
aEGUIt+R MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO HELD IN 
THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, CITY HALL, ON 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 2 1 ,  1980. 

The meeting was c a l l e d  t o  order a t  1:00 P.M. by t h e  presiding 
o f f i c e r ,  Mayor L i l a  Cockre l l  w i t h  t h e  fol lowing members present: CISNEROS, 
WEBB, DUTMER, WING, EURESTE, THOMPSON, AZDERETE, CANAVAN, ARCHER, STEEN, 
COCKRELL; Absent: NONE. 

80- 11 The i nvoca t ion  was given by the Reverend Charles  Kemble, Universal 
City Baptist Church, 

80-11 Members of t h e  City Council and t h e  audience joined i n  t h e  
Pledge of Al legiance  t o  t h e  f l a g  of the United States.  

80-11 The minutes of the meeting of February 1 4 ,  1980 were approved. 

MAYOR PRO-TEM VAN ARCHER 

Mayor C o c k r e l l  expressed her apprec ia t ion  t o  Councilman 
Van Archer for a job very w e l l  done dur ing  h i s  t enure  as Mayor Pso-Tern. 

80-11 SWEARING-IN CEREMONY 

Councilwoman Helen Dutmer was administered t h e  Oath of Office 
as Mayor Pro-Tern by City C l e r k ,  Norma S .  Rodriguez. M r s .  Dutmer will 
serve during the p e r i o d  of February 23,  1980 through May 5, 1980.  

M r s .  Dutmer recognized Tax-Assessor Co l l ec to r  Ben Shaw and 
Bexar County Commissioner Tom Yickers,and o t h e r  fsiands,~who~were presen t  
i n  t h e  audience.  

DEFENSE LANGUAGE INSTITUTE 

Mayor Cockre l l  in t roduced three ganerals,from Egypt who were 
present in the audience. She expla ined  that these:-geatlerngn: are frorn 

t h e  ~ e f e n s e '  Language I n s t i t u t e - a t  Lackland Aif Force Base. She then 
presented Alcaldes to Brigadier Generals, Ahrnad+El Masry,+Hasson El Xaramany, 
and Ahmad Mohzrhed Ahmad Bamdy and expressed:her apprec ia t ion  for t h e i r  
f r i e n d s h i p  wi th  t h e  United States. 

SMITHSON VALLEY H I G H  SCHOOL 

Mayor Cockre l l  recognized 45 students  from Smithson Val ley  
High School,  who were present i n  t h e  audience.  They were accompanied 
by their supervisor, Ms. Clara Roberts. 

She welcomed t h e  group t o  t h e  Council meeting, 
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80-11 
3cL. 

CONSENT AGENDA 

Mr. Steen moved that items constituting the consent agenda 
86-21 be approved with the  exception of items #9,12, 13, 14, 16, and 
19, to be cwidered: individually. D r .  Cisneros seconded the motion. 

On r o l l  call, the  motion, carrying with it t h e  passage of the 
following Ordinances, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, 
Webb, D u t m r ,  Wing, Eureste, Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, Archer, Steen, 
Cockrell;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: None. 

AN ORDINmCE 5 1 , 8 4 5  

APPROPRIATING $1,400.00 FOR ACQUISITION OF-. 
A SANITARY SEmR EASEMENT AND TEMPORARY 
CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FOR UNSEWERED AREA 
NO. 4 4  (VALLEY VIEW SUBDIVISION) AND 
AUTHOR12 ING PAYMENT THEREOF. 

AN ORDINANCE 51,846 

APPROPRIATING THE SUM OF $1,146.15 AS RIGHT- 
OF-WAY ACQUISITION COSTS FOR THE CALLAGHPLN 
ROAD DRAINAGE PROJECT AND AUTHOR1 Z ING 
PAYMENT THEREOF. 

* * * *  

AN ORDINANCE 51,847 

APPROPRIATING $265,600.00 AS RIGHT-OF-WAY 
ACQUISITION COSTS FOR PARCELS 8812 AND 
8814 IN THE OLMOS CRl3EK DRAINAGE PROJECT 
AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT THEREOF. 

* * * *  

AN ORDINANCE 51,848 

REJECTING ALL BIDS RECEIVED FOR CONSTRUCTING 
THE R.l?,PLACEMElNT OF THE SAN ANTONIO RIVER 
WALL AT TRAVIS STREET. 

AN ORDINANCE 51,849 

AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A LEASE FOR 
SPACE AT STINSON AIRPORT WITH TOBIN SURVEY, 
INC . 

AN ORDINANCE 51,850 

AUTHORIZING PAYmNT OF REFUNDS TO PERSONS 
W I N G  OVERPAYMENTS OR DOUBLE PAYMENTS 
ON 13 TAX ACCOUNTS. 

* * * *  

AN ORDINANCE 51,851 

AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF A HEADSTART 
APPLICATION TO THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 
BEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES FOR SUPPLEMENTAL 

, . 
FUNDS; AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO 
ACCEPT THE SUPPLEWTRL GRANT. 
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I AN ORDINANCE 5 1 , 8 5 2  

GRANTING A LICENSE TO THE ALAMO NATIONAL 
.BANK TO CONSTRUCT A TUNNEL UNDER SOUTH ST. 
MARY'S STREET AND TO USE PROPERTY BENEATH 
THE SIDEWALK ON ST. MARY'S STREET, E. COMMERCE 
STREET AND E. MARKET STREET, AND MANIFESTING 
AN AGREEMENT I N  CONNECTION THEREWITH, 

* * * *  

AN ORDINANCE 51,853 

AMENDING ORDINANCES NUMBERS 51818 AND 
51819 CHANGING THE DATE FOR RECEIPT OF B I D S  
AND AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE OF BONDS FROM 
MARCH 6 ,  1980 TO MARCH 20 ,  1 9 8 0 ,  AND DECLARING 
AN E-RGENCY. 

* * * *  
AN ORDINANCE 51,854 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS CONCERING THE SAN 
ANTONIO RIVER HOTEL COMPANY, 

* * * *  

7 - - 
8 0 - 1 1  - T h e  C l e r k  read t he  following Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 51,855 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECTEE 
I FIELD ALTERATION NO. 8 I N  THE AMOUNT OF 

$ 1 0 , 3 9  7.58 TO THE CONTRACT FOR THE 
SANDMEYER DRAINAGE PROJECT #9C. 

* * * *  

M r .  Steen m o v e d  t o  approve t h e  O r d i n a n c e ,  M r .  Wing seconded 
t h e  motion. 

M r .  Canavan d i squa l i f i ed  himself from voting on t h i s  O r d i n a n c e .  

A f t e r  consideration, t h e  motion, carrying with it the passage 
of the Ordinance, prevailed by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: AYES: C i s n e r o s ,  
Webb, D u t r n e r ,  Wing, Eureste, T h o m p s o n ,  Alderete ,  A r c h e r ,  S teen ,  Cockrell; 
NAYS: None; ABSENT: None; DISQUALIFICATION: C a n a v a n .  

- - - 
80-11 - T h e  C l e r k  read t h e  f o l l o w i n g  O r d i n a n c e :  

AN ORDINANCE 5 1 , 8 5 6  

CLOSING AND ABANDONING A PORTION OF EAST 
.~ILDWOOD DRIVE, BE!CWEEN NEW'CITY BLOCKS 7339 
AND 9035, AND AUTNORIZJXG A- QUITCLAIM DEEP 
TO MORRIS D* JAFFE, JR., FOR A CONSIDERATION 
OF $4,485.00.  

* * * * 

Mr. Steen moved t o  approve t h e  Ordinance. D r .  C i s n e r o s  
seconded the motion, 

-..,- 
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re- to Mrs. D u ~ t s  question, George Noel PmnCn. Aslist. to City 
Manager, explained &he-.pa;Li~y whereby a-street or  alley dedication 
t h a t  has not  been improved (by asphalt .or' grave l )  is  given t o  the 
petitioner for  the price of $1.00. He stated however, t ha t  if the 
property has been improved (by a s p h a l t  o r  g rave l )  then ,  it is  appraised 
and sold to the petitioner at its appraised value, 

Mrs. Dutmer made the sugges t ion  t h a t  t h i s  p o l i c y  be reviewed 
because she expressed concern t h a t  the City might be losing money. 

Mr. Wing concurredL with Mrs ,. Dutmert s remarks,. ' 

After d i scuss ion ,  t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  with it t h e  passage 
of the Ordinance, prevailed by t h e  fa l lowing vote:  AYES: Cisneros, 
Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, Thompson, Aldere te ,  Canavan, Archer, 
Staen,  Cackxell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: None. 

80-11 - OLMQS PARK 

M r .  Archer stated t h a t  Olmos Park palice are operating a 
"speed trap" on McCullough Avenue, nor th  of Olrnos  Drive. He made 
the suggestion that perhaps the Ci ty  Manager could meet with t h e  
Olmos Park Council  and negotiate something on this matter, 

80-11 - The fol lowing O r d i n a x e s  were read by the Clerk and after 
consideration, on motion made and duly seconded, were each passed and 
approved by the fo l lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros ,  Webb, D u t m e r ,  Wing, 
Eures te ,  Thompson, Aldere te ,  Canavan, Archer, Steen, Cockre l l ;  NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: None. 

AN ORDINANCE 51,857 

CLOS1NG.AND ABANDONING A PORTION OF BOTTS 
LANE I N  NEW CITY BLOCK 12571, AND AUTHORIZING 
A QUITCLAIM DEED TO AIAMO SAVINGS ASSOCIATION 
OF TEXAS, FOR A CONSIDERATION OF $70,515.00, 

AN ORDINANCE 51,858 

CLOSING AND ABANDONING A PORTION OF SOUTH 
CALAVERAS STREET, BETWEEN NEW CITY BLOCKS 
2532, AND AUTHORIZING QUITCLAIM DEEDS TO 
THE ADJACENT OWNERS FOR A CONSIDEIUTION OF 
$1.00, 

* * * *  

80-11 - The Clerk read t he  fo l lowing Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 51,859 

AUTHORIZING THE 19 79/80 AIR POLLUTION 
CONTROL PROGRAM AND APPROVING A BUDGET OF 
$189,420.00 THEREFOR AND PERSONNEL POSITIONS; 
ACCEPTING A GRANT OF $87,605.00 FROM THE 
U.S .  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY I N  SUPPORT 
THEREOF; AND PROVIDING FOR A CONTRIBUTION OF 
$94,050.00 FROM THE GENERAL FUND. 

Mr. Webb moved to approve the Ordinance, Mrs. Dutmer 
seconded the motion. 



In respcfflse to Mr; -'s qwstim, Mr. George Nee, AdrLlin. Assist. to C i q  Managex 
explained t h a t  the Health Department has  opera ted  an A i r  p o l l u t i o n  
Contro l  Program since 1966.  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  purpose of t h i s  program 
i s  t o  abate and control a i r  p o l l u t i o n  i n  the Ci ty  of San ~ n t o n i o  and 
Bexar County. H a  explained-that t h i s  program d e a l s  wi th  the monitoring 
and eneorcing compliances of various i n d u s t r i e s  with t h e  rules and regu- 
l a t i o n s  r ega rd ing  a i r  p o l l u t i o n .  H e  f u r t h e r  explained t h a t  t h e  $ 1 8 9 , 4 2 0 .  
would be a d d r e s s i n g s t h e  need f o r  the  s ix . . add i t iona l  personnel  p o s i t i o n s .  

M r .  Wing spoke i n  support of t h e  Ordinance. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  
t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  p r o j e c t  will h e l p  t o  f u r t h e r  =lain how *-.go a h x t  making 
non-attainment areas i n  the South Side  v iab le  f o r  industxy. 

A f t e r  d i scuss ion ,  t h e  motion, ca r ry ing  with it t h e  passage of 
t h e  Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by the following vote:  AYES: Cisnesos,  Webb, 
Dutmer,  Wing, Eures te ,  Thompson, Aldere te ,  Canavan, Archer,  S teen ,  
Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: None. 

80-11 The Clerk read the fo l lowing Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 51,860 

AUTHORIZING AN APPLICATION TO THE DEPARTMENT 
OF HOUSING & URBAN DEVELOPMENT (HUD). FOR GRANT 
FUNDS OF $58,700 FOR THE HOUSING COUNSELING 
PROGRAM OF THE CITY 'S  DEPARTMENT O F  HUMAN 
RESOURCES AND SERVICES; AUTHORIZING OPERATION 
OF THE PROGRAM AND TWO PERSONNEL POSITIONS, 

D r .  Cisneros moved t o  approve t h e  Ordinance. Mx. Eureste 
seconded t h e  motion. 

I n  response t o  a ques t ion  by M r .  Archer, M r .  Richard Brown, 
Program D i r e c t o r  of  Housing fox  t h e  Human Resources Program, explained 
t h a t  t h e  funds authorized w i l l  provide e l i g i b l e  f a m i l i e s  wi th  comprehensive 
s e r v i c e s  i n  housing r e l a t e d  maters, such as f i n a n c i a l  counsel ing,  consumer 
educat ion ,  energy conservat ion ,  home r e p a i r s ,  maintenance and upkeep, 
information and r e f e r r a l s .  

A d i s c u s s i o n  then  took p l a c e  on whether t h e  San Antonio Develop- 
ment Agency had a p p l i e d  f o r  t h i s  same type  of program. 

I n  response t o  a ques t ion  by M r .  Aldere te ,  M r .  Brown went 
i n t o  detai l  on the  func t ions  of h i s  o f f i c e .  

M r .  Wing expressed concern t h a t  t h i s  Ordinance does no t  
address  t h e  a r e a  between t h e  consumer and t h e  c o n t r a c t o r ,  H e  stated 
t h a t  t h i s  Council  should ask t h e  San Antonio Development Agency t o  embark 
on t h i s  program or something s i m i l a r  t o  keep t h e  consumer from being 
"ripped-off. " 

Mr. Eureste, as Chairman of the Housing Task Force, spoke 
i n  suppor t  of t h e  Ordinance. H e  stated t h a t  t h i s  program i s  needed i n  t h e  
community, since it provides  t h e  family with s h e l t e r .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  
a concerned effort should be made i n  regards  t o  more p u b l i c i t y ,  mare 
education an l e g a l  complicaticins p e r t a i n i n g  t o  home repair. 

M r .  Archer concurred t o  M r .  Wing's recommendation. 

M r .  Ruben Gonzales, Supervisor  of t h e  Housing Counseling Program, 
a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of SADA, s t a t e d  t h a t  they contracted with  t h e  Department 
of HUD , however, they  chose n o t  t o  reapply because it wasn ' t  
feasible. They were providing more s e r v i c e s  than  they  were funded for. 

Ms., Winnie Doria, r ep resen t ing  the Department of Housing, 
s t a t e d  t h a t  they had rece ived  an overwhelming amount of reques ts ,and  it 
was n o t  feasible fo r  them t o  apply f o r  t h i s  type of g r a n t .  



Mayor Cockre l l  suggested t h a t  the  City Councilmen who 
are i n t e r e s t e d ,  visit the San Antonio Development Agency and come back 
w i t h  a p o s s i b l e  change of policy. 

A discuss@ii:$hen took p l a c e  on t h e  func t ions  of  t h i s  program 
and t h e  effectiven&@&,i@E t h e  program. 

Mrs. Dutmer s t a t e d  t h a t  HUD sets t h e  g u i d e l i n e s  and a l l  t h a t  
can be done i s  counsel  t h e  people.  

A f t e r  d i s c u s s i o n , ' . t h e  motion, carrying with it the passage 
of the  Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fo l lowing vote:  AYES: Cisneros ,  
Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eures te ,  Aldere te ,  Canavan, Steen ,  Cockre l l ;  NAYS: 
Thompson, Archer; ABSENT: None. 

80-11 - ZONING HEARINGS 

2 2 .  CASE 7966 - t o  rezone a 0.551 acre t r a c t  of land out of NCB 
13732, being f u r t h e r  descr ibed  by f i e l d  no tes  f i l e d  i n  t h e  O f f i c e  of  the 
City clerk,-in the 14000 Block of Jones Maltsberger  Road and i n  the 
2600 Block of Burning T r a i l ,  from "B-3" Business District t o  "R-5" Single 
Family R e s i d e n t i a l  Dis t r ic t ,  loca ted  east of the intersection of Jones 
~ a l t s b e r ~ e r  Road and ~ u r n i n g  T r a i l ,  having 160 on Jones Maltsberger 
Road and 153' an Burning T r a i l .  

The Zoning Commission has recommended that t h i s  r e q u e s t  of change 

I of zane be approved by t h e  C i t y  Council .  I 
N o  citizen appeared t o  speak i n  oppos i t ion ,  I 

I A f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  S teen  moved t h a t  t h e  recommendation I 
of t h e  Zoning Commission be approved provided that the proper  p l a t t i n g  i s  
accomplished. D r .  Cisneros seconded the motion. On r o l l  c a l l ,  the  motion, 
ca r ry ing  with it t h e  passage of t h e  fo l lowing Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  
fa l lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Thompson, Aldere te ,  
Canavan, Archer,  Steen ,  Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Eures te .  

I AN ORDINANCE 51,861 I 
AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
C L A S S I F I C A T I O N  AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 0.551 ACRE TRACT OF LAND 
OUT O F  NCB 13732, B E I N G  FURTHER DESCRIBED BY 
F I E L D  NOTES FILED I N  THE O F F I C E  OF THE CITY 
CLERK, I N  THE 14000  BLOCK O F  JONES MALTSBERGER 
ROAD AND IN THE 2600 BLOCK OF BURNING TRAIL, 
FROM "B-3" B U S I N E S S  DISTRICT TO "R-5"' SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT 
PROPER PLATTING I S  ACCOEIPLISHED, 

23. CASE 7946 - t o  rezone L o t  1, Block 1, NCB 1 4 8 9 1 ,  i n  t h e  900 
Black of Isom Road, i n  t h e  10400 Block of Gulfdale  Drive,  from "B-3" 
Business D i s t r i c t  t o  "1-1" Light Indus t ry  D i s t r i c t ,  l o c a t e d  nor th  of the 
intersection of Gulfdale Drive and Isom Road, having 280' on Gulfda le  
Drive and 200 ' on Isorn Road. 

I The Zoning Commission has recommended that this r e q u e s t  of change 
of zone be approved by the City Council.  

No c i t i z e n  appeared to speak i n  oppas i t ion .  



A f t e r  considerat ion,  Dr .  Cisneros moved that t h e  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n  
of t h e  Zoning Cammission be approved. M r s ,  Dutmer seconded t h e  motion. 
On r o l l  ca l l ,  the motion, carrying with it the  passage of t h e  following 
O r d i n a n c e ,  prevailed by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: AYES: C i s n e r o s ,  Webb, 
D u t m e r ,  Wing, Thompson, A l d e r e t e ,  C a n a v a n ,  Archer, Steen,  C o c k r e l l ;  NAYS: -. lkone; ABSENT : E u r e s t e  . 

AN ORDINANCE 5 1 , 8 6 2  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIW2 ZONING ORDINANCE 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING O F  CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 1, BLOCK 1, NCB 1 4 8 9 1 ,  
I N  THE 9 0 0  BLOCK OF ISOM ROAD, I N  THE 1 0 4 0 0  
BLOCK OF GULFDALE DRIVE, FROM "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT. 

24 .  CASE 7942 - t o  r e z o n e  a 3 . 1 8 4  acre t ract  of land o u t  of L o t  8 ,  
B l o c k  1, NCB 1 6 2 4 4 ,  being further described by f i e l d  notes filed i n  t h e  
Office of t h e  C i t y  C l e r k ,  i n  the 1 1 4 0 0  B l o c k  of West A v e n u e ,  from "R-3" 
Multiple F a m i l y  R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  and "B-2" Business District to "B-3R" 
R e s t r i c t i v e  Business D i s t r i c t ,  l o c a t e d  355' s o u t h w e s t  of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  
of West A v e n u e  and P a t r i c i a  D r i v e ,  having 3 0 '  o n  West A v e n u e  and 
a maximum depth of 4 2 0 . 8 1 ' ;  a 0 . 0 1 1  acre tract of l a n d  o u t  of Lot 8 ,  
Block 1, NCB 1 6 2 4 4 ,  being further described by f i e l d  notes f i l e d  i n  t h e  
Office of the City C l e r k ,  i n  the 1 1 0 0  B l o c k  of P a t r i c i a  D r i v e ,  3xom "R-3" 
M u l t i p l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" Business D i s t r i c t ,  located 
4 0 0 '  n o r t h w e s t  o f  t h e  in tersec t ion  of West A v e n u e  and P a t r i c i a  Drive, 
h a v i n g  22 .50 '  on P a t r i c i a  D r i v e  and a maximum depth of 4 4 - 5 4 ' .  

The Zoning Commission has recommended t h a t  t h i s  request of change 
of zone be approved by t h e  C i t y  Council.  

No citizen appeared t o  s p e a k  i n  opposition, 

A f t e r  consideration, D r .  C i s n e r o s  moved t h a t  the recommendation 
of the  Zoning Cammission be approved provided t h a t  proper p l a t t i n g  i s  
a c c o m p l i s h e d  and that a six foot  solid screen fence i s  erected and 
maintained adjacent t o  t h e  mul t i - fami ly  d w e l l i n g s .  M r .  Alderete seconded 
the m o t i o n .  On r o l l  cal l ,  the motion, c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it the  passage of t h e  
f o l l o w i n g  Ordinance, prevailed by the f o l l o w i n g  vote: AYES: C i s n e r o s ,  
Webb, D u t m e r ,  Wing, Thompson ,  A l d e r e t e ,  C a n a v a n ,  A r c h e r ,  Steen, Cockrell; 
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Eureste, 

AN ORDINANCE 51,863 

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 O F  CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 3.184 ACRE TRACT OF LAND 
OUT O F  LOT 8 ,  BLOCK 1, NCB 1 6 2 4 4 ,  BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE OFFICE 
OF THE CITY CLERK, I N  THE 11400. BLOCK OF WEST 
AVENUE, .FROM I' R- 3 " MULTXPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT AND ."B-2" BUSINESS DISTRIGT TO "B-3R" 
RESTRICTIVE BUSINESS DISTRICT; a 0 . 0 1 1  ACRE 
TRACT OF LAND OUT OF LOT 8, BLOCK 1, NCB 1 6 2 4 4 ,  
BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FImD 

I I N  THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, I N  THE 1 1 0 0  
~ BLOCK OF PATRICIA DRIVE, FROM "R-3" MULTIPLE 

FAMILY IBSIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING I S  
ACCOMPLISHED AND THAT A S I X  FOOT SOLID SCREEN 
FENCE I S  EkECTED AND MAZNTAINED ADJACENT TO THE 
MULTI-FAMILY DWELLINGS, 
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2 5 .  CASE 7963 - to rezone lot 6 and the southeast 150' of Lot 
5 ,  Block H, NCB 8358, 1216-1240 Bandera Road, from "A" Single Family 
Residential Dis tr i c t  and "a" Two Family .Res'idential District to "9-3R1' 
Restrictive Business District,.located northwest of the intersection of 
Bandera Road and Zachry Drive, having 610' on Bandera Road and 3 2 5 '  
on Zachry Drive. 

The Zoning Commission has recommended that this request af change 
of zone be approved by the City Council. 

No citizen appeared speak in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Alderete moved that the recommendation 
of the Zoning Commission be approved provided that street dedication in 
accordance with t h e  Traffic Department's recommendation is accomplished: 
a non-access easement along Zachry Drive opposite the single family dwellings 
is imposed; a six foot solid screen fence is erected and maintained along 
Zachry Drive, apposite the single family dwellings and along the northeast 
property line in compliance with the City's ordinances. Mr. Wing seconded 
the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of 
the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, 
Webb, Dutrner, Wing, Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, Archer, Steen, Cockrell; 
NAYS : None; ABSENT : Eureste . 

AN ORDINANCE 51,864 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDINANCE 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE 
CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOT 6 AND THE SOUTHEAST 
150' OF LOT 5, BLOCK H, NCB 8358, 1216-1240 
BANDERA ROAD, FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT AND "B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
TO "B-3R" RESTRICTIVE BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT STREET DEDICATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 
TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT'S RECOMMENDATION IS ACCOMPLISHED; 
A NON-ACCZSS EASEWNT ALONG ZACHRY DRIVE OPPOSITE 
THE SINGLE FAMILY DWELLINGS IS IMPOSED; A SIX 
FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS ERECTED AND MAINTAINED 
AJlONG ZACHRY DRIVE OPPOSITE THE SINGLE FAMILY 
DWELLINGS AND ALONG THE NORTHEAST PROPERTY LINE IN 
COMPLIANCE WITH THE CITY'S ORDINANCES. 

80-11 - The following Ordinances were read by the Clerk and a f t e r  
consideration, on motion made and duly seconded, were each passed and 
approved by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, W&bb, Dutmes, Wing, 
Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, Archer, Steen, Cockre l l ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Eureste. 

AN ORDINANCE 51,865 

AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF A GRANT 
APPLICATION TO THE ECONOMIC DEVEWPMEWT 
ADMLNISTRATL-ON TO COMPLETE THE RENOVATION 
OF BEETHQVEN' HALL IN HEMf SFAIR PLAZA. 

AN ORDINANCE 51,866 

APPROPRIATING THE SUM OF $350,000.00 IN FUND 
52-008 FOR CONTINUATION OF CONSULTANT SERVICES 
PURSUANT TO THE WASTEWATER FACILITIES PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT SERVICES CONTRACT AUTHORIZED BY 
ORDINANCE 50392; AUTHORIZING TRANSFER OF SAID 
AMOUNT TO FUND 26-010, PROJECT NO. 010022, INDEX 
CODE 539569, AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF SAID 
AMOUNT TO THE JOINT VENTURE OF PAPE-DAWSON, INC., 
VICKREY h ASSOCIATES, INC,; AND LOCKWOOD, RNDREWS 
& NEWMAN, INC. AS PROJECT MANAGEMENT FEES. 



80-11 - The Clerk read t h e  fol lowing Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 51 ,867 

AUTHORIZING THE C I T Y  MANAGER TO ENTER INTO 
A CONTRACT WITH M.E. ALLISON & CO,, INC., 
INVESTMENT BANKERS FOR FINANCIAL ADVISORY 
SERVICES I N  CONNECTION W I T H  MARKETING 
THE GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS APPROVED BY THE 
CITIZENS SATURDAY, JANUARY 2 6 ,  1980; AND 
AUTHORIZING THE RETENTION OF THE L A W  FIRM OF 
VINCENT & ELKINS TO ACT AS BOND COUNSEL I N  
CONNECTION WITH THE ISSUANCE OF SUCH BONDS. 

Plr. Webb moved t o  approve t h e  Ordinance. Mr. Thompson 
seconded t h e  motion. 

A t  t h i s  t i m e ,  M r .  Aldere te  made a s u b s t i t u t e  motion that 
t he  C i t y  .- employ the l a w  f i n n  of Dumas, Huguenin, ~oothman,' and Morrow 

and- r e t a i n  Richard Harris as bond counsel. D r .  Cisneros seconded t h e  motion. 

C i ty  Attorney,  Jane Macon, expla ined  that t h e  law f i r m ,  McCall, 
Parkhurs t  and Horton from Dal l a s  had been retained by t h e  City i n  1976. 
She expla ined  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  only t h r e e  firms i n  t h e  S t a t e  of Texas 
t h a t  c a r r y  bonds t o  New York.and expla ined  t h a t  the firm of .Vincent  & 
Elk ins  worked wi th  t h e  Council when the i n i t i a l  bond was introduced t o  
t h e  v o t e r s .  She stated that M r .  H a r r i s  i s  an e x c e l l e n t  a t to rney ;  however 
t h i s  bond was prepared  p r i o r  t o  January and dur ing  t h i s  month, Mr. H a r r i s  
jo ined  t h e  bond firm of Dumas. 

M r .  Steen spoke i n  oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  s u b s t i t u t e  motion because 
f e l t  t h a t  t h e  C i t y  should cont inue with Vincent & Elkins  since they  

had helped i n  t h e  Bond E lec t ion .  

In response ' to ,a. concern. expressed .by Mrs. Dutmer , M r .  C a r l  White, 
Finance Director,  stated-that there.are a l l  types  of expenditures  involved 
i n  a bond issue. H e  went .on t o  exp la in  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  c o s t s  involved, 

A d i s c u s s i o n  then  took p l a c e  a s  t o  why the law f irm of Vincent 
and E lk ins  had been considered i n s t e a d  of a local firm. 

In response to a ques t ion  by Mayor Cockre l l ,  C i ty  Attorney, 
Jane  Macon expla ined t h a t  t h e  City Council  can d e s i g n a t e  any law firm 
t h a t  it wants t o ;  t h e r e  i s  no s e t  rule. She stated t h a t  no impugning 
of any person's a b i l i t y  has been made on any recommendation. She stated 
t h a t  t h e  Council could  s e p a r a t e  each y e a r ' s  bond package i n t o  a s e p a r a t e  
i s s u e ;  it could give it a l l  t o  one firm. 

City Manager, Thomas Huebner s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be a series 
of bonds t o  be i s s u e d  a l l  wi th in  t h i s  year. H e  stated t h a t  t h e  Council 
should have exper ience  with a l l  three firms i n  o r d e r  t o  establish a t r a c k  
record.  

A d i s c u s s i o n  t h e n . t o o k  p l a c e  on t h e  r e t e n t i o n  of a l o c a l  
law firm i n  l i e u  of an o u t s i d e  firm. 

After a lengthy  d i scuss ion ,  the s u b s t i t u t e  motion reques t ing  
t h e  r e t e n t i o n  of M r .  Richard Harris as bond counsel ,  f a i l e d  to ca r ry  
by t h e  fol lowing vote :  AYES: Cisneros,  Aldere te ;  NAYS: Webb, Dutmer, 
Wing, Eures te ,  Thompson, Canavan, Archer,  S teen ,  Cockre l l ;  ABSENT: 
None. 
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D r .  Cisneros made a s u b s t i t u t e  motion t o  approve the f i n a n c i a l  
advisory se rv ices  and t o  approve the  use  of  Vincent & Elk ins  Law F i r m  
f o r  t h e  f i r s t  y e a r  o r  t h e  f i r s t  s a l e  of t h e  bonds and retain t h e  
services of Richard Harris w i t h  t h e  Dumas, Huguenin, Boothman, and Morrow 
f i rm i n  future years-with regard  t o  t h e  band i s s u e .  M r .  A lde re te  
seconded t h e  motion, 

I n  response t o  a ques t ion  by M r .  Thompson, City Attorney, 
Jane Macon expla ined  t h a t  t h e  f i r m  of Vincent & Elk ins  agreed t o  t h e  
same p r i c e  as had been charged t h e  C i t y  i n  1976  by t h e  f i r m  of  
McCall, Parkhurst  and Hoston. 

M r s .  Dutmer clarified t h a t  she was going to vote i n  f avor  
of t h i s  firm on t h i s  bond i s s u e  wi th  t h e  p rov i s ion  that i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  
if there is  a San Antonio bond firm, t h a t  t h e  Council  retain the San 
Antonio firm depending on t h e  amount of money t h a t  s t a y s  i n  t h i s  C i ty .  

After d i scuss ion ,  t he  s u b s t i t u t e  motion t o  approve t h e  
f i n a n c i a l  advisory s e r v i c e s  far the package and t o  provide legal counsel  
as recommended byPstaff  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  submission of-bonds on ly ,  c a r r i e d  
by t h e  following vote:  AYES: Cisneros,  Webb, Eures te ,  Thompson, 
Aldere te ,  Canavan, Cockrell; NAYS: Dutmer, Wing, Archer, Steen; 
ABSENT: None. 

3:25 P.M. -- PUBLIC HEARING REGARDING THE 

- Mayor Cockre l l  declared open the 2ubLic Hearing: 

M r .  Robert Hunter, D i r e c t o r  of Planning, expla ined  t h a t  the 
Ci ty  of San Antonio has been p e t i t i o n e d  f o r  annexat ion by r e s i d e n t s  of 
the Hunter" Creek a rea .  H e  stated t h a t  t h e  subject a r e a  i s  s i t u a t e d  i n  
northwest Bexar County, nor th  of  George Road between Lockh i l l  Selma Road 
and Northwest Military Highway. H a  expla ined  that t h e  area c o n s i s t s  af 
Castle Wood Forest, Hunter ' s  Creek and Hunter ' s  Creek North subd iv i s ions  
and a p a r c e l  of not  fully developed land  s i t u a t e d  between Hunter ' s  Creek 
and Hunter ' s  Creek North. H e  f u r t h e r  expla ined  t h a t  t h e  canvassing 
of departments and agencies produced no unfavorable  comments r ega rd ing  
this proposed annexation. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  s i n c e  t h e  area is  contiguous 
t o  t he  e x i s t i n g  city l i m i t s  and since t he  annexation appears  t o  be 
f i s c a l l y  sound, s t a f f  recommends favorab le  action by Council.  

The fo l lowing c i t i z e n s  spoke regarding  t h i s  matter: 

M s .  Ca r ro l  W. Shoaf, 13147 Hunter 's  sp r ing ,  asked the Counci l  
what services-the people of t h i s  area would be provided wi th ,  i f  annexed, 

C i ty  Manager, Thomas E. Huebnez, expla ined  t h a t  t h e  t h r e e  
s e r v i c e s  t o  be provided are: p o l i c e ,  f i r e  and waste c o l l e c t i o n  which would 
be i n  e f f e c t  a t  t h e  t i m e  t h e  annexation ordinance becomes effective. H e  stated 
that  other services, such as s t r e e t  signs would be provided later.  

Mr. Tom Thurmound, 12903  Hunter ' s  C i r c l e ,  on behalf of t h e  
res idents  of Hunter's Creek, urged t h e  City of San Antonio to annex t h e i r  
area, 

* * * *  

Mayor Cockre l l  declared t h e  hea r ing  c losed:  

M r .  Canavan moved that t h e  f i r s t  reading  be posted for 
March 6 ,  1980.  Mrs. Dutmer seconded t h e  motion. 

In response t o  a ques t ion  by D r .  Cisneros,  Mr. Hunter stated 
t h a t  he e s t i m a t e s  t h a t  with t h e  a d d i t i o n a l  t a x  base provided by t h e  area, 
the  City w i l l  realize a n e t  b e n e f i t  of about  $90 ,000  the  f irst  year t h e  
area joins t h e  c i t y .  



I D r .  Cisneros spoke i n  suppor t  of M r .  Canavan's motion, 
H e  complimented Mr. Canavan on t h e  manner i n  which he handled t h i s  
s i t u a t i o n .  

I M r .  S teen  expressed concern on whether it i s  p o s s i b l e  to 
des igna te  any excess revenue of monies from t h i s  annexat ion just t o  
the police and f i r e  departments.  

I C i t y  Manager Huebnes'explained t h a t  when t h e  Council adopts t h e  
budget,  i t  1s the Counci l ' s  p re roga t ive  t o  place additional emphasis 
on police, f i r e ,  or  whatever. 

I M r .  Thompson spoke a g a i n s t  t h e  proposed annexation. He 
s t a t e d  tha t  he had voted a g a i n s t  t h e  las t  a t tempt  at annexation because 
the C i t y  had no p l a n s  t o  provide t h e  needed s e r v i c e s ,  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  
s i n c e  t h e r e  i s  no plan, again ,  he would be vo t ing  a g a i n s t .  

M r .  Wing stated t h a t  a t  t h i s  time, t h e  Counci l  was just 
voting t o  grant .-a- .hearing. 

M r .  Eures te  s t a t e d  that he would be v o t i n g  f o r  annexation. 
H e  s ta ted  t h a t  t h i s  i s  an i n i t i a t i v e  a c t i o n  taken by t h e  r e s i d e n t s  of 
the  a r e a  and an e f f o r t  he can a p p r e c i a t e  much better compared t o  t h e  
the l a s t  proposed annexation. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  as long as suburb 
communities can come t o  t h e  Council  wi th  t h i s  type  of u n i f i e d  f ron t ,  
h e  has no problems with t h i s  type of request. 

D r .  Cisneros  then  d iscussed  the major points on how this 
annexation proposal d i f f e r e d  from the last  proposed annexat ion and why 
he urged t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h e  r e s i d e n t s t  r eques t .  

A f t e r  d i s c u s s i o n ,  t h e  motion, t o  have t h e  ' f i rs t  reading 
of the proposed annexat ion ,  c a r r i e d  by the fo l lowing vote: AYES: 
Cisneros ,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, 
Archer, S teen ,  Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: None. 

80-1L The  Clerk r ead  a proposed ordinance n o t i f y i n g  the Criminal 
just$- Divis ion  o f  t h e  Office of t h e  Governor that the City of San 
Antonio e l e c t s  t o  assume e n t i t l e m e n t  status as an individual e n t i t y .  

M r .  S t een  moved t o  approve t h e  Ordinance, D r .  Cisneros 
seconded, t h e  motion. 

M r .  Marcus Jahns ,  Di rec to r  of Budget and Research, explained 
that t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n  i s  necessary f o r  the City t o  determine i t s  s t a t u s  
r e l a t i v e  t o  r e c e i v i n g  funds for Criminal J u s t i c e  p r o j e c t s  from t h e  
Federa l  Government f o r  f i s c a l  year 1980-81. H e  s t a t e d  that t h e  City 
must notify t h e  Criminal  J u s t i c e  Divis ion of t h e  State Governor's 
Office by March 1, 1980 i f  it e l e c t s  t o  receive funds d i r e c t  from 
the Law Enforcement Ass is tance  Administrat ion En t i t l ement  S t a t u s .  H e  
stated that a l t e r n a t i v e l y ,  t h e  C i ty  may waive Entitlement S t a t u s  and compete 
with a l l  others (Balance of State] i n  t h e  way that w e  have done before. 
H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  s t a f f  recomgiends t h a t  t h e  Council v o t e  dawn this 
resolution and alldw t6em t o  cont inue  t h e i r  review of t h e  options, 

Mayor Cockre l l  s t a t e d  t h a t  those  p r o j e c t s  which are submitted 
should be reviewed very c a r e f u l l y  and make s u r e  t h a t  t h e s e  p r o j e c t s  
are the most v a l u a b l e  t h a t  t h e  C i ty  can come up with, 

Mx. Walter Brooks, r ep resen t ing  the Bexas County Criminal 
J u s t i c e  Department, stated t h a t  t h e  appoint- and the Advisory Committee 
should lobby f o r  the p r o j e c t s  t h a t  the Ci ty  wants. H e  recommended t h a t  
t h e  City remain ba lance  of sta te  and s t a t e d  tha t  this would be the best 
compet i t ive  p o s i t i o n  t o  r e c e i v e  funding. H e  went on t o  expla in  t h e  
manner i n  which projects are ranked. 
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Mayor Cockrel l  asked t h a t  Council have t h e  opportunity 
t o  review staff's p r i o r i t i e s  befare it goes f u r t h e r  along. 

A f t e r  a lengthy d i scuss ion ,  t h e  motion t o  approve t h e  
r e s o l u t i o n ,  failed t o  carry by t h e  fo l lowing vote:  AYES: None; 
NAYS: Cisneras, Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, Thompson, Alderete, 
Canavan, Archer, Steen, Cockrell;  ABSENT: None, 

- - 
80-11 - The Clerk read t h e  fol lowing Resolut ion:  

A RESOLUTION 
NO. 80-11-14 

EXPRESSING COUNCIL INTEREST IN THE HOME 
MORTGAGE LEGISLATION PENDING IN CONGRESS. 

D r ,  Cisneros moved t o  approve t h e  Resolution. Mr. Thompson 
seconded the motion. 

A d i s c u s s i o n  then took p l a c e  by t h e  Council  on whether t h i s  type 
of r e s o l u t i o n  was needed a t  t h i s  time. 

C i t y  Attorney, Jane  Macon expla ined  t h a t  it would be good 
t o  approve t h e  Resolution so that t h e  City could keep an op t ion  open. 

Mayor Cockrell stated t h a t  a f t e r  t h e  l e g i s l a t i o n  i s  approved, 
then t h e  City Counci l  can  determine on whether they  want t o  use it or not. 

A f t e r  discussion, t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it the passage of 
the Resolut ion,  p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fol lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros, 
Webb, Dutmer, Eureste, Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, Steen, Cockre l l ;  
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Wing, A r c h e r ,  

80-11 
I 

The Eollowing Resolut ion was read by ; t he  Clerk  and af te r  
consideration, on motion of M r .  Canavan, seconded by M r .  Steen, was 
passed and approved by t h e  fol lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros, Webb, Dutmer, 
Eures te ,  Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, S t e e n ,  C o c k r e l l ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Wing, Archer. 

A RESOLUTION 
NO. 80-11-15 

REJECTING PROPOSALS FOR HEMISFAIR PLAZA 
AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO .NEGOTIATE 
WITH INTERESTED PARTIES. 

80-11 - The Clerk  read t h e  fo l lowing Ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 51,868 

AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF AN AGREEMlENT WITH 
TICKETMASTER ENTERPRISES, A JOINT VENTURE, 
FOR LEASE OF SPACE IN THE CONVENTION CENTER 
TO OPERATE A COMPUTERIZED TICKETING SERVICE. 

Mrs, Dutmer moved t o  approve t h e  Ordinance.  M r .  A lde re te  
seconded t h e  motion. 



Mr. Jack Orbin expressed h i s  concern t o  t h e  Council regarding  
t h e  inadequate  space for l e a s i n g  a t  t h e  Convention Center  t o  t i c k e t  
agencies .  He d i s t r i b u t e d  copies  of a diagram d e p i c t i n g  t h e  s e v e r a l  
box o f f i c e s  loca ted  through t h e  Convention Center.  (A copy of t h i s  
diagram i s  on f i l e  wi th  t h e  minutes of t h i s  meeting.)  H e  s t a t e d  that 
t h e  t h r e e  windows are n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  relieve t h e  l i n e s  i n  order 
t o  s e l l  t i c k e t s .  

M r .  Joe Madison, Acting D i r e c t o r  of t he  Convention F a c i l i t i e s ,  
p resen ted  t h e  p l a n s  and t h e  policy fox box office space a t  t h e  Convention 
Center.  

( A t  t h i s  t ime,  Mayor Cockrel l  w a s  obl iged  t o  leave  the meeting 
and Mayor Pro-Tem Archer presided.  ) 

I n  response t o  a ques t ion  by M r .  Eures te ,  M r .  Orbin s t a t e d  
t h a t  they  need more windows than  what had been proposed by M r .  Madison 
and f e e l s  t h a t  i t ' s  inadequate .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  they would reques t  that 
p a r t  of t h e  SYmphony'sbox o f f i c e  be given t o  them. H e  stated t h a t  they 
needed 6 o r  7 windows, 

A d i scuss ion  then  took p l a c e  on t h e  precaut ions  t h a t  axe 
taken t o  insure that crowd c o n t r o l  i s  proper ly  handled a t  t h e  convention 
Center.  

M r .  Eures te  s t a t e d  t h a t  he i s  concerned t h a t  persons w i l l  be 
p u t  i n  a  bad p o s i t i o n  i f  c o n t r a c t s  such as t h e  one t h a t  i s  presented 
i s  approved. 

Mayor Cockre l l  r e tu rned  t o  t h e  meeting and pres ided .  

M r .  Madison s t a t e d  t h a t  he i s  recommending t h a t  only one 
box o f f i c e  be r e n t e d  t o  Ticketron.  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  he has  discussed 
the matter  of r e n t i n g  box o f f i c e  space wi th  t h e  San Antonio Symphony 
and they a r e  w i l l i n g  t o  pay r e n t ,  however they  do no t  want t o  give up 

i. any space.  

I A discussion then  took p l a c e  on t h e  p o s s i b l e  l o c a t i a n  of 
ano the r  box o f f i c e .  

M r .  Arthur  T r o i l o ,  r ep resen t ing  t h e  San Antonio T icke t  
Se rv ice ,  requested t h a t  t h i s  Ordinance be postponed u n t i l  t h e  sugges t ions  
made by staff are worked out, and a l l  t h e  a p p l i c a n t s  are considered.  

I 
' Mayor Cockre l l  s t a t e d  t h a t  if t h e  Council approves t h e  

sugges t ions  made by M r .  Madison, then  M r .  T r o i l o  can be assured  of its 
i n t e n t  t o  give the San Antonio T icke t  Se rv ice  a l e a s e .  

I I n  response t o  a ques t ion  by Mr. Eures te ,  M r .  T r o i l o  stated 
t h a t  t h e  lease of 4 box o f f i c e  #6 as suggested by M s .  Madison i s  sa t i s -  
f a c t o r y .  

I Mr. Dick Gass, r ep resen t ing  t h e  San Antonio Symphony, 
s t a t e d  t h a t  they  are i n  support of M r .  Madison's:suggestion and are 
w i l l i n g  t o  n e g o t i a t e  a lease. 

I I n  response t o  M r .  Eures te ,  M r .  Huebner, C i ty  Managex, 
s t a t e d  t h a t  s t a f f  needs t o  consider t h e  plan f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  ticket space. 
H e  asked t h a t  staff come back wi th  a  report  regarding  t h i s  mat ter .  

~t t h i s  po in t  i n  t h e  meeting, M r .  Eures te  s t a t e d  t h a t  an article 
appeared i n  t h e  newspaper on h i s  concern about  a c t i v i t i e s  a t  t h e  Conven- 
t i a n  Center.  H e  d i scovered  that work had a l r eady  been done a t  t h e  Conven- 
t i o n  Center  wi thout  p r i o r  approval of t h i s  c o n t r a c t .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  he 
has no problem wi th  computerizing t i c k e t i n g  s e r v i c e .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  -- 
the ques t ion  was wi th  a matter of space. H e  feels t h a t  t h e  Ordinance 
as now presented  has been modified. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  he would l i k e  t h e  
axLic le  that appeared i n  t h e  Dan Cook Co lumn  of February 1 6 ,  1980 
t o  be made p a r t  of t h e  record. H e  a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  the postcard 
he had received from an anonymous person da ted  February 1 2 ,  1980  should  
a l s o  be made a pa r t  of t h e  record of t h i s  meet ing 's  minutes. (These two 
a r t i c l e s  are f i l e d  w i t h  t h e  minutes of t h i s  meeting i n  t h e  C i t y  Clerk's 
Office.) \ i r 3 ,  



Mr. Wing stated that he would n o t  be v o t i n g  f o r  t h i s  Ordinance 
because of M r .  Drossosl  a c t i o n s ,  

After discussion,Mr. Eures te  made an amendment t o  t h e  main motion 
which inc ludes  staff's amendment t o  b u i l d  ano the r  box office with  six 
windows near t h e  San Antonio Symphony Box O f f i c e  and t o  have the Ci ty  Manager 
come back wi th  a c o n t r a c t  wi th  t h e  San Antonio Ticket Service .  Mr. Steen  
seconded t h e  motion. On r o l l  call, t h e  motion, carried by..the f a l lowing  
vote: AYES: Cisneros ,  Webb, Dutmer, Eureste, Thompson, Alderete,  Canavant 
Steen ,  Cockre l l ;  NAYS: Wing; ABSENT: Archer. 

The original motion t o  approve t h e  Ordinance, c a r r i e d  by t h e  
fol lowing vote:  AYES: Cisneros ,  Webb, Dutmer, Eures te ,  Thompson, Alderete, 
Canavan, Archer, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: Wing: ABSENT: None. 

CITIZENS TO BE HSARD 

MR. JOE KOON 

I Mr. Koon spoke to t h e  Council about  leased housing i n  San 
Antonio. H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  he f e e l s  that l e a s e d  housing should be b e t t e r  

I pub l i c i zed  i n  t h e  C i t y  and a misunderstanding p r e s e n t l y  e x i s t s  on t h i s  subject 

Mayor Cockre l l  asked t h a t  M r .  Koon make h i s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  t o  
t h e  San Antonio Housing Authori ty .  

MRS. BARBARA DAHLER 

Mrs. Dahler,  r ep resen t ing  CASA, spoke t o  t h e  c o u n c i l  regarding 
t h e  naming of t h e  new library a f t e r  Mexico's p a t r i a r c h ,  Col. Bernardo 
de Lara. 

A discussion then  took place on t h e  r e q u e s t  made by Mrs. 
Dahler and t h e  a c t i o n  taken by by t h e  Library  Board of Trus tees .  

S t a f f  was directed t o  provide a r e p o r t  on t h e  r o l e  of t h e  City 
Council regarding t he  naming of branch l i b r a r i e s .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  
s ta f f  was i n s t r u c t e d  t o  provide t h e  City Council wi th  minutes of t h e  
l a s t  Library Board meeting and p e t i t i o n s  presented  a t  t h a t  meeting 
regarding  renaming DeLara Library, "Memorial Library ."  

MR. JESUS CASTILLO I 
M r .  Cas t i l lo ,  a t e n a n t  a t  t h e  Fanner ' s  Market Square spoke t o  

t h e  Council regarding  the  vacancies  that c u r r e n t l y  exist on t h e  
Market Square Advisory Board. H e  a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  s t a f f  does n o t  
post p r o p e r . n o t i c e  of  t h e  meetings. M r .  Wing s t a t e d  that he has 
rece ived  several complaints  from t h e  Market Merchants and s t a t e d  t h a t  
t h e  C i ty  Council  wants t o  i n s u r e  that t h e  merchants are t r e a t e d  f a i r l y  
when it comes t o  p l a c i n g  a concession i n  t h e  Market Square. 

MR. GEORGE V W L A  

Mr. Varela spoke t o  t h e  Council regarding t h e  Sky l ine  Water 
Company and t he  fact t h a t  the City Water Board made a report and only 
hardship  status is  be ing  considered.  H e  stated t h a t  they are desiring 
that t h e  City Water Board provide mains wi thout  charge. 

s t a t e d  +ha+ cl.5 City Water Board's p o l i c y  is 
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Mr. Steen stated t h a t  t h e  C i ty  Water Board had made a report 
on t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  fox each resident i n  t h e  area. H e  stated t h a t  
t he  a t t o r n e y s  fo r  t h e  C i t y  Water Board advised t h a t  t h e  Board would 
g e t  i n  t he  area of d i sc r imina t ion  i f  they sub jec ted  themselves t o  l a w s u i t s ,  
if free mains were provided. 

I n  response t o  D r .  Cisneros,  M r .  Roger Ybarra, Public u t i l i t i e s  
Supervisor, s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a difference on t h e  H i l l s i d e  Acres case, 
i n  the sense t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  C i ty  Water Board customers there alreaay, 
and there i s  a q u e s t i o n  of  equ i ty .  M r .  Ybarra s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  CWB 
had stated t h a t  they would extend mains but could n o t  hook them up. 

* * * * 

MR. RANDY SANCHEZ 

M r .  Sanchez also spoke regarding  t h i s  matter  and s t a t e d  
t h a t  monthly b i l l s  w i l l  be outrageous and w i l l  lower t h e  re-sa le  va lue  
of t h e i r  homes. 

MRS , JAN JACKSON 

M r s .  Jackson spoke regarding t h i s  ma t t e r  and s t a t e d  t h a t  t hey  
should n o t  have t o  be forced t o  pay f o r  t h i s  water  and f e l t  t h a t  they  
are u n j u s t l y  treated. She stated t h a t  t h e  water  b i l l  w i l l  be too  high 
for t h e  people i n  the  a r e a .  She asked that t h e  City Council and/or 
t h e  City Water Board have t h e i r  mains i n s t a l l e d ' f r e e - o f  charge. 

M r .  A lde re te  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  City Water Board should serve 
t h e  r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio. He s t a t e d  t h a t  he doesn ' t  
understand why a r a t e  of i n t e r e s t  charge i s  imposed. H e  moved t h a t  t h e  
City Council  expec t  t h e : C i t y  Water Board t o  pay f o r  t h e  mains, lines, 
and hook-ups. M r .  Eureste seconded t h e  motion. 

M r .  Roger Ybarra explained the ex tens ion  fund and t h e  money 
t h a t  i s  refunded t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  customers. 

M r .  Wing s t a t e d  t h a t  he was sympathetic towards these  . 
problems however, he f e l t  t h a t  i t  is not  f a i r  for the people on t h e  
sou ths ide  because they  have t o  pay f o r  hook-ups. 

Mrs. Dutmer concurred wi th  M r .  Wing s remarks. 

I n  response t o  M r .  Eures te ,  M r .  Alex Bwiseno, A s s i s t a n t  t o  
the C i t y  Manager spoke i n  regards  t o  t h e  contingency fund. 

A f t e r  d i s c u s s i o n ,  t h e  motion made by Mr. Aldere te  t h a t  t h e  
C i t y  Water Board be d i r e c t e d  t o  pay f o r  t h e  mains, lines, and hook-ups, 
Sailed t o  carry by t h e  fol lowing vote:  AYES: Eures te ,  Alderete, NAYS: 
Cbkneros, Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Thompson, Canavan, Archer,  Steen & Cockrell. 

I n  response  t o  Mr. Eureste, M r .  Marcus Jahns ,  Di rec to r  of  
Budget and Research, r epor ted  on t h e  s t a t u s  of t h e  contingency account.  

- 
MR. RAUL RODRIGUEZ 

M r .  Rodriguez s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  United S t a t e s  C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
B i l l  of  Rights ,  separates t h e  Church and the S t a t e ,  H e  also quoted the 
Bible and f e e l s  that r e q u i r i n g  people to s t a n d  dur ing  invocat ions  
should be deleted. H e  stated t h a t  the e n t i r e  invocat ion  s e c t i o n  of 
t h e  meeting should  be de le ted .  

Mayor Cockre l l  s t a t e d  t h a t  she i s  i n  favor of cont inuing 
the custom of the invocat ion .  
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MR. E.L. RICHEY 

Mr. Richey reiterated the remarks made by Mr. ~adr iguez .  

- 
MR. HARL W R Z  
n 

dncurre with statements made by Mr. Rodriguez ~ r .  Wurz S, thd 
regarding the matter a e invocation at Council meetings. 

MS. ANGELA GARCIA 

Ms. Garcia, President of the Lulac Employees Association, 
spoke to the Council and stated t h a t  she had wanted to meet with Mayor 
Cockrell but was not given an opportunity. She stated t h a t  this was 
i n  regards to the request made by the Mayor to investigate certain 
allegations made against  MANCO. 

Mayor Cockrell stated that she had written a memo to get 
the situation investigated in order to get all of the facts. She stated 
t h a t  she felt that  she had an obligation to do this. She also stated 
that the report had not come back regarding this investigation. . 

Mr. Eureste stated that persons had come in with charges 
against BBDC and the Mayor had not called f o r  any type of investigation. 
He stated that he could not understand w h y  there  w a s  concern for an 
investigation in this case. 

I 

MRS.  GUADALUPE YBARRA 

Mrs. Ybarra stated that MANCO employees work very hard in the 
community.and that the Council should support them. 

A discussion then took place on labor-organizing activities. 

MRS. ROSE ROSALES 

Mrs. Rosales stated t h a t  there are false allegations being 
made against her and her co-workers. She feels that the Mayor based 
her investigation on a n e w s p a p e r  article. She is working on hex own 
time to organize a labor union so that they can havb more effective 
representation. 

MR. VALDEMAR GONZALEZ 

Mr. Gonzalez s t a t e d  that they are notorganizing. They are 
f o m i n g  an employee assistance association. He scated thar the newspaper 
article was very badly written, and submitted a copy of a letter to the  
e d i t o r  which w a s  w r i t t e n  about the reporter. He requested an apology 
and retractidn. (A  copy of this letter is on file with the minutes of 
this meeting). 

In response to a question by Mr. Eureste, Mr. Roland0 Bono, 
Assistant to the City Manager, explained that a report would be forth- 
coming to the Council later in the week. 



MR. 3,H. BATTLE 

Mr, Battle, 530 W, Hermine, Allena Circle Efforts, 
read a resolution proposed by their organization. He asked that the 
City Public Works include Drainage Project 84B in its entirely. 

MR. AARON HENRY 

Mr. Henry read a passage from the George Washington, 
"Farewell Address." He stated that the spirit of Americanism should 
be emphasized. 

MRS. LAR?i 

Mrs. Lara spoke to the Council with a problem about cleaning 
up her vacant lot. She stated that she wants another attempt to stay 
at the location she had been evicted from. 

Mr. Alderete stated that Mrs. Lara had been evicted because 
the lot was like a junkyard. 

MRS. MARIA DQMINGUEZ 

Mrs. Dominguez spoke in opposition to eliminating the 
invocation from t he  Council meetings. She also spoke regarding the bond 
issue and asked that the Edison High School Drainage Project be included. 

BROTHER O M C E  GREER 

Brother Greer stated that he had appeared at the February 
7, 1980 meeting for a pedest r ian  signal l i g h t  in front of Antioch 
Baptist Church, He s ta ted  that he was told that one more week would 
be needed to make a report. 

Mr. George Noe, Administrative Assistant to the City Manager, 
stated that the traffic department has to follow a procedure and see 
if a light is warranted. He asked for the opportunity to meet with 
Brother Greer to resolve t h e  problem. 

Mr. Webb asked that this report be expedited. 

80-11 The Clerk read the following L e t t e r :  

February 15, 1980 

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

The following petitions were received in my office and forwarded to the 
City Manager for investigation and report to the City Council. 

February 11, 1980 Petition submitted by Mr. Sam V, 
Snell, requesting annexation for 
Green Springs Valley Subdivision 
into the City of San Antonio. 



February 11, 1980 

February 12, 1980  

February 14, 1980 

February 15, 1 9 8 0  

Petition submitted by Mrs. Susan 
Wallace, requesting t h a t  certain names 
be removed from the petition of Green 
Springs Valley Subdivision's request for 
annexation into the City of San Antonio. 

Petition submitted by Mr. Allan B .  
Palunsky, requesting annexation for the 
Bluffview of C d n o  Real Subdivision 
into thei1City of San Antonio. 

Petition submitted by Mr. Carl H. Smith 
111, requesting that certain names be 
added to the petition of the Green Springs 
Valley Subdivision s request for annexa- 
tion in to  the  City of Snn Antonio. 

Petition submitted by Mrs. Susan Wallace, 
requesting t h a t  certain names be removed 
from t h e  p e t i t i o n  of Green Springs Valley 
Subdivision's request for annexation i n t o  
the City of S a n  Antonio, 

/s/ NORMA S.  RODRIGUEZ 
City Clerk 

There being no further business to come before the Council, 
the meeting was adjourned at 8:45 P.M. 

- d 

A P P R O V E D  

M A Y O R  
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ADDENDUM TO MINUTES 
OF FEBRUARY 21, 1980  

80-11 Discussion on t h e  Hiring of Bond Counsel f o r  t h e  C i t y  of S a n  
Antonio. 

The Clerk read the fol lowing ordinance: 
I 

~ ORDINANCE NO. 51867 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER 
INTO A CONTRACT WITH M. E. ALLISON & 
CO., 1NC. f  INVESTMENT BANKERS FOR 
FINANCIAL ADVISORY SERVICES IN CONNECTION 
WITH MARKETING THE GENERAL OBLIGATION 
BONDS APPROVED BY THE CITIZENS SATURDAY, 
JmUARY 26 ,  1980; AND AUTHORIZING THE 
RETENTION OF THE L A W  FIRM OF VXNSON 
ELKINS TO ACT AS BOND COUNSEL IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE ISSUANCE OF SUCH BONDS. 

The fo l lowing d i scuss ion  took place: 

MR. JOE WEBB: So move. 

MR. BOB THOMPSON: Second. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: There ' s  a motion and a second. M r .  Aldere te .  

MR. JOE ALDERETE : Y e s ,  Madam Mayor. I'd l i k e  t o  amend t h e  motion so 
that it would read t h a t  t h e  bond a t t o r n e y  would be Richard Harris and Co. 
I ' d  l i k e  t o  move f o r  t h a t  amendment,  ad-m Mayor, because I think we need 
ta use local t a l e n t  in developing bond proposals. 

DR. HENRY CISFJEROS: Second. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: There is a motion and a second for an arm&rent. Mr. 

MR. VAN ARCHER: I was just t h ink ing  about what Councilman Aldcrete  said 
b u t  t h e r e  are thousands of a t t o r n e y s  i n  San Antonio, a r e n ' t  there,Thompson? 

MR. THOMPSON: Yes, sir. 

MR. ARCHER: And I was just wondering i f  - why it is t h a t  w e  have t o  go 
t o  Houston. I'm sure there must be a good reason b u t  can anybody on the 
staff say  how much t h a t  we ' re  paying t h e s e  people because I know some 
a t t o r n e y s  down there wi th  this firm and they're - they  put their pants on 
the  same way we do,and I d o n ' t  see where t hey 'xe  gny ....... 
MAYOR COCKRELL : L e t  me ask - fo r  t h e  Council  members who are new, 
perhaps they  have n o t  been to a bond s a l e ,  t h e r e  are firms t h a t  specialize 
only  i n  bond,or i f  n o t  only  i n  bonds they  have t h a t  as their primary exper t i se ,  
and the name of these a t t o r n e y s  i s  understood and known i n  t h e  Wall Street 
f i n a n c i a l  c i x c l e s  and because of t h e  fact that a gxeat  deal of t h e  validity 
of t h e  bonds - t he  f i n a n c i a l  r a t i n g  of t h e  bonds has t o  do with the legal 
sign offs ,  there are certain firms t h a t  a r e  used i n  t h a t  r e s p e c t .  Let me 
.ask if the C i t y  staff or  the Ci ty  Attorney would l i k e  t o  comment. 
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MR. ARCHER: Mayor, can anybody answer my question. 

CITY ATTORNEY JANE MACON: Yes,  sir, I can answer that. The standard 
bond fee that Vinson Elkins has agreed to is the same bond fee that 
McCalL,ParWwrst&arged us in '76. Basically there is an accepted bond fee 
by Texas bond lawyers. These are only  right n o w - b a s i c a l l y  there are three 
bond firms i n  the State of Texas that carry bonds to New York firms. The 
bond fee is 759 per thousand and that is based an each issuance. It is my 
understanding that the $90 million bond issuance will be distributed i n  five 
separate terms and so with that the fee would be extracted as part of the 
closing cost at each of the bond sales. 

The firm of Vinson E l k i n s  you recall worked with the Council 
when the initial bond offering was made to the voters and that is the reason 
that the firm is  recommended.as part of this ordinance, Mr. Harris has 
worked with- in the past arld is W e x c e l l e n t  lawyer. He has recently joined 
the firm of Dumas and joined that firm as of January and this particular 
bond issuance was prepared prior to that time. 

How much i s  75C per bond issuance? I 
CITY ATTORNEY MACON: The way I figured out, my simple math, would be 
after the entire $90 million bond issue would run us about $70 thousand and I 
that would be over about a five to six year term period which is the 
standard fee according to Texas bond lawyers. 

M Y O R  COCKRELL: Did that answer your question. Were you through, Mr. 
Alderete. 

MR. ALDERETE : - No, madam. Iejust want to follow up after everybody else 
, has spoken, I guess .  

1 MAYOR COCKRELL: Okay, Mr. Webb. I 
MR. WEBB: 1 was reading here at the bottom of the page in the agenda - it 
says, "the Law firm of Vinson Elkins  i s  nat iona l ly  known for its legal 
work on bond issues and is one of three approved bond firms in the State 
of Texas." It further  states that E l k i n s  has drafted the bond ordinance 
and assisted the C i t y  in preparation of documents for the January 26th 
bond that we had set and passed. 

I was just concerned just a little bit about somebody that Joe 
recommended just now. Are they one of the three that's approved? 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: Mr. Harris is as of January 1. That particular 
firm has seven lawyers, the Dumas firm does. The particular bond section 

I fo r  Vinson Elkins has 2 9 .  

I MR. WEBB: Who's t h e  third one? 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: The third one is  McCall, Parkhwt & E h o r t o n  which has 
been the bond counsel for the City of San Antonia since the 1 9 3 0 ' s .  

I YR. WEBB: Might I ask a question? 

I CITY ATTORNEY MACON: Yes, sir. 1 I 

MR. WEBB: Is a11 of this a complete package w i t h  their assistance i n  
helping us draft the bond and then assisting us further, is this total 
package or is there a d i f f e r e n c e .  How can w e  separate this out and give it 
to - it shows amended address - give it to Joe% attorney. 
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CITY ATTORWEY MACON: Generally lawyers who assist i n  bond drafting are 
c a r r i e d  through an the bond sale. There i s  no charge t o  the Council at t h i s  
p o i n t  as t o  t h e  d r a f t i n g  of those ordinances,  That is  done as part of the 
o v e r a l l  s e r v i c e .  

MR. WE;BB: Part of a good f a i t h  gesture, i s  t h a t  c o r r e c t ?  

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: But there i s  no o b l i g a t i o n .  

MR. WEBB: How would we look as a City g iv ing  it now t o  another  lawyer 
as suggested? 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: I c a n ' t ,  Mr. Webb, r e a l l y  answer that, I t ' s  just 
our  recommendation a t  t h i s  p o i n t  because we worked wi th  t h e  other lawyers 
up t o  t h i s  p o i n t  that they  cont inue  f o r  t h i s  issuance.  I ' l l  be glad t o  
answer any other questions. Again, M r .  Harris i s  a f i n e  lawyer. 

MR. ALDERETE: Poin t  of information.  

MAYOR COCKRELL: Excuse me, w i l l  you y i e l d  f o r  a p o i n t  of  information? 

MR. WEBB: Y e s .  

MR. ALDERETE: But you can work wi th  Richard Harris and h i s  f i r m ,  right, 
Jane? 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: Is t h a t  a ques t ion  to me, M s .  Alderete? 

MR. ALDERETE: Yes. 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: W e  can work wi th  any lawyer t h a t  this Council 
designates. 

MR. ALDERETE : Thank you. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Mr. Webb, go ahead. 

MR. WEBB: I los t  my t r e n d  of thought ,  Joe interrupted m e ,  s o  go ahead. 

MR. ALDERETE: I'm f i n i s h e d ,  Joe. 

MR. WEBB: I ' m  f i n i s h e d ,  too .  

MAYOR COCKRELL: Fine.  M r .  Steen,  

MR. JOHN STEEN: Thank you, Madame Mayor. You know, I certainly agree 
w i t h  ~oe's amendment in l i g h t  cases, however, we've a l r eady  s t a r t e d  out with 
Vinson Elkins i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  bond s i t u a t i o n .  He's helped us and 
carried u s  through t h e  bond election,and I t h i n k  w e  ought t o  s t a y  wi th  t h a t  
particular law f i r m  u n t i l  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n  is over arid after that 
I would d e f i n i t e l y  be i n  favor of using Mr. H a r r i s  o r  any other local 
a t t o r n e y  that i s  familiar with bonds. I b e l i e v e  also i n  keeping the money 
h e r e  locally i f  we c a n . b u t  s i n c e  w e  d i d  start o u t  with Mr. Vinson Elk ins  - 
the l a w  firm of  inson on E l k i n s -  I t h i n k  w e  ought t o  s t a y  wi th  them now 
until this is completed and then a f t e r  t h a t  w e  can use Mr. Harris o r  any- 
body else t h a t ' s  l o c a l  anytime w e  want to .  But I hate t o  change horses, so 
t o  speak , in  the middle of t h e  stream and that looks l i k e  what we're doing 
i n  t h i s  particular s i t u a t i o n .  

MAYOR COCKRELL : Mrs. Dutmer. 

MRS. HELEN DUTMER: Y e s ,  from what I can figure here very rapidly that 
means w e ' l l  have $67,500 less projects t h a t  we will do s i n c e  t h i s  i s  going 
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to be paid out  of t he  bond proceeds. This states that i t ' s  going to be 
$aid from the bond proceeds which means when you sell t h e  bonds t h a t  money 
will go t o  help pay t h i s  firm o f f .  

C I T Y  ATTORNEY MACON: M r s .  Dutmer, i t ' s  my understanding t h a t  M r .  White 
i s  i n  t h e  room and i s  much more adept a t  f inances  than I am. I t ' s  my 
understanding t h a t  when the t o t a l  bond i s s u e  was brought up t h a t  t h e  
closing costs were figured i n  because there i s  a standard closing cost and 
these w e r e  a l l  p a r t  of that. 

HRS. DUTMER: And these a r e  a part  of the bond issue. That's what I've 
l i k e  t o  f i n d  out .  This  i s  included i n  t h e  $90 mil l ion t h a t  w e  thought  w e  
were going t o  have $90 m i l l i o n  t o  fix things up i n  t h e  c i t y  of San Antonio. 
It now appears we're  going t o  have $67,500 l e s s  when w e  sell  t he se  bonds. 
Am I r i g h t  o r  wrong? 

.NAYOR COCKRELL : L e t  m e  ask M r .  White. I n  o t h e r  words t h i s  i s  standard 
for any bond issue you have t o  pay t he  bond a t to rneys .  

XR. CARL WHITE: Y e s ,  madam. There w i l l  a l s o  be f i n a n c i a l  advisory  fees, 
legal fees, p r i n t i n g  c o s t s ,  t h e  cost of bond r a t i n g s ,  things l i k e  t h a t  that 
are all added i n t o  t h e  bond i s sue .  

HRS. DUTMER: A11 s i g h t ,  bu t  what I ' m  g e t t i n g  at i s  t h e s e  are not the 
chings we go and teil t h e  people when we're sent o u t  t o  sel l  these t h ings .  
tu'e're not  t o l d  t h a t  you ' re  going t o  f l o a t  a $90 m i l l i o n  bond issue Less a11 
of these other l i t t l e  do-dads and,in f a c t , y o u l r e  voting f o r  t h i s  amaunt of 
c a p i t a l  improvements i n  your c i t y .  

I ' m  no t  finding any f a u l t  wi th  Vinson o r  Ha r r i s ,  I d o n ' t  know 
the people o r  anything e l s e .  

MR. WHITE: But t h e  cost  - t h e  an t i c i pa t ed  c o s t s  of t hose  expenses were 
added - were included in t h e  bond issue. 

MRS. DUTMER: A l l  r i g h t ,  then  I'll ask you another  th ing .  When can you 
Last r e c a l l  the City of Houston a l l o c a t i n g  $67,500 t o  t h e  City of San Antonio? 
Thank you. 

MAYOR COCKRELL : Dr. Cisneros. 

DR. CISNEROS: Yes, madam. This  i s  a very simple dec i s i on  i n  my opinion, 
md I would hope t h a t  t h e  Council U d  view it i n  terms of building San 
Antonio homegrown capaci ty .  What we've go t  i s  a s i t u a t i o n  where w e  've g o t  
one of t he  largest law firms i n  Houston, 1 5 0  man l a w  f i r m  i s  going t o  be 
a b l e  t o  add a couple of lawyers or  make $70 thousand f o r  Houston and a b i g  
:Duston law firm, a n a t i o n a l  f i r m  from Houston. O r  w e  can do like we've 
done i n  t h e  past and go and buy our t a l e n t  from Dallas which i s  what Paul 
Jorton who advises  the C i t y  i n  t h e  p a s t  and CPS i n  t h e  p a s t  has dm@ and that's a 
big law f i rm the r e .  O r  w e  could do a t h i r d  th ing f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  on a 
najor scale, and t h a t  i s  choose a born and bred l o c a l  San Antonio boy who 
has t h e  capac i ty  now, h e ' s  respected  enough i n  n a t i o n a l  bond circles t h a t  
. Dallas f im has brought him on as a f u l l  p a r t ne r .  I t ' s  a Dallas f i r m ,  
~2ie Dumas firm which i s  one of t h e  t h r e e  t h a t  i s  recognized. What it means 
LO that there's a branch of Dwnas i n  San Antonio. What it means i s  t h a t  
t h e r e ' s  a lawyer he re  i n  town whc can h i r e  o t h e r  lawyers based i n  p a r t  on 
5 7 0  thousand and s t ay ing  right here and another  b r i g h t  young l q a  gets to s t a r t  
a c a r e e r  i n  San Antonio i n  t h a t  office here  i n  t h i s  City. And San Antonio 

1 becomes thought of as a place where people can' do bus iness  i n  bonds, whether 
-t be Laredo, Corpus ~ h r i s t i ,  o r  ~ r o w n s v i l l e .  When they t h i n k  about the 
:hree f i rms i n  Texas, one of them i s  a San Antonio ope ra t i on  and t h a t ' s  
.mportant because t h e r e  a r e  p r i v a t e  h o s p i t a l s ,  and t h e r e  are public h o s p i t a l s  



and there are junior college districts, and there are school districts, 
and thousands of South Texas operations that could be pouring in millions 
of dollars in the San Antonio legal work if the capacity existed here and 
we have the opportunity to  he lp  build it. It's that simple. 

Mr. White, I'd like to just ask you a question if I might. will 
San Antonio suffer one, one-hundredth of a percentage drop in the rating 
that would be allocated these bonds by the markets if Dumas and Harris 
handled this issue? 

MR. WHITE: No, sir. 

DR. CISNEROS: Okay. Very simple question is, do you want San Antonio 
ox do you want to send money to Dallas or* Houston. That's the whole 
issue in this case, 

MAYOR COCKRELL: M r .  Thompson. 

MR. THOMPSON: Pass. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Mr. Alderete. 

MR. ALDERETE: Under the recommendation from staff here I also see the 
firm of M. E. Allison & Co. for financial advisory services. Who is M. E. 
Allison and where are they located and how much are we paying them? 

CITY MANAGER HUEBNER: They are an entirely local firm here in San Antanio. 
It is the only totally l o c a l  firm providing t h i s  kind of advice here in 
San Antonio. The others are affiliated with national organizations, right 
Carl? 

MR. WHITE: That's correct. 

MAYOR COCKREU : The attorney had her ........ 
CITY ATTORNEY MACON: I think it's important for the Council to understand 
that the f i rm of Dumas as well as McCall, Parkhurst is located in Dallas and 
that the firm of Vinson E l k i n s  ' is located in Houston. Mr. Harris happens 
to be in San Antonio,but is a partner with a Dallas firm. 

MR. ALDERETE: May I point out, Madam Mayor, to the response of City 
Manager and also City Attorney, I'm glad to see that the staff was 50 percent 
right in their reemmnendation in recommending local talent for at least the 
financial advisory services, but 1 might also paint out to the City Attorney 
Jane Macon that,we,the City of San Antonio forced this single individual 
attorney to link himself with a Dallas major firm in order for him to get 
business from his own San Antonio City Council. I think that's a little 
bit ridiculous where we have to - we impose ourselves on that individual and 
say, hey, buddy, you're not big  enough to handle our bonds, so therefore you 
push that individual i n t o  linking himself up with a nationally recognized 
firm. Richard Harris has handled various bonds for the City of San Antonio. 
What was wrong with him then when he handled those bonds for the City of 
San Antonio and what is wrong with him now when we've got a bigger issue 
that he cannot handle this bigger issue. 

Why do w; need to go out of town and drop 70 thousand bucks in 
Houston instead of dropping those 7 0  thousand bucks as Henry said here in 
San Antonio and develop a nationally renown legal bond firm here in the 
City of S a n  Antonio. I can't understand why we can't. We're not going to 
suffer one iota according to our Finance Director, Carl White,in our interest 
rates or anything like that. Why can't we Leave that money here in the City 
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of San Antonio. Furthermore, you know, we started with this f i r m ,  I also 
pointed out the mistake of starting out with a Houston firm in the beginning. 
I brought it to the Council's attention in our "B" Session but the Council 
saw fit at that time to move with the Houston firm. Why is the San 
Antonio City Council sa adamant about giving $70 thousand to Houston. Why 
can't the S a n  Antonio City Council drop $70 thousand on local talent and 
develop a local bond firm. Why can't we develop our own source of talent 
in every area, especially in this area as critical in the sale of bonds 
of so many public entities as was pointed out by thevarious school districts and 
college districts that might turn to a local firm for further business and 
further expansion. 

T o  think that we, the City Council in the City of San Antonio, 
forced this single individual to try and link up with somebody that is 
nationally renowned in order to get more business and now that he is linked 
up with them he can't even get the business. I think that's a rather sad 
position for this City Council to be in and far him to be over~obked. That 
it just - it stinks, it is not proper, it is not fair, we are being partial. 
Somewhere along the process somebody is saying, hey, let's nix Richard 
Xarris and any firm he's hooked up with because we may not either like the 
way - the color of his hair or the way he parts his hair or for some reason 
we do not want to develop local talent and that is absolutely, 100 percent 
categorically wrong for the City Council to set such a direction. 

. IiYOR COCKRELL : The Chair will have to intervene to make same comments 
Bwause it appears that the Councilman is laying out a scenario that the 
e t t y  is trying to deliberately work against one individual. I might say 
that the City of San Antonio should not be in the position of trying to 
foster the career of any one individual attorney or anyone else. Certainly 
ia considering bond attorneys for the City of S a n  Antonio the criteria that 
must be appermost in our mind is what firm or firms can do the best job of 
marketing our bonds. Now clearly in this state there have been three firms 
that have been the leaders. Two of them have been located in Dallas, one 
of them has.been located in Houston. That was not our doing or our criteria 
I t ' s  just the recognized criteria in Wall Street. When you go to Wall 
'~reet, what w e  want the bottom line for San Antonio and for the citizens 
..i San Antonio are the best interest rates, the best marketability of our 
bonds. 

Now, certainly we want to recognize local talent and particularly 
ir, this instance the local attorney that you named has now made a connection 
with the Dallas firm, that is fine. But let's not kid ourselves that w e  
a2e now employing a San Antonio firm. It is a Dallas,firm, there are two 
Dallas firms, there's one Houston firm, so there are three firms. What I 
would like to ask of our City Attorney recognizing that the Houston firm 
has mads a commitment in terms of doing some of the preparation of the 
issue, is it possible that we could separate and each individual portion 
tnat comes out the amount of bonds that are sold in any one year that we 
could distribute those in different respects,or does it all have to go 
CQ one firm? For example, if the Counci1,in view of the donation or what- 
ever we might call it that has been made in the preparation of the legal 
work for the bond issue,wish to give this first year's w o r k  to the Houston 
fL:m that did that work and then could the next bond sale be given to 
ailother firm or does it have to be all commited to one Eirm from theoutset? 

C:TY ATTORNEY MACON: The Couccil can designate it in anyway they that 
73ky would like to, Madam Mayor. In terms of this in the past I have reviewed 
:e bond ordinances of this Counci1,and you have just engaged your lawyer 
.r the outset and they carried through in the bond issue. But generally 
3eaking there is no set rule and certainly whatever way you would like ta 
izxucture it we w i l l  be happy to do so. I want to again make it very clear 



to this Council thatnc, w g n i n g  of any person's ability has been made in 
this recommendation. This is merely a recommendation based on work that 
has been performed as to this particular issuance and not any future 
issuances. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: And at the time that you recommended the Vinson 
Elkins  firm in the preparation of the work on the bond issue at that time 
the local attorney that we are now considering in the amendment was not 
affiliated with the firm in Dallas. Is that right? 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: That is correct. He joined that firm effective 
as of January 1 as a partner. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: I see. A 1 1  right, then in terns of what the Council 
could do to consider all these options it could if it wished separate each 
year's bond package into a separate issue or - it cauld do it either way, 
either give it all to one firm or it could give each portion to a firm ..... 
CITY ATTORNEY MACON: It could, Madam Mayor, from a management standpoint 
I'd say it's rarely done but we can do it in anyway you want to do it. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: And in terms of other bonds, does the City have available 
and will be issuing in terms of sewer bonds, airport bonds and other bonds 
when will these be coming on mind. 

CITY MANAGER BUEBNER: Well, there'll be a series of bond issues by the 
C i t y  of San Antonio this year. We should be going out on water bonds and 
sewer bonds and airport bonds all this year, all within this year. 

Let me comment - make just one comment with respect to the choices 
of law finns to represent us in terms of these bond issues. I'm coming 
from only one direction when I make a recommendation on a thing like this. 
1 think we ought to have the best talent available. We had McCal1, Parkhurst 
for years and years and years, for about 30, I think. We went with Mr. 
Harris on this issue on the River Bend Parking structure, admittedly a 
small issue. The only one we have not dealt with in the State of Texas is 
vinson Elkins. I think we ought to have experience with all three firms 
and judge them by their track record, by our experience with them as 
individual attorneys. I think that it's extremely important when you're 
talking about a $90 million bond issue you want some backup there. The 
Vinson Elkins f i rm  is an extremely large firm with extremely .broa8 
experience in this area. I don't apologize for the fact they're not a 
local f inn. 

MAYOR CMIKRELL: Mrs. Dutmer, 

MRS. DUTMER: Houston or Dallas, either way it doesn't stay.. in the City 
of San Antonio. I feel sort of that this boo-boo if it can be called a 
boo-boo can be laid right at the feet of the Council because I recall a 
discussion at the time and at the t h e  there were no San Antonio firms. 
There is now. And I am going to vote for Vinson Elkins in Houston but 
the next time we have any bond issues of any kind now that we have a person - 

in San Antonio I most certainly will recommend that we go with our San 
Antonio firm, but when we decided this we decided it on the merits that 
there were no San Antonio firms big enoughto handle it. Let's ask a 
question why doesn't San Antonio a metropolitan city of our magnitude why 
do we not have one or two bond attorney firms in this City. That would - 

be the big question all the way around. 

MR. FRANK WING: Our bond issues are usually defeated. 

MRS. DUTMER: Yes, our bonds are but there's other cities,and they can 

February 21, 1 9 8 0  



a f t e r  the  o t h e r  c i t ies  just as w e l l  as Houston and Dallas can come 
nf t e r  us. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: M r .  Steen, 

MR. STEEN: Thank you, Madam Mayor, X don't want to be r e p e t i t i o u s  and 
=hat's aL1 we can be a t  this s t a g e  of t h e  d i scuss ion .  But w e  are looking 
a t  the two Dal las  firms, one wi th  a l o c a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  and a Houston 
tirmJand I st i l l  say that we should s t a y  wi th  Vinson Elkins. Those are 
Lie people t h a t  we s t a r t e d  out with and we ought  t o  s t a y  with them until 
t3e conclusion of t h i s  s i t u a t i o n .  

I f  M r .  H a r r i s  was here today he could t e l l  us  how much money 
h e ' s  going t o  keep i n  San Antonio and how much he has t o  send t o  Dallas. 
Z ' m  not sure how lawyers pro-ra te  t h e  money when they get it. But I'm 
Like everybody else, I would be prefec t ly  w i l l i n g  t o  go with M r .  Harris 
anytime a f t e r  this, b u t  I s t i l l  b e l i e v e  t h a t  w&'re doing t h e  wrong t h i n g  
i~ changing l a w  f i rms  right i n  t h e  middle of this p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n .  
S o , I  have t o  v o t e  f o r  the o r i g i n a l  ord inance ,  

."#L+,-.YOR COCKRELL : Mr. Alderete . 
b!R. ALDERETE : Yes, Madam Mayor. I can understand what Councilman 
3:een i s  po in t ing  out,. ~ u s i n e s s w i s e  t h a t ' s  very sound advise, b u t  I'd 
. i k e  t o  also p o l n t  o u t  i n  response t o  a point you made about developing 
any individual o r  group, Madam Mayor, I t h i n k ,  i f  y o u ' l l  recall and a t  a 
?articular Firemen and Policemen.Pension Fund w e  d i d  t ry  t o  stress 
investment i n  San Antonio ta carparations o r  people t h a t  had their  s t o c k  
sn the market. 

I t h i n k  i t ' s  key that w e  do try t o  develop indiv iduals  o r  
corporations no mat t e r  what t h e  size is. And i f  Richard Harris i s  a 
local a t t o r n e y  t h a t  can handle bands and he was good enough t o  handle 
our  bonds on t h e  River Bend Garage then  w e  should t r y  and pass a s  much 
work t o  him so he can develop a l a r g e r  f i rm maybe wi th  his own 120 o r  1 3 0  
attorneys and maybe Houston and Dallas can t h e n  come t o  San Antonio t o  
sell t h e i r  bonds. 

And wi th  r e f e r e n c e  t o  the comment about  t h e  C i t y  Manager t r y i n g  
t o  get the b e s t  t a l e n t  avai lable  I t h i n k  it's b a s i c a l l y  a s l ap  in t h e  face 
to t h e  attorneys i n  t h e  City of San Antonio t h a t  he  should n o t  want t o  
apologize f o r  going outside t h e  Ci ty  of San Antonio t o  get the best talent. 
I quite f r ank ly  t h i n k  that w e  have very k n o w l e d g e a b l e . a t t o r ~  h e r e  i n  our  
City t h a t  can handle t h e  issuance of bonds of t h e  C i t y  of  San ~ n t o n i o ,  and 
I t h i n k  an apology i s  needed t o  those a t t o r n e y s  t h a t  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  Ci ty  of 
San Antonio or have t h e  adequate  i n t e l l e g e n c e  t o  handle a $90 m i l l i o n  bond 
issue because I d o n ' t  t h ink  t h a t ' s  a c o r r e c t  or  f a i r  o r  adequate  statement 
t o  state that w e  d o n ' t  have an a t t o r n e y  or f im t h a t  can handle  o u r  bonds 
equally as w e l l  as t h e  attorneys from Houston o r  Dallas. 

LYAYOR COCKRl3LL : D r .  Cisneros. 

C ?. . CI SNERQS : Yes, Madam. I ' d  ju s t  like to clarify - m a k e  clear two 
i i c t u a l  points, One of them i s  tha- t  t h e  choices  between a Houston f i r m  
and two Dal las  firms, t h a t ' s  n o t  e x a c t l y  r i g h t .  This  i s  a local a t t o r n e y  
-.10 has had h i s  local firm and what he has  done is f o r  the purposes of t h e  
2nd discussion a t  t h e  Counc i l ' s  urging r e a l l y  because t h e  Council  has made 
: clear where it wanted t o  be wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  those three firms has  
2 f i l i a t e d  himself with  a Dallas firm. In  t e k s  of the  a c t u a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  
f h i s  f i rm it i s  t h e  same as it has  been before. Sure, it was n o t  one of 



t h e  t h r e e  largest i n  t h e  State, but it was good enough t o  handle the h o s p i t a l  
d i s t r i c t ,  and numberous school  d i s t r i c t s ,  t h e  A l m o  Heights Independent School 
Dis t r ic t  and o t h e r s .  They have t o  answer M r .  Wing's ques t ion  or whoever it 
was t h a t  asked t h e  ques t ion .  I guess  it w a s  Mrs. Dutmer. Why don't we 
have t h e s e  f i r m s  i n  San Antonio. Well, t h e  answer i s  because we haven't 
h e l p  develop that kind of l o c a l  t a l e n t .  W e  have t h e  kind of complex t h a t  
says t h a t  i f  it comes from Houston it must be b e t t e r .  I f  it comes from 
Dallas it must be good because we just can't have them i n  San Antonio. 

Now, as f a r  as Vinson Elk ins  g e t t i n g  i n  e a r l y  on this one it 
was kind of a s p e c u l a t i v e  s o r t  of p ropos i t ion .  They a s s i s t e d  us ,  t h e r e  
was no money spen t ,  t o  my knowledge t h e r e  w a s  no promise made t h a t  they  
were going t o  handle the  long term propos i t ion .  What w e  understood was 
that they were a s s i s t i n g  us  s o r t  of  b e t t i n g  on t h a t  t h e y  were going t o  have 
a shot  a t  t h e  long term c o n t r a c t .  So,Mr. Harris has been working over  t h e  
years. I t ' s  n o t  as i f  w e  have this person who's never done bond work before .  
He's only  handled the  Alamo Heights Independent School D i s t r i c t  f a r  I d o n ' t  
know how many y e a r s ,  1 0  o r  15 years, and handled t h e  Hosp i t a l  District and 
other major p u b l i c  e n t i t i e s  a11 over  South Texas. What we're t a l k i n g  about 
here i s  p u t t i n g  $90 m i l l i o n  bond i s s u e  i n  those  capable hands. 

M r .  White has  s t a t e d  it would no t  affect i n  one/one-hundredth of 
a percentage point o u r  bond rating an t h e s e  bonds. Now, people can t a l k  
about promising f u t u r e  programs, f u t u r e  bonds, but t h i s  Council can't do 
t h a t  because t h i s  Council  i s  n o t  going t o  be around for another  $90 m i l l i on  
as it is. Same members don ' t  know where they're going t o  be after a year, 
so i t ' s  j u s t  n o t  r e a l l y  something t h a t  can be promised and held out t o  t h e  
future. How o f t e n  did w e  do a $90 m i l l i o n  bond i s s u e  out of t h i s  Ci ty .  
Well, t h e  l a s t  one was smal le r  than  t h i s .  I think it was $47 r n i l l i ~ n  and 
t h a t  was i n  1974, Why do w e  have t o  pu t  it o f f ,  why do w e  have t o  p u t  o f f  
t ak ing  t h e  f i r s t  s t e p  toward developing i n  South Texas, here,where we have 
c a p a b i l i t y ,  where w e  have t a l e n t ,  where we want t o  b u i l d  a major metro- 
p o l i t a n  area, b u i l d i n g  our own t a l e n t .  I j u s t  for  t h e  L i fe  of m e  c a n ' t  
comprehend why i f  it comes f rm Houston it has t o  g l i t t e r  more than homegrown 
talent. 

MAYOR COCKmLL: Mrs. Dutmer. 

MRS. DUTMER: A few of u s  Henry, know where w e ' l l  b e  next  time. What w e  
keep f o r g e t t i n g  is t h a t  a t  t h e  t i m e  t h a t  we decided on Vinson Elkins  
from Houston there was n o t , i n  f a c t ,  t h e r e  was n o t  a bond f i r m  i n  the City 
of San Antonio as such. And wi th  a11 due r e s p e c t  t o  M r .  H a r r i s ,  I d m ' t  
know Mr. Harris, I'm not t r y i n g  t o  run him down, I don't know anything about  
h i s  p r a c t i c e  o r  anyth ing  else, b u t  t h e  simple fact is t h a t  t h e r e  were n o t  
any h e r e  then,and as I recall  t h e r e  were some r e p o r t s  o r  r a t h e r  there were 
some very weak l i g h t  arguments about t h i s  t h i n g ,  b u t  I ' v e  never seen any- 
t h i n g  l i k e  t h e  attack t h a t  i s  going on h e r e  today. I f  t h a t  had occurred i n  
Executive Session you might have had a d i f f e r e n t  p i c t u r e  on it. But you 
know and I know that t h a t  t i m e  M r .  Harris w a s  not  connected wi th  a large 
bond f i rm,  Well, I t h i n k  t h i s  is  what w e  have t o  t a k e  i n t o  cons ide ra t ion ,  
i n  l i e u  thereof we went t o  a bond f i rm t h a t  i s  very, very  w e l l  recognized, 
Now, I ' m  n o t  i n  favor of sending money t o  Houston OX Dallas a t  any t i m e ,  
b u t  I am in favor of keeping t o  our  p r i n c i p l e s  and w e  hired t h e  firm, l e t ' s  
go forward with it and I ' m  sure t h a t  M r .  Harris w i l l  concur that f u t u r e  bonds 
should go t o  a San Antonio f i r m  i f  t h e  money is  going t o  s t a y  i n  San Antonio 
and n o t  go elsewhere, 

MAYOR COCKRELL: M r .  Eureste .  

MR. BERNARD0 EUBXSTE: Y e s ,  madam. I ' v e  been sort o f ' s i t t i n g  back here 
monitor ing t he  debate t o  see who's being f a i r  and who's no t  being f a i r  and 
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my conclusion i s  t h a t  r e a l l y  nobody i s  speaking with t r u e  o b j e c t i v i t y ,  nobody 
san. We're politicians and everybody knows how p o l i t i c i a n s  behave. W e  t r y  
=o make a good case o u t  of anything,and we could try and make a good case 
o u t  of Mr. Harris o r  w e  could t r y  t o  make a good c a s e  o u t  of t h i s  o t h e r  
company. 

I f  1 , f o r  onelbel ieve t h a t  dec i s ions  that come out of the C i t y  
Xanagerts Off ice  o r  t h e  dec i s i ons  t h a t  come o u t  of the C i t y  At to rney ' s  
+ i f f i c e ,  or the dec i s ions  t h a t  come out of the Finance Department o r  t h e  
dec i s ions  that came o u t  even of the  City Council he re  a r e  dec i s i ons  t h a t  
are based on nothing b u t  pure ob j ec t i ve  c r i t e r i a  then  - you know, I also 
believe t h a t  there's a Santa C1aus;and I would also be l i eve  t h a t  t-?erels 
a Easter Bunnz and I would a l s o  be l i eve  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  a Mother Goose. I 
have t o  throw them a11 in .  But that i s n ' t  t h e  case. There i s  no such t h i n g  
as pure  o b j e c t i v i t y .  

I th ink  there i s  good argument wi th  regards t o  a local f i rm.  I 
d a n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  vo t e s  a r e  there today t o  t u r n  t h a t  around,but I t h ink  
i t  is a good argument. I think w e  ought t o  do as much as we can to promote 
o r  t o  a t  l e a s t  allow someone t o  develop i n  t h i s  particular a r e a  l o c a l l y .  
And i t ' s  no t  a mat ter  of whether w e  want t o  promote somebody's career 
lzcally. Perhaps t h a t ' s  what we do any t i m e  we award a con t r ac t .  So that 
snould be perhaps nothing new, and it wouLd be false t o  throw t h a t  back a t  
someone t h a t  i s  t r y i n g  t o  see t o  it t h a t  somebody l o c a l l y  is developed o r  
ioes develop i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  f i e l d .  

1,for one, as a political person do not be l i eve  i n  a one hundred 
percent  ob j ec t i ve  person. I d o n ' t  th ink  one e x i s t s .  And i f  you can 
p i n t  one o u t  t o  m e  I would r e a l l y  appreciate it. For some reason other 
variables get in te r j ec ted ,and  I th ink  i f  some of u s  know t h e  running h i s t o r y  
and t h e  running debate between t h e  Finance Department and M r .  Harris I t h i n k  
vau begin t o  get a different p i c tu r e .  I don't t h ink  w e  have t h e  t i m e  h e r e  - 
t o  enter i n t o  t h e  f u l l  debate t h a t  is  going on. ~ u t  t h e r e  axe  ma t t e r s  that 
could be perhaps f u r t h e r  addressed and elaborated on i f  w e  had t h e  time. 
I think i t ' s  kind of l a t e  t o  t r y  t o  swing vo tes  i n  a Council meeting. This  
work should have been done i n  t h e  smoke f i l l e d  o f f i c e s  of the Ci ty  Council 
aembers through tho  lobbying e f f o r t ,  as th ings  a r e  done i n  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  
arena. That ' s  where you should make those kind of dec i s ions .  So,I f o r  
sne,was never approached by M r .  Har r i s  and t o  see two Council members here 
mgaged i n  debate t r y i n g  t o  speak on h i s  beha l f ,  t h i s  is f i n e  bu t  what has 
happened here i s  t h a t  no t  enough Council members have been lobbied  and 
talked t o  about t h e  need t o  have t h i s  c o n t r a c t  go t o  a l o c a l  ope ra t o r  o r  
a t  l e a s t  an opera to r  t h a t  has one f o o t  i n  San Antonio. H e l l ,  I d o n ' t  c a r e  
if h e ' s  i n  - if his paren t  company i s  i n  Dallas, A t  l e a s t  he has one f o o t  
here i n  San Antonio. That might n o t  be t h e  case with'the other  concern 
that comes out  of  Houston. 

S o , I  r i s e  t o  t h i s  discussion here ,  at l e a s t  g e t  involved i n  t h i s  
:iscussion because I hear things t h a t  c l ear ly  are not t r u e .  W e  are a l l  

bi sed .  There is  no such t h ing  as a one hundred percent  o b j e c t i v e  Council  
person nor a one hundred percent  ob j ec t i ve  City Manager nor City Attorney 
nor Finance Director. We're a l l  human beings,and I th ink  w e  should remember 
that so I just f e l t  that t h e  counter  charge t h a t  somehow o r  another  a couple 
cf Council members were trying to promote somebody. I f i n d  that kind of 
< - ~ i f f i c u l t  t o  deal wi th  because w e  could throw the charge t he  ather  wa:. around. 
?hat  t o  give it t o  t h e  Houston f i rm i s  t o  promote t h e  Houston f i rm.  ?sere 
I s  a counter  argument then  t o  t h a t  po in t  t h a t  i s  being made about  t h e  Ssn 
Antonio indiv idual .  So,Itm going t o  go ahead and vo te  w i t h  the recommendation 
tha t  s t a f f  has mads, I feel  that perhaps that's t h e  best - t2e b e t t e r  t i m e  
20 look a t  . the. ,pro and cons, and t h i s  firm has been involved w ~ t h  t h e  C i t y  
In  preparing t h e  bond ordinance and maybe it's one of those t5ings where i f  
you g e t  i n t o  t h e  game e a r l y  you are assured a p iece  of t h e  aczion.  I t h i n k  
ba s i ca l l y  t h i s  i s  what might have happened here .  
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MAYOR COCKRZLL: D r .  Cisneros . 
DR. CISNEROS: Yes, I j u s t  want t o  ask a f a c t u a l  ques t ion  of M r .  White. 
Mr. White, was t h e r e  a bond a t t o r n e y ,  a legal firm handling bonds i n  ex i s t ence  
i n  San Antonio i n  1979? 

MR. WIiITE: A legal f i r m  handling bond i s s u e s  i n  ' 79? 

DR. CISNEROS: Yes, sir, a bond, l e g a l l y  competent profession all^ sound 
bond f i r m  i n  San Antonio i n  1979. 

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir. I ' v e  go t  t o  q u a l i f y  my response t o  you,though, 
because t h e  opin ion  on t h e  bonds of Richard Har r i s  prior t o  h i s  consolidation 
o r  merger w i t h  t h o  Dumas, Huguenin, Boothman, and  arrow firm % Dal las  was 
not  n a t i o n a l l y  recognized p r i o r  t o  h i s  merger with the other f i rm.  

DR. CISNEROS: Do you expect  .that that hurt Qs then in our:bond r a t i n g  i n  t h e  
previous  issues that he has held o r  perhaps i s  ......... 
MR. WHITE: N o ,  that would n o t  a f f e c t  t h e  sale or i n t e r e s t  rate o r  any- 
t h i n g  like t h a t  unless you had a p a r t i c u l a r  bad market. 

DR. CISNEROS : Why would t h e  h o s p i t a l  d i s t r i c t  - could  you s p e c u l a t e  
on why t h e  hospital d i s t r i c t  might hire a person whose r e p u t a t i o n  was going 
t o  hurt khem i n  t h e i r  bond i s s u e s  i n  al lowing him t o  handle t h e i r  bonds. 

MR. WHITE: Well, I'm not  saying  that it e v e r  d id ,  b u t  some f i rms  when 
they  have an opinion  t h a t  they  d o n ' t  recognize would pay fo r  a s e p a r a t e  
opin ion ,  a special opinion and we've had t h i s  - some of t h e  large purchasers  
have t o l d  us this on numerous occasions;  As a matter of fact, I have two 
or three letters to t h a t  e f f e c t .  

DR. CISNEROS : Now,that he is a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  t h e  Dumas  firm a t  our urging ,  
i n  e f f e c t  t o  defend himself f r o m  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  you descr ibed  that 
e x i s t e d  be fo re ,  do you have any r e s e r v a t i o n s  whatsoever about M r .  Harris or  
t h e  Dwnas f i rm? 

MR, WHlTE: None whatsoever. Now, w e  had two concerns p r i o r  t o  this. 
One was t h a t  he  did  n o t  have a n a t i o n a l  recognized opin ion  t h a t  i s  accepted 
i n  t h e  market p lace .  The second was t h a t  he d i d  not have adequate backup. 
H e  was t h e  only one i n  the firm t h a t  handled bond i s sues , and  he also handled 
o t h e r  l e g a l  work. %, the re  were t imes when we c o u l d n ' t  g e t  ahold of him, 
Those concerns have now resolved  themselves with the merger. 

DR. CISNEROS : You would have no d i f f i c u l t y  with t h e  compromise that t h e  
Mayor has suggested which is something l i k e  t h e  first year of t h e  i ssuance  
going t o  the Vinson E l k i n s  firm and t h e  subsequent y e a r s  going t o  Harxis o r  
some others s p l i t  two, t h r e e  yea r s .  

MR. WHITE: The bond i s s u e  s t ands  a lone  they  ....... 
DR. CI SNEROS : Each of the sale s t ands  alone.  Great. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: I n  o t h e r  words, the f i r s t  one would be for what, 1 0  
m i l l i o n ,  i s  that c o r r e c t ?  

MR, WHITE: Something in that range, yes ,  madam. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: And then after t h a t  about 20 m i l l i o n  p e r  year each 
sugsequent yeas. 

MR. WHITE: Yes, madam. 
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YAYOR COCKRELL: Joe. 

LYR. ALDERETE: Yes, I was going to say in the compromise that the Mayor 
cffered I thought was rationa1,and I also think that point that Helen 
suggested was very rational about that any future bond sales, if I under- 
stood you correctly, Helen, would be to utilize local bond talent. 

If the money stays here. 

MR. ALDEFtETE: Yes. You know, if we could have that understanding with 
your compromise, the Mayor's compromise and the suggestion Helen made in 
supporting this particular amendment I could live with that because that 
would be arriving to the same goal that I particularly have. 

I have to comment to Benny's points about not being objective, 
I think Benny is absolutely right, Nobody's a hundred percent objective. 
And I am purely one-thousand percent subjective when it comes to the point 
of developing local people and local corporations. This is the reason I 
ztand again for the second time in trying to develop a local bond firm here 
in San Antonio because I did address it in "B" Session but it was like, you 
::now, waving a flag by itself now. I thought it is time to draw the Council's 
attention again to this persistent problem of not developing local bond 
",lent, 

2R. CISNEROS : Point of parliamntaxy inquiry, Mayor, if I may? 

FAYOR COCKRF,LL : Yes. 

CR. CISNEROS: Would you be acceptable - I was the seconder of the motion 
and I'm withdrawing the second in order that a different substitute can be 
zade and that substitute would take the form of your compromise or would 
you prefer to have it voted down and then make another.substitute. 

.MAYOR COCKRELL : Actually I think once it's been discussed it's not 
proper parliamentary to .......,. 
CB. CISNEROS: I'd like the opportunity to make a substitute after the 
?;ate on that one. 

YAYOR COCKRELL : If there is no further discussion we vote on the 
substitute motion which is to award the legal contract to the Richard Harris 
firm associated with the Dallas firm. 

AYES: Alderete, Cisneros. 
NAYS: Wing, Eureste, Thompson, Canavan, Archer, Steen, Cockrell, Webb, Dutmer. 
ABSENT: None. 

CITY CLERK: The motion failed. 

DR. CISNEROS: Substitute motion that the submission - the bond submission 
be broken down,since Mr. White has indicated that they are all independent 
bond issues, broken down in such a way that we fulfill moral obligation to 
-he Vinson E l k i n s  firm in the f i r s t  year and that the subsequent years then 
3 2  the sales would be to ifivolve the Harris and Dumas relationship. 

:JIR ALDERETE : I second that motion, Madam Mayor, if we could also tie in 
-, xenry, Helen's suggestion about using local talent in future bond issues. 

:evAYOR COCKRELL : Let me ask a question, a procedural question of the City 
AEtorney. Actually the Council is now voting or will be voting on what will 
he the bond issue for this year and then there will be a bond issue next 



year and - but the only part of this that I am questioning is the ability 
of the Council to bind the future Councils beyond the next year and may 
I ask the City Attorney for any comment on that particular point. 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: Yes, as this Council has done it many times we 
can only act as to what we have before us and if you want to express some 
intent that's fine,but it will be subject to Council vote at a future time. 

MR. ALDERETE: I wish to express my intent. 

MAYOR COCKmLL : All right, is it then agreeable that it would be in the 
nature of intent that ..... A11  right, is there discussion, Mr. Thompson. 
Oh, Dr. Cisneros. 

DR. CISNEROS : Just a point of information. As I understand it then a l l  
this was in the first place was just the first year of sale, is that correct? 
Is this authorization only for the first year of the sale, was that correct? 
What we were voting on today was just for the first year of sale? 

MR. WHITE: What you were voting for the financial advisory services 
being proposed for the entire bond. 

DR. CISNEROS: Okay, but what about the legal services? 

MR. WHITE: That was handled through City Attorney. 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: Generally this is handled just like any other one. 
In the past you voted for your financial advisors as well as your lawyers 
for your bond issue. 

DR. CISNEROS: So in fact we were voting for the whole 90 million. 
/ 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON : That's correct. 

DR. C ISNEROS : Now, the motion would ask you to separate that out in such 
a way that the Vinson Elkins applies only to the first sale, makes no 
commitment for the future sales, would express an intent that future sales 
would be done with Harris and y~u'd have to bring that back to us next year 
when we ... . . * .  . . 
CITY ATTORNEY MACON: As the sale would come up you would come back and 
make a decision. 

DR. CISNEROS: As the sale would come up, I understand. That's the motion. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Mr. Thompson. 

MR. THOMPSON: Hy original comment was to comment about the Long term 
effect of the motion ard'that it Imuld extend pass our term. The thrust of the 
motion now as it stands that we would vote merely on both the financial 
advisor and the legal advisor for the$10 million issue on them, is that-? 

MAYOR COCKRELL: No, the thrust of the motion would be that we would be 
indicating the financial advisor for the duration of the bond issue but that 
it would be the indication of the legal advisor for the first issue only and 
that it would be a statement of intent on the part of the City Council to 
contract with the local firm5ih conjunction with the Dallas firm in future 
issues. It would have to be voted again at the point on which the bond sale 
was authorized for that next round of bond sales. 

MR. THOMPSON: Well in the legal work for the band issue, the work that 
will be done for the first issue would be significant in comparison~with~ 
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the others because t h a t  plows the fur on it, it's only - you d r a g  through 
the same f u r  each t i m e  f o r  t h e  nex t  four issues. I ' d  l i k e  to a s k  the  
City Attorney i f  w e ' l l  get the same r a t e  w i t h  V i n ~ a n  E l k i n s  that 
7 5 $  per  thousand. You feel t h a t  w e  have a contract o r  an agreement t h a t  
we can get that  kind of rate with. him n o t  wi ths tanding  t h e  fact that w e ' l l  
withdraw a f t e r  1 0  million. 

CITY ATTORNEY MACON: M r .  Thompson, when I visited wi th  Vinson Elkins 
regarding their  r a t e  they  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  they would go with t h e  ra te  t h a t  
ivlcCall, Parkhurst quoted t h i s  City i n  1976,and-,$hey d d  not alter it t o  
the  1980 p r i c e s .  So,the rate of 75C per thousand is a '76 rate and we 
xould need t o  - I would sugges t  t h a t  i f  t h e  Council wants t o  go w i t h  a 
broken up t h a t  they  would need t o  look a t  what t h e  rate would be on t h e  
future rate because t h e  rate that I do have is  on ly  as t o  what Vinson 
3lkins has quoted. I have no information a s  t o  future, they just indicated 
t h a t  they would go wi th  what was accep tab le  bond rates. 

?!R. THOMPSON : Okay, b u t  we do have 75C p e r  thousand on t h e  f i r s t  LO 
mil l ion .  

C :TY ATTORNEY MACON: T h a t ' s  c o r r e c t .  

XI. THOMPSON : Okay. Thank you. 

.TY ATTORNEY MACON: One f u r t h e r  explanat ion ,  t h e  - when this 
.;until handled t h e  bond i s s u e  of 6 m i l l i o n  before  t h e  r a t e  was more 
.-:Sstantial f o r  t h e  smaller i s suance ,  That was t he  $6 m i l l i o n  issuance 
~ n d  I t h i n k  t h a t ' s  what t h e  Councilman is r e f e r r i n g  t o ,  that g e n e r a l l y  f o r  
smal ler  i ssuances  because of t h e  work involved you do have t o  f r o n t  end it, 
b i ~ t  the  quote was based on t h e  overall. 

Y-'1YOR COCKRELL : Mrs. Dutmer. 

MXS, DUTMER: Y e s ,  I t h i n k  t h a t  t h i s  c l a r i f i e s - w h a t  I s a i d  for  t h e  
b e n e f i t  of M r .  Aldere te  and D r .  Cisneros.  what I said was that I was 
going was t h a t  I was going wi th  t h i s  f i r m  on t h i s  bond issue, that is 
i.e. $90 million with the proviso  that i n  t h e  f u t u r e  i f  t h e r e  is a San 
L l ton io  bond f i rm i n  San Antonio t h a t  we go with our  home bond firm and 
also put a provision on there depending on t h e  amount of money t h a t  stays 
i n  o u r  City, Now, I d o n ' t  mean for  us  t o  j u s t  g e t  a Local a t t o r n e y  and then 
send $65 thousand t o  Dallas and w e  keep $2 thousand. That was just t o  c l a r i f y  
f o r  you. I am going w i t h  Elk ins  on t h e  $90 m i l l i o n  bond issue because I 
feel  that1 s t h e  only  way t o  go. We s t a r t e d  w i t h  them; they  pu l l ed  us  out of 
the Eire. W e  passed t h e  bond i ssue ,and we're going. ' ~ u t ' i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  and 
I can't bind f u t u r e  Counci ls ,  I r e a l i z e  t h a t ,  b u t  I would sugges t  as an i n t e n t  
and included i n  t h i s  t h a t  i n  the  f u t u r e  t h a t  t h e y  cons ide r  l o c a l  bond ' a t to rneys .  

I*. . .< 

XR. STEEN: Madam Mayor, I wonder when next pear w e  w i l l  
consider  t h e  $20  m i l l i o n  bond i s s u e ,  about  what t i m e  of the year. In o t h e r  
words, reckon t h i s  Council w i l l  have anything to do with it o r  not. 

CITY MANAGER HUEBNER: I r e a l l y  d o n ' t  know a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  John, t h a t  w e  
c ~ l d  say. 

I,!R. STEEN: Yes, okay. M r .  Canavan says t h a t  it will be i n  August of '81 ,  
5; t h e  motion, t h e  amended motion; the s u b s t i t u t e  motion,real ly  doesn't mean 
a thing. Rhd the word,inten.t  is a kindofa PR word anyway. I d o n ' t  know 
where t h a t  comes i n t o  t h e  pic ture .  h d  I ' m  going t a  go Like M r s .  Dutmer, I 
?.ave t o  stay with the  f i r m  of Vinson E l k i n s  for t h i s  90 m i l l i o n  and a f t e r  
-..rat we c e r t a i n l y  w i l l  g ive.  t h e  local f i r m  first p r i o r i t y  on anything t h a t  
. m e s  along.  But t o  vote f o r  something that some of u s  won't even be here t o  



consider i s  kind of ridiculous on the face of it, so I am going to vote that 
down or vote against it and vote f o r  the original staff's recommendations. 

MAYOR C O C K R E U :  May I ask of the  City Manager t o  clarify that  po in t  of - 
if the bond sale for next year were to be in August of '81, is there any 
reason why the attorneys could not be retained prior to April? 

CITY MANAGER HUEBNER: The attorney would be retained prior to April, I 
mean,prior to August in the earlier months in order t o  be prepared for the 
documents to be presented correct ly .  

MAYOR COCKFSLL:  hank you, sir. Mr. Alderete. 

MR. ALDERETE : Yes. I think the important thing, John, is that - you. 
know,youlre absolutely right, maybe some faces will change on the Council 
but the important thing is to give the direction to skaff who makes a 
recommendation to future Councils to utilize local talent. I think that's 
primar$ly,where the direction is given to. It's to staff to keep recommending 
or utilizing local talent in future bond issues, so we're not really binding 
the future Council but we're telling staff, hey, when you come to recommend 
t o  any newer Council or any other Council to pursue that Line. 

MR. STEEN: I don't think we need a motion to do that, Joe. If they 
haven't understood that by now, they shouldn't even be on the staff. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: All right, we will be voting on the subst i tute ,  The 
substitute would approve the legal counsel as recommended by the staff for 
the  f i rs t  submission of bonds only, would approve the financial consultant. 
Will the Clerk call the roll on t h e  motion. 

MR. STEEN: They don't understand the motion. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: A11 right.  I t ' s  to restate the substitute. It would 
approve the financial advisors recommended f o r  t h e  entire package, the 
local firm. It would approve the legal counselors recommended by the 
staff for the f i r s t  bond i s sue  only and then submit the  intent or remmm&tion 
of the Council that in the future the firm that  has a Local partner or 
represe~tative be the one that be named. 

AYES: Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, Cockrell, Cisneros, Webb, Eureste. 
NAYS: Archer, Steen, Dutmer, Wing. 
ABSENT: None 

CITY CLERK: The motion carried. 

MaYOR COCKRELL: The motion carried and we now vote on the  main motion 
a s  substituted. Those in favor say Aye. Any opposed no. 

AYES: Thompson, Alderete, Canavan, Cockrell, Cisneros, Webb, Euxeste, 
Archer, Steen, Dutmer. 

NAYS: Wing. 
ABSENT: None. 

MAYOR COCKRISLL: The motion carried. 

- 
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