: M r .  Mayor, w e  implore  you t o  adopt  t h i s  o rd inance  today 
and b u t  a long  wi th  t h a t ,  I w i l l  be  happy t o  meet w i t h  M r s .  Dutmer r i g h t  
now and t r y  and work o u t  h e r  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  problem and see what w e  
can come back t o  t h i s  Counci l  on t o  r e s o l v e  t h a t  problem because I d o n ' t  
s a y  t h a t  t hey  d o n ' t  have a problem, b u t  n o t  now i n  adopt ing  t h i s  o rd inance  
i s  n o t  t h e  s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e i r  problem and I implore  you,  u rge  you, n o t  
implore ,  u rge  you t o  p a s s  this and I w i l l  be happy t o  a t  t h i s  moment t o  
l e a v e  and t a l k  t o  M r s .  Dutmer and see i f  w e  c a n ' t  i r o n  t h i s  o t h e r  pro- 
blem ou t .  Th i s  C i t y  needs t h i s  o rd inance  passed today.  

DR. SAN MARTIN: M r .  Mayor, s i n c e  there w a s  no second t o  M r .  O 'Conne l l l s  
motion,  a t  l e a s t  I have n o t  hea rd ,  I ' d  l i k e  t o  move t h a t  no a c t i o n  be  
t aken  a t  t h i s  t i m e  and t h a t  t h e  C i t y  At torney  be i n s t r u c t e d  to  r e s o l v e  
f i r s t  o f  a l l ,  t h e  so -ca l l ed  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  of  t h e  p r e s e n t  o rd inances  
o r  o rd inance ,  and second,  a recommendation a s  t o  how w e  can  have a new 
ord inance  which w i l l  g i v e  c i t i z e n s  t h e i r  l e g a l  r i g h t  t o  b e  heard on 
appea l  and s t i l l  come w i t h i n  the purposes  of t h i s  new proposa l .  

MR. PADILLA: Mr. Mayor ... 
MAYOR BECKER: Y e s .  

MR. PADILLA: I was w a i t i n g  for M r .  Mendoza t o  f i n i s h  h i s  remarks. I 
would l i k e  t o  second t h e  motion and I ' d  l i k e  t o  e x p l a i n  why... 



MAYOR BECKER: Which one? 

MR. PADILLA: The one M r .  O'Connell made. What I have gathered from 
t h i s  d iscuss ion i s  t h a t  t he  concern of t h e  c i t i z e n s  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  a s  
r e l a t i n g  t o  t he  southeas t  s i d e  p r o j e c t ,  a t  t h e  t i m e  t h a t  t h e  c i t i z e n s  
took t h i s  t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment, I generated i n  my own mind q u i t e  
a b i t  of sympathy f o r  t h e i r  pos i t i on  because they made t he  po in t  and I 
th ink it was w e l l  taken t h a t  t he  area  was being s a tu r a t ed  with a p a r t i -  
c u l a r  type of p r o j e c t  and I w e l l  apprecia ted  t h e i r  concern. However, 
what I heard t h i s  morning, I ' v e  heard two th ings .  One has t o  do with 
t he  r i g h t  of a developer t o  l oca t e  more than one bui ld ing on a p a r t i c u l a r  
p iece  of property.  I can apprec ia te  t he  concern of t he  bui ld ing indus t ry  
i n  t h i s  r espec t .  The o the r  i s  q u i t e  removed, t h e  o the r  I th ink i s  a 
concern o r  a t  l e a s t  I understand it t o  be a concern of t he  c i t i z e n s  t h a t  
they have, a s  it were, one more s h o t  a t  undesirable o r  what they consider  
t h e  undesirable type of developments. I can apprecia te  t h a t .  I th ink 
t h e  so lu t i on  lies no t  i n  l im i t i ng  a p iece  of property t o  one bui ld ing 
and then having t he  recourse of going and lobbying o r  d i scuss ing  o r  
pressur ing a s  t h e  case  may be, t h e  Board of Adjustment, i n  a subsequent 
a c t i on  a f t e r  t h e  zoning bu t  I th ink t h e  answer might l i e  i n  taking a 
good look a t  t h e  zoning ordinances o r  o the r  Ci ty  ordinances t h a t  w e  
might be ab l e  t o  look a t  t o  p roh ib i t  t h e  type of development t h a t  a 
neighborhood and I th ink t he  people i n  a neighborhood do have c e r t a i n  
vested r i g h t s  t o  p ro t ec t  themselves and should have recourse t o  p ro t ec t  
themselves. W e  might want t o  look a t  t he  zoning ordinances and I d o n ' t  
know, I ' m  no t  a t  a t to rney ,  I don ' t  know what ' s  l e g a l  but  I know what w i l l  
be d e s i r a b l e  a s  f a r  a s  I ' m  concerned. 90 say t h a t  a p iece  has a p a r t i -  
c u l a r  type of zone and then you can put  anything you want i n  t he r e  a s  
long a s  you meet t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  type of zoning. I th ink t h e  law should 
go beyond t h a t .  The law should provide f o r  t he  c i t i z e n  t o  come f o r t h  
and say,  a l l  r i g h t ,  w e  don ' t  oppose apartments but  here  are c e r t a i n  cir- 
cumstances t h a t  should be considered. I t  should be perhaps a t  t h a t  
l e v e l  t h a t  t he  c i t i z e n s  might t ake  ac t ion .  I do no t  deem i t  l o g i c a l  t o  
prevent  o r  t o  force  developers t o  go t o  t h e  Board of Adjustment simply 
when t he  development takes  on t h e  nature  of more than one bui lding.  I 
c a n ' t  help but  agree  with t h e  l og i c  t h a t  where I ,  with my l imi ted  o r  none 
a s  t he  case  may be,  expe r t i s e  i n  t u rn s  of you know, what 's  d e s i r a b l e  i n  
a bu i ld ing ,  t o  m e  personal ly,  i f  you t ake  a multi-family u n i t  and bu i l d  
something 200 f e e t  long, 100 f e e t  wide, it w i l l  be much more de s i r ab l e  
t o  m e  a s  an ind iv idua l  t o  break t h i s  s i n g l e  u n i t s  up i n t o  more than one 
bu i ld ing  . 

So, I do not  see t h a t  t h e  i s s u e  i s  a matter  of bu i ld ing  i s  
opposed t o  more than two o r  more than one. I th ink what t h e  c i t i z e n s  
want i s  some means by which they can p r o t e c t  t h e i r  neighborhoods and I 
th ink i n  t h a t  r espec t  t hey ' r e  asking f o r  something t h a t  t h e  law should 
l eg i t imate ly  provide f o r .  Though I seconded t he  motion, I d id  because 
I th ink t h a t  t h e  one i s s u e  should pass and I would ask t h e  Council t o  
pass  it,  t h e  i s s u e  of t he  c i t i z e n  having a way, mode of p ro tec t ing  h i s  
neighborhood, should a l s o  be considered and I would work with t he  c i t i z e n s  
and I th ink with anyone else t h a t ' s  t h a t  concurred with m e  t h a t  t h e  
c i t i z e n  should have a way of p ro tec t ing  himself towards looking a t  t h e  
laws be they zoning o r  anything else, t o  guarantee t h a t  he has t h i s  pro- 
t e c t i on .  Thank you. 

MAYOR BECKER: A l l  r i g h t .  W e l l ,  t h e r e ' s  been a motion and i t ' s  been 
seconded. A r e  you ready f o r  t he  question? Okay. I guess you b e t t e r  
c a l l  t h e  r o l l .  
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- I  i "4,- 

CITY CLERK: : (Rol l  C a l l  Vote)  

REV. BLACK: Aye. 

MR. LACY: Aye. 

MR. MORTON: Abs ta in  . 
MR. O'CONNELL: Aye. 

MR. PADILLA: Aye. 

MR. MENDOZA: Aye. 

MRS. COCKRELL: Absent. 

DR. SAN MARTIN: No, I ' m  going t o  v o t e  n o ,  M r .  Mayor, u n t i l  we addres s  
o u r s e l v e s  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n  t h a t  I r eques t ed  from t h e  C i t y  At torney.  

MAYOR BECKER: A l l  r i g h t .  

C I T Y  CLERK: ( R o l l  C a l l  Vote cont inued)  

MAYOR BECKER: Aye. Now, may I sugges t  t h a t  t h e  Counci l  w i th  t h e  
C i t y  At torney  fo l low M r .  P a d i l l a ' s  sugges t ion  and D r .  San Mar t in ' s  and 
t h e  wishes  of a l l  o f  u s ,  I t h i n k ,  on t h e  Counci l  t h a t  something be i m -  
plemented i n  o v e r a l l  zoning t h a t  g i v e s  p r o t e c t i o n  t o  t h e  c i t i z e n r y .  I ' m  
go ing  t o  make a s t a t e m e n t ,  of cou r se ,  t h a t  w i l l  probably j u s t  t a k e  t h e  
h a i r  o f f  a b r a s s  monkey b u t  I c a n ' t  h e l p  it. I o p e r a t e  i n  s e v e r a l  c i t ies  
a s  some of t h e  homebuilders do  and t h e  deve lope r s ,  and I t h i n k  t h e  zoning 
laws of San Antonio have l e d  more people  down t h e  pr imrose  pa th  t h a n  any 
o t h e r  t h i n g  I ' v e  e v e r  seen  f o r  t h e  s imple  r ea son  t h a t  t h e y  are i n  many 
ways dece iv ing ,  t h e y  a r e  f a l l a c i o u s ,  t h e y ' r e  n o t  t r u e  and c o n d i t i o n s  do  
change and what you though t  w a s  a p i e c e  of r e s i d e n t i a l  p r o p e r t y  a c r o s s  
t h e  street can become commercial, i f  i t ' s  zoned commercial or rezoned.  
I know people  s ay ,  w e l l ,  w e  should  move b u t  I know how it i s  i n  o t h e r  
a r e a s  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  Houston. You have a r e a s  t h e r e  where t h e  l and  is 
deed r e s t r i c t e d  a g a i n s t  any th ing  b u t  homes and n o t  a s i n g l e  t h i n g  can 
come i n t o  t h o s e  a r e a s  b u t  homes o r  apar tments  or however t h e  deed res- 
t r i c t i o n s  run .  Now, am I r i g h t  o r  a m  I wrong? Ralph, you know a g r e a t  
d e a l  about  t h i s  and E l k i n  and a l l  of  you. And t h o s e  deed r e s t r i c t i o n s  
run  f o r  what - 2 5  y e a r s ?  And they  can be extended wi th  a v o t e  o f  t h e  
c i t i z e n r y ,  t h e  homebuilders,  t h e  homeowners r a t h e r .  Now, r i g h t  down t h e  
street can be land  t h a t  does  n o t  have deed r e s t r i c t i o n s  and you can b u i l d  
supermarkets  o r  whatever k ind  of a t h i n g  I guess  excep t  f o r  h i d e  p l a n t s  
and they  do  have some t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  forbidden.  But t h i s  i s  t h e  on ly  
way I know t h a t  you can have a b s o l u t e  guaran teed  p r o t e c t i d n .  I ' v e  s een  
t i m e  and t i m e  aga in  where people  thought  t h a t  t hey  were e n t e r i n g  an a r e a  
t h a t  was going t o  be  t r a n q u i l  and a l l  t h i s  s o r t  o f  t h i n g  and rezoning  
o r  r e c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  a p i e c e  o f  p rope r ty  came about  and changed t h e  
whole t h i n g  f o r  them. I t h i n k  i f  t h e r e  e v e r  was a decep t ion  t h a t ' s  been 
p e r p e t r a t e d  on t h e  people  of t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio,  i t ' s  been t h i s  
zoning.  T h a t ' s  j u s t  my own i g n o r a n t ,  humble op in ion  about  it. I ' l l  
say  it because I b e l i e v e .  Y e s ,  sir. 

MR. PADILLA: M r .  Mayor, I want t o  a g r e e  w i t h  you and I want to  remind 
t h e  C i t y  Manager, one o f  t h e  t h i n g s  I would l i k e  him t o  look a t  - it was 
a p o i n t  made I b e l i e v e  by M r s .  Dutmer. I have seen  it h e r e  a s  a matter 
of f a c t ,  I t h i n k  t h e  term i n s t a n t  g r a s s  w a s  used by me i n  r e f e r e n c e  t o  
a p l a n  t h a t  M r .  Bender b rought  b e f o r e  us  - i n s t a n t  t r e e s  and s o  f o r t h .  
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I think I was ab le  t o  show t h a t  t i m e  t h a t  t he r e  w e r e  trees on t he  plan 
t h a t  r e a l l y  d id  no t  e x i s t  on t he  p a r t  of t h e  development t h a t  hardly 
was i n  exis tence .  I ' d  l i k e  t o  see what w e  can do. Perhaps this would 
requ i re  a l e g i s l a t i v e  ac t i on  a t  s t a t e  l eve l .  I do f e e l  t h a t  many t i m e s  
people come i n  here and a s  w e  handle zoning on a case by case  b a s i s ,  w e  
see many p r e t t y  p i c tu r e s  and nice  p lans  and s o  f o r t h  and the zoning is 
approved and i n  some cases ,  t h e  development doesn ' t  t ake  p lace  o r  doesn ' t  
t u rn  ou t  a s  it was represented.  To m e ,  I th ink morally a t  l e a s t  this is 
a case of misrepresentat ion.  I know t h a t  w e  cannot zone a p iece  of pro- 
p e r t y  f o r  a p a r t i c u l a r  development only and qua l i fy  t o  t h a t  e x t e n t  bu t  
I would l i k e  t o  see i f  w e  can somehow s t r u c t u r e  t h e  law t o  guard aga in s t  
misrepresentat ion because t h a t ' s  what it amounts t o ,  whatever t he  circum- 
s tances .  I r e a l i z e  t h a t  i n  many cases  people a r e  s i nce re  when they come 
before us and th ings  don ' t  t u r n  ou t .  I n  such a case ,  w e  might be ab le  
t o  s t r u c t u r e  t h e  law t o  where it would r e v e r t  t o  t he  o ld  zoning. I ' d  
l i k e  f o r  t h e  Manager t o  check i n t o  t h a t  a l s o  a s  w e l l  a s  t he  o ther  th ings .  

MR. O'CONNELL: M r .  Bender has o f fe red  t o  help us. L e t ' s  take him up 
on it. 

MAYOR BECKER: A l l  r i g h t .  Fine. I th ink i t ' s  a f i n e  th ing.  

CITY MANAGER GRANATA: Well, before you r ece s s ,  my good f r i e n d  Ralph, 
I want t o  c o r r e c t  him on one po in t ,  have him help  m e .  H e  s a i d  t h e  Ci ty  
of San Antonio has a lousy zoning map. I j u s t  want t o  ask him i f  t h a t ' s  
t h e  same map t h a t  ex i s ted  when he was our f i n e  Planning Direc tor .  

MAYOR BECKER: I ' m  not  going t o  even d i scuss  t h a t .  
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