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REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO HELD I N  
THE COUNCIL CHAMBER, CITY HALL, ON 
THURSDAY, MAY 1 9 ,  1977. 

The meeting was called to o r d e r  at 8:00 A. M . ,  by the 
p r e s i d i n g  o f f i c e r ,  Mayor L i l a  Cockre l l ,  w i t h  t h e  fo l lowing  m e m b e r s  
present: CISNEROS, WEBB, DUTMER, W I N G ,  EURESTE, ORTIZ ,  ALDERETE, 
PYNDUS, HARTMAN, STEEN, COCKRELL; Absent: NONE, 

77-25 The i n v o c a t i o n  w a s  g iven  by the  Reverend C. Don Baugh, 
~ x e c u t i v e  Director, San Antonio Counci l  of Churches. 

77-25 -- Members of t h e  City Council  and t h e  audience jo ined  i n  the 
Pledge of Allegiance to the f l a g  of t h e  Uni ted  States. 

77-25 The minutes of  t h e  meeting of Play 1 2 ,  1977, w e r e  approved. 

77-25 RF,SOLUTION OF RESPECT 

Mayor Cockre l l  read the fo l lowing  Resolution: 

A RESOLUTION 
NO. 77-25-40 

WHEREAS, L i f e  c a m e  t o  a close for Mr. Blake S w e a t t  on March 25, 
1977, and 

WHEREAS, M r .  Sweatt w a s  an i l l u s t r i o u s  and respected citizen 
of San Antonio who was cognizant  of t h e  many problems 
f a c i n g  t h e  community and devoted h i s  e f f o r t s  ta the 
welfare of  the City, and 

WHEREAS, He served an the San Antonio Convention and Visitors 
Bureau and c h a i r e d  the Adver t i s ing  C o m m i t t e e  from 
November, 1 9 7 4 ,  t o  February,  1977, and additionally 
se rved  as member of  the Paseo Del Rio Assoc ia t i on ,  
t h e  Texas Hotel/Motel Association, and a s  President 
of the  San Antonio Hotel Assoc ia t ion ,  and 

WHEIZEAS, H e  gave generously of his t i m e  and talent t o  many 
o t h e r  civic a f f a i r s  and had a keen d e s i r e  t o  be of 
service t o  h i s  fellowman, and 

WHEREAS, I n  h i s  p a s s i n g ,  t h e  cormunity has l o s t  a staunch 
f r i e n d  and l o y a l  p u b l i c  servant; NOW, TBEREFORE: 

EE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO: 
* 

SECTION 1. That t h i s  Counci l ,  on beha l f  of t h e  City o f f i c i a l s  
and employees as w e l l  as t h e  citizens of t h i s  great 
C i t y ,  does hereby express profound regret on t h e  
p a s s i n g  of Blake Sweatt, 

SECTION 2 ,  That t h i s  Resolution be spread upon the minutes  of 
t h e  C i t y  Counci l  and a copy the reo f  be delivered t o  
t h e  bereaved family .  

On motion of M r .  Hartman, seconded by M r .  Pyndus, t h e  
R ~ S G ~ G ~ ~ Q Z  w a s  passed and approved by the  fo l lowing  vo te :  AYES: D u t m e r ,  
Eureste, O r t i z ,  A l d e r e t e ,  Pyndus, Hartman, Steen ,  Cockre l l ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: C i sne ros ,  Webb, Wing. 



ZONING EEARINGS PROCEDURES 

In response to Mayor Cockrell, City Attorney James Parker 
briefed t h e  Counci l  on t he  number of v o t e s  needed t o  approve zoning 
cases. He explained that a three-fourths majority of t h e  Council (9) 
votes will be necessary t o  approve zoning changes when there i s  op- 
p s i t i o n  of twenty percent  of t h e  adjoining proper ty  owners 1t1ithin a 
200 foot radius. On a l l  o t h e r  cases, s i x  votes w i l l  c o n s t i k u t e  a 
majority. 

Mr. George Vann, Director of Bui ld ing  and Zoning, then 
explained that h i s  s t a f f  will p r e s e n t  and e x p l a i n  the  zoning cases 
to t h e  Council. H e  then described t h e  procedure used in zoning hearings.  

Councilrrian Pyndus asked t h a t ,  in those cases t h a t  the staff's 
reconunendation d i f f e r s  f r o m  t h e  Zoning Commission's recornendation, 
the staff would p u b l i c l y  g i v e  t h e  Council the reasons  for t h e i r  
recorrimendations. 

77-25 ZONING HEARINGS 

1. CASE 6874 - to rezone L o t s  1 0  through 2 9 ,  B l o c k  1, NCB 14509, 
in t h e  5400 b lock  of Rubidox Drive ,  located on t h e  north and sou th  side 
of Rubidox Drive, being  513.32 '  w e s t  of the i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Laven Dr ive  
and Rubidox Drive ,  having a total of 1046.4' on Rubidox Drive and a 
depth of 110' and 

L o t s  1 through 1 5 ,  Block 3 ,  NCB 14511, i n  t h e  5300 and 5 4 0 Q  blocks 
of Maxcani Drive, located west and north of the intersection of 
Marconi Drive and Dulce Street, having a total of 558.21' on Marcani 
Drive and a total of 265.14' on Dulce Street, and 

Lots 1 through 7 ,  B l o c k  5 ,  NCB 14513, i n  t h e  5400 block of Marconi Drive, 
located southeast of the interesection of Marconi Drive and Culce Street, 
having a total of 420.24' on Marconi Drive and 112' on Dulce Street, 

- .  . f r o m  "A" Single Family Residential District; "13-3" Business District and 
"1-1" Light Industry District to "R-1" Single Family Residential ~ i s t r i c t .  

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
t h e  C i t y  Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

A f t e r  consideration, Mr. Pyndus made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatt ing is accomplished, if necessary. Dr. Cisneros seconded t he  
motion. On roll ca l l ,  the  motion, c a r r y i n g  with it t h e  passage of t h e  
following Ordinance,  prevailed by t h e  follawing vote: AYES: Cisneros, 
Webb, Dutmer, Eures t e ,  Ortiz, Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman, Steen ,  Cockrel l ;  
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,018 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE 
THAT CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE 
ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN 
ANTONIO BY CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION 
AND REZONING OF CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED HEREIN AS LOTS 10 THROUGH 
2 9 ,  BLOCK 1, NCB 14509, IN THE 5400 
BLOCK OF RUBIDOX DRIVE, AND LOTS 1 
THROUGH 15, BLOCK 3, NCB 14511, I N  THE 
5300 AND 5400 BLOCKS OF IWRCONI DRIVE, 
AND LOTS 1 THROUGH 7 ,  BLOCK 5 ,  NCB 14513, 
I N  THE 5400 BLOCK OF MARCONX DRIVE, FROM 
"A" SINGLE FAMILY WSIDENTIAL DISTRICT; 
"B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT AND "1-1" LIGHT 
INDUSTRY DISTRICT TO "R-1" SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER 
REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED, IF NECESSARY. 



2. C R S E  6898 - t o  rezone L o t  13,  Block 1 2 ,  NCB 15503, in the 
2500 Block of 5. W. Loop 410  Expressway, from Temporary "R-1" Single  
Fanily Residential D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" Business D i s t r i c t ,  located on the 
east side of S. W. Loop 4 1 0  Expressway, being 1 2 0 '  south of t he  inter- 
s e c t i o n  of A i r l i f t  Avenue and S. W. Loop 4 1 0  Expressway, having 120 '  an 
S. W. Loop 410 Expressway and a depth of 162.5'-  

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained t he  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Zoning  omm mission recommended be approved by 
t h e  C i t y  Council. 

M r s .  Linda Juettemeyer;  representing her  f a t h e r ,  M r .  Joel Salazax,  
t h e  a p p l i c a n t ;  s t a t e d  that he is  reques t ing  a change i n  zone i n  order 
to operate an au to  repair shop. 

M r .  Van H. Johnson, r ep resen t ing  M r .  James Bass, owner of t h e  
adjacent property, s t a t e d  t h a t  h i s  client has a two-story s t r u c t u r e  
on the proper ty  which c o n s i s t s  of retail stores on t h e  first f loor  and 
zpartments on t h e  second f l o o r .  He s t a t e d  t h a t  the "B-3" zoning w i l l  
permit  on-premises consumption of alcoholic beverages which will be 
a detriment to t h e  apartment r e s i d e n t s .  H e  f u r t h e r  stated t ha t  they 
are not opposed t o  "B-2" zoning. 

Severa l  members of the  Council then  s tated that there presently 
exists "B-3" zoning i n  t h e  area. 

I n  r e b u t t a l ,  M r s .  Juettemeyer described t h e  surrounding busi- 
nesses i n  t h e  a r e a  and s a i d  t h a t  they do not intend t o  put in a lounge 
but are only  asking far t h i s  change t o  enable them t o  opera te  an auto 
repair shop.  

A f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  D r .  Cisneros made a motion that t h e  recon- 
mendation of t he  Zoning Commission be approved, provided t h a t  a six 
f a o t  solid sc reen  fence i s  e r e c t e d  and maintained along t h e  east property 
l i n e .  :Ir. Webb seconded t h e  motion, On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion, carrying 
w i t h  it the passage of the following Ordinance, prevailed by the follow- 
;ng vote: AYES: Cisneros,  Webb, Eures te ,  O r t i z ,  Aldere te ,  Pyndus, H a r t -  
~ a n ,  Steen,  Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSTAIN: Dutmer; ABSENT: Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,019 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE O F  THE CITY OF SAN AFITONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 13, BLOCK 1 2 ,  NCB 15503, I N  THE 2500 
BLOCK OF S. W. LOOP 410  EXPRESSWAY, FROM 
TEMPORARY "R-1" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PRO- 
VIDED THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE 
IS  ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG THE EAST 
PROPERTY LINE. 

3 .  .- CASE 6855 - t o  rezone t h e  sou theas t  54' of Lot 17, Block 1, 
ACF3 1 1 9 6 5 ,  4 1 1  ~ ~ ~ % a n d  Road, from "A" Single Family Resident ia l  District 
i:c "Y-3" Bus ine s s  C i s t r i c t ,  l oca ted  between Portland Road and t h e  pro- 
;)osed U. S. 2 8 1  Expressway, being 158 '  northwest of the intersection of 
P:zCullough Avenue and P o r t l a n d  Road, having 5 4 '  on Port land Road and 
,, de2th cf 2 4 0 ' .  

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained the pra- 
T;osed change, which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
he C i t y  Council. 

No one spoke i n  oppos i t ion .  
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A f t e r  considerat ion,  &lr. Pyndus made a motion t h a t  t h e  recon- 
nendation of the Zoning Commission be approved. Dr. Cisne ros  seco~ided 
the  notion, On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  mot ion,  carrying with it the passage of 
t h e  following Ordinance, prevailed by t h e  fo l lowing  vote: AYES: C i snc ros ,  
Webb, D u t m e r ,  E u r e s t e ,  O r t i z ,  A l d e r e t e ,  Pyndus, Haxtman, S t e e n ,  Cockrcll; 
17AYS: None; ABSENT: Wing. 

AN QRDINANCE 48,020 

lUlEI\'JDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINXWCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
THE SOUTHEAST 5 4 '  OF LOT 17, BLOCK 1, 
NCB 11965,  4 1 1  PORTLAND ROAD, FROM "a1# 
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO 
"B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT.  

PRESENTATION OF CITATION TO DR. PAT BURR - 
Ma.yor Cockrell read the following Citation: 

THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO 
(State of Texas) 

Hereby Presents This 

CITATION 

PAT B U M  

IN RECOGNITION OF HER SERVICE ON THE MAYOR'S COf.IMISSION 
ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN FROM JANUARY, 1 9 7 4 ,  TO A P R I L ,  
1977, AND HER MAMf  OTHER CONTRIBUTIONS TO OUR COMMUNITY. 

THE CITY COUNCIL EXPRESSES ITS APPRECIATION FOR BER 
EFFORTS AND EXTENDS BEST WISHES FOR HER SUCCESS AS 
ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR OF THE SMALL BUSIhfESS ADMIN- 
ISTRATION I N  WASHINGTON, D. C. 

* * * *  

Mayor Cockrell then presented the Citation to Dr. Burr, 

The Mayor and members of the Council commended D r .  Pat B u r r  
on hex many accomplishments. 

77-25 ZONING HEARINGS (Continued) 

4. CASE 6860 - to rezone Lot 30, Block 5-B, NCB 11958, 
8503 Eastern A v e n u e ,  f r o m  "A" Single Family Residential District to 
"1-1" Light Industry District, located northwest of the intersection 
of Hallmark Drive and Eastern A v e n u e ,  having 150 .2 '  on Hallmark Drive 
and 9 5 '  on Eastern Avenue. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Adrninistratar, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 



After consideration, Mr. Steen made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be approved. Mr. Pyndus seconded 
the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of 
the following ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneras, 
Webb, Dutrner, Eureste, Ortiz, Alderete, Pyndus, Hartrnan, Steen, Cockre l l ;  
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,021 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPmHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED H E M I N  AS 
LOT 30, BLOCK 5-B, NCB 11958, 8503 EASTERN 
AVENUE, FROM "A1' SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT. 

5. CASE 6887 - to rezone L o t  6, Block 3B, NCB 11955, in the 
8400 block of Eastern Avenue, in the 1 3 0 0  block of Hallmark Drive, 
from "A" Single Family Residential District to "I-1" Light Industry 
District, located southeast of the intersection of Hallmark Drive and 
Eastern Avenue, having 145' on Eastern Avenue and 240.4' on Hallmark 
Drive. 

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

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Pyndus made a motion t h a t  t h e  recan- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be appproved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished, if necessary. Mr. Hartman seconded the motion. 
Qn roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following 
Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Webb, 
Dutrner, Eureste, Ortiz, Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, C o c k r e l l ;  
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,022 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND W Z O N I N G  
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 6, BLOCK 3B, NCB 11955, IN THE 8400 
BLOCK OF FASTERN AVENUE, IN THE 1300 
BLOCK OF FALLMARK DRIVE, FROM "A" SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "1-1" 
LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT 
PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED, IF 
NECESSARY. 

6. CASE 6 8 5 6  - to rezone L o t  13, Parcels 95, 96, 96-A and 97, 
NCE 15550, in the 7500 block of U. S. Highway 90 West Expressway, from 
Tenporary "R-1" Single Family Residential District to "B-3" Business 
District, located on the northwest side of U. S. Highway 90 West 
Zxpsessway between Colt Drive and Frontier Drive, having 1427.36' on 
IS. S .  Highway 90 West Expressway; 316.28' on Colt Drive; and 136.13' 
on Frontier Drive. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pra- 
posed change, which the Zoning Commissi~n recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  Council 
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No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mrs. Dutrner made a motion that the recor- 
mendation of the Zoning Com~ission be approved. Mr. Pyndus seconded 
the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passaqe of 
the following ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: 
Cisneros , Webb, Dutrner , E u r e s t e ,  0rtiz , Alde re t e  , Pyndus , I inr trnan , 
Steen, Cockre l l  ; NAYS : None ; AESENT : Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,023 

=IENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ATSTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 13, PARCELS 95,  96, 96-A, AND 97, 
NCB 15550, IN THE 7500 BLOCK OF U. S .  
HIGHWAY 90 WEST EXPRESSWAY, FROM TEEI- 
PORARY "R-1" S I N G L E  FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, 

7. CASE 6893 - to rezone Lots 5 through 8, Block 14, NCB 12920, 
in the 2700 block of S .  E. Loop 410 Expressway, from "A" Single Family 
Residential to "B-3" Business Dis t r i c t  located on the east side of 
S. E. Loop 410 Expressway, being 240' south of the intersection of l i n i s  
Avenue and S .  E. Loop 410 Expressway, having 240' on S. E. Loop 410 
Expressway and a depth of 140'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. He stated that the staff had recommen6ed denial 
because, generally, it is the staff's opinion that properties along 
major thoroughfares such as freeways should not be encouraged in 
strip zoning situations, He also stated that traffic from the north 
in t r y i n g  to obtain immediate access to the business development on 
the subject property, would use the residential street system to t h e  
east and south. 

Mr. Hartman stated that this is another case of vacant lots 
adjacent to an expressway and, in his opinion, it is very remote that 
the subject lots will be developed into residential lots. 

The applicant was not present to present his case. 

After consideration, Mr. Pyndus moved that the Zoning Commission 
recommendation be approved and that the rezoning be granted provided that 
proper replatting is accomplished, if necessary. Mr. Hartman seconded 
the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of 
the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: 
Webb, Eureste, Ortiz, Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; 
NAYS: None; ABSTAIN: Dutmer; ABSENT: Cisneros, Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 48 ,024  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
COIJSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOTS 5 THROUGH 8, BLOCK 14, NCB 12920, 
IN THE 2700 BLOCK OF S. E. LOOP 410 
EXPRESSWAY, FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING 
IS ACCOMPLISHED, IF NECESSARY. 
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8. CASE 6858 - t o  rezone the north 50'  05 t h e  south 350' of 
Lots 7 and 8 ,  NCB 12116, 2223-2227 N. E. Loop 410 Expressway, from 
"A1' S i n g l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  to "B-2" Business District, 
l oca ted  on the n o r t h  side of N. E. Loop 410  Expressway, being 196' 
w e s t  of the  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of S t a r c r e s t  Drive and N. E. Loop 4 1 0  
Expressway and 300' no r th  of N. E. Loop 410 Expressway, having a 
width of 1 9 9 . 8 2 '  on N. E. Loop 410 Expressway and a depth of 50'; and 

t o  rezone t h e  south  300' of Lots 7 and 8 ,  NCB 12116, 2223-2227 N. E. 
Loop 410 Expressway, from "A" Sing le  Family Res iden t i a l  D i s t r i c t  t o  
"B--3" Business District, located on the nor th  s i d e  of N. W. Loop 410 
Expressway being 196' west of t h e  intersection of S t a r c r e s t  Drive and 
14 .  2, Loop 410 Expressway, having 199 .82 '  on N. E. Loop 410 Expressway 
and a depth of 300'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  Council. 

N o  one spoke i n  oppos i t ion .  

After consideration, Mr. Pyndus made a motion t h a t  the recorn- 
mzndatian of the  Zoning Commission be approved, pravided t h a t  proper 
platting i s  accomplished and t h a t  a s i x  f o o t  solid screen fence is  
2rected and maintained along t h e  north property line. Mr. Steen seconded 
the motion. On roll call, t h e  motion, ca r ry ing  with it t h e  passage of 
t h e  fol lowing Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Webb, 
Dutmer, Eureste ,  O r t i z ,  Alderete ,  Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockre l l ;  
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cisneros,  Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 48 ,025  

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  O F  THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED H E W I N  AS 
THE NORTH 50' OF THE SOUTH 350' OF LOTS 
7 AND 8, NCB 12116, 2223-2227 N. E. LOOP 
'410 EXPRESSWAY FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTXICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT; AND THE SOUTH 300' OF LOTS 7 
AND 8 ,  NCB 1 2 1 1 6 ,  2223-2227 N.  E. LOOP 
410 EXPRESSWAY, FROM "A" SINGLE FFMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT,  PROVIDED THAT PROPER PLATTING 
I S  ACCOMPLISHED, AND THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID 
SCREEN FENCE I S  ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG 
THE NORTH PROPERTY LINE. 

.) - CASE 6889 - t o  rezone a 0.459 acre tract of l and  out o,f 

.Tr-2 . 1 6 4 9 8 ,  heing f u r t h e r  descr ibed  by field no tes  f i l e d  i n  the  office 
cf t h e  C i t y  Clerk, i n  t h e  1 1 4 0 0  block of Pe r r in -Be i t e l  Raad, from "B-2" 
Ensixbess District to "B-3" Business D i s t r i c t ,  located on t h e  east side 
of ?errin-Beitel Road, being 4 8 0 '  south  of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Naco- 
? e r r i n g  Blvd. and Perrin-Beitel R a a d ,  having 100' on Perrin-Beitel Road 
;,.?ri c? depth  of 200 ' . 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained t h e  pro- 
;,irsed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
~ 5 . e  C i t y  Council. 

N o  one spoke i n  oppos i t ion .  

A f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  Pyndus made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of t h e  Zoning Commission be approved, provided t h a t  proper 
replatting i s  accomplished, i f  necessary. M r s .  Dutmer seconded t h e  motion. 
O n  r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion c a r r y i n g  with it t h e  passage of t h e  following 
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Ordinance, preva i l ed  by the following vote: AYES: D u t n e r ,  E u r e s t e ,  
Ortiz, A l d e r e t e ,  Pyndus, E a r t m a n ,  S t e e n ,  C o c k r e l l ;  NAYS: None; ADSCN'J?: 
Cisneros, Webb, Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 8 , 0 2 6  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
CRCINANCE OF TEE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
A 0.459 ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 
1 6 4 9 8 ,  LOCATED 014 TEE EAST SIDE OF PERRIK- 
BEITEL ROAD, BEING 4 8 0 '  SOUTH O F  THE INTER- 
SECTION OF NACO-PERRIN.'BLVD. AND PERRIN- 
BEITEL ROAD, HAVING L O O '  ON PERRIN-BEITEL 
ROAD AND A DEPTH OF 2 0 0 ' ,  BEING FURTHER 
DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE 
OFFXCE OF TGE CITY CLERK, I N  THE 1 1 4 0 0  
BLOCK O F  PERRIN-BEITEL ROAD, FROM "B-2" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOII- 
PLISHED, IF NECESSARY. 

10. CASE 6811 - t o  rezone Parcel 1 0 0 ,  NCB 1 1 6 8 8 ,  i n  the  4 8 0 0  
block of W e s t  ~ v e n c e ,  f r o m  "DM A p a r t m e n t  District t o  "1-1" Light  
Industry D i s t r i c t ,  located on the  east s i d e  of West A v e n u e ,  being 
6 1 4 '  north of the  in te rsec t ion  of West A v e n u e  and Arroya  V i s t a  Drive,  
having a t o t a l  of 55' on W e s t  Avenue and a maximum depth of 2 1 4 . 7 7 ' .  

Mr. Gene Carnargo, Planning A d r r i i n i s t r a t o r ,  explained t h e  pra- 
posed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  Council. 

No one spoke i n  opposition. 

A f t e r  consideration, M r .  Pyndus made a motion t h a t  t he  recom- 
mendation of t h e  Zoning C o m m i s s i o n  be approved, provided that proper 
xeplatting is accomplished, i f  necessary. M r .  Hartman seconded the 
motion, On r o l l  call, t he  motion,  carrying w i t h  it t h e  passage of 
the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Dutmer, 
E u r e s t e ,  Ortiz, Alderete ,  Pyndus, H a r t r n a n ,  S t e e n ,  Cockrell; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: C i s n e r o s ,  Webb, Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 8 , 0 2 7  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN m T O N I O  BY 
CHXJGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
PARCEL 1 0 0 ,  NCB 11688, I N  THE 4 8 0 0  BLOCK 
OF WEST AVENUE, FROM "D" APARTMENT DIS- 
TRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED, I F  NECESSARY. 

11. CASE 6882 - to r e zone  L o t  57, save and except the n o r t h  2 0 '  
of t h e  west 128.88', B l o c k  6 ,  NCB 8779,  i n  the  3300 Block of S. W. 
Military Drive,  f r o m  "B-3" Business District to "1-1" Light Industry 
District, l o c a t e d  on the nor th  side of S .  W. Military Drive, being 
128.88' east of the  i n t e r sec t i on  of Kelsey Avenue and S. V?. M i l i t a r y  
Drive, having 128.88' on S. W. Military Drive and a maximum depth of 
4 5 3 ' .  
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Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning ~ d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  explained the  pro- 
posed change which the Zoning commission recommended be approved by 
t h e  C i t y  Counci l .  Mr. Camargo stated that t h e  p r o p e r t y  i n  question 
was part of the Laredo Highway-Somerset R o a d  rezoning. The zoning 
on t h i s  p r o p e r t y  was changed from "LL" F i r s t  Manufacturers D i s t r i c t  ta 
"B-3" Business District. The s t a f f ' s  recommendation was t o  leave the  
n o r t h  p o r t i o n  of t he  s u b j e c t  property i n  its present "B-3" classification 
to provide some p r o t e c t i o n  to t he  single fami ly  r e s i d e n c e s  which are on 
very deep lots on Price Avenue. 

T h e  applicant was n o t  i n  the  audience  t o  present h i s  case. 

I n  response t o  M r .  Hartman, Mr. Camargo stated t h a t  no outside 
s t o r a g e  i s  p e r m i t t e d  i n  t h e  "B-3" c l a s s i f i c a . t i o n .  

N o  one spoke i n  opposition. 

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  M r .  Pyndus moved t o  approve the staff's 
recommendation and approve only the "1-1" change on the  south 353' of 
the subject prope r ty .  Mr. Steen seconded t h e  motion. O n  roll call, 
the motion, carrying with it t h e  passage  of t h e  f o l l o w i n g  Ordinance, 
prevailed by t h e  fo l lowing  vote: AYES: Dutrner, E u r e s t e ,  O r t i z ,  Alderete,  
Pyndus, Hartrnan, Steen ,  Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cisne ros ,  Webb, Wing. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 8 , 0 2 8  

AEIENDING CHAPTER 42  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE C I T Y  OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
THE SOUTH 353' OF LOT 57, BLOCK 6, 
NCB 8779, IN THE 3300 BLOCK OF S .  W. 
MILITARY DRIVE, FROM " B-3 l1 BUSINESS 
DISTRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT- 

12. CASE 6862 - t o  rezone Lot  41, NCB 6 4 6 1 ,  914  E a s t  M i s t l e t o e  
Avenue, from "B" Two F a m i l y  R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  ta "B-1" Business 
District, l c o a t e d  on t h e  south side of E a s t  Mistletoe Avenue, being 
9 6 . 8 '  east of the i n t e r s e c t i o n  of East M i s t l e t o e  Avenue and St. Mary's  
Street, having 70 '  on East Mistletoe Avenue and a m a x i m u m  depth of 
1 4 7 . 2 ' .  

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning  Admin i s t r a to r ,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

After consideration, M r .  Pyndus moved t o  approve..the recom- 
mendation of t h e  Zoning Commission and g r a n t  t h e  rezoning, provided 
that a six foot s o l i d  screen fence  i s  e r e c t e d  and maintained along 
the south property l i n e .  M r .  Hartman seconded t h e  motion. 

* 

M r .  John F.  M i l l s ,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t ,  asked t h e  City C a u n c i l  t o  
waive t h e  f ence  s t i p u l a t i o n  imposed by the  Zoning Co~mission. He 
dcacvibcd the adjacent property which is  a two-story apar tment  complex 
and stated that t h e  lower level i s  boarded up. H e  f e l t  t h a t  he didntt 
t h i n k  the expense of e r e c t i n g  a fence would be necessary. 

N o  one spoke i n  o p p o s i t i o n .  

~ r .  Pyndus s t a t e d  he would make the motion without the  stip- 
:Lation'.for a fence. M r .  Hartman, being t h e  seconder, concur red ,  

O n  r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion,  c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it t h e  passage of 
t h e  followixg Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by the following vote: AYES: C i s n e r o s ,  
Dutmer, F!ureste ,  O r t i z ,  A l d e r e t e ,  Pyndus, Hartrnan, S t e e n ,  Cockrell; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Webb, Wing. 
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AN ORDINANCE 48,029 

W E N D I N G  CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTiTUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINmCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGIF~G THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONIEG 
OF CZRTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 41, h7CB 6461, 914 EAST MISTLETOE 
AVENUE, PROM "B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "B-1" BUSINESS DISTRICT. 

13. CASE 6 8 7 3  - t o  rezone t he  w e s t  3 8 '  of T r a c t  C ,  NCB 1 0 8 5 0 ,  
4523 Ida D r i v e ,  fron "A" S ingle  Family  Residential District to "B-3"  
Business District, located on t h e  nor th  s ide  of Ida Drive, being 2 3 0 '  
east of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of South W, W. White Road and Ida Drive, 
having,38' on Ida Drive and a depth of 240.8'. 

M r .  Gene C a ~ a r g o ,  Planning Administrator, explained the  pso- 
posed change whichthe  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by t h e  
City Council .  He then s t a t e d  that t h e  staff had recommended against 
t h i s  change because, although t h e  property i n  ques t ion  a b u t t s  business 
zoning to the w e s t ,  the bus ines s  development w e s t  of the subject 
proper ty  is o r i e n t e d  t o  front W. W. White Road. T o  t h e  eas t  along 
Ida Drive, t h e r e  are single fami ly  dwe l l i ngs  i n  ex i s t ence  and t h e  staE2 
feels that the extension of commercial zoning into a single family 
area is n o t  appropriate. 

No one spoke i n  oppos i t i on .  

Mr. Pyndus stated t h a t  based on the Zoning Commission's 
recommendation, h e  would move t o  approve the rezoning provided that 
a s i x  foot solid screen fence is erected and maintained on the east  
property l i n e .  Mr, Steen seconded t h e  motion. On roll c a l l ,  the 
motion, c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it t h e  passage of t he  following Ordinance, pre- 
vailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Dutmer, E u r e s t e ,  Ortiz, 
Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Webb, Wing, 
Alderete ,  

AN ORDINANCE 48,030 

AMENDIPU'G CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO EY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION ATJD REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
THE WEST 38 '  OF TRACT C, NCB 10850, 
4523 IDA DRIVE,  FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID 
SCREEN FENCE I S  ERECTED AND MAINTAINED 
ALONG THE EAST PROPERTY LINE, 

14. CASE 6890 - t o  rezone Lot 1, Block H, NCB 8357, 1330 Bandcra 
Road, f r o m  "A" Single Family Residential Distr ict  and "B" Th7o Fanily 
R e s i d e n t i a l  Distr ict  to  "B-3" Business District, located northeast of 
the intersection of Bandera Road and Su t ton  Drive, having 115 '  on 
Bandera Road and 215.9' on Sutton Drive. 

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

No one spoke in oppositian. 
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After consideration, Ms. Pyndus made a motion that the recam- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be approved, provided that a six 
foot solid screen fence is erected and maintained along the northeast 
property line; and that.the property is replatted, if necessary. 
31r. Hartman seconded the motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying 
with it the passage of the following Ordinance, prevailed by the 
following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Dutmer, Eureste, O r t i Z ,  Pyndus, 
Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Webb, Wing, Alderete.  

AN ORDINANCE 48,031 

AMENDING CIYlPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 1, BLOCK H, NCB 8357, 1330 BANDERA 
ROAD, FROM "A" SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT AND "B" T W  FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT A S I X  FOOT SOLID SCREEN 
FENCE IS ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG 
THE NORTHEAST PROPERTY LINE; AND THAT 
THE PROPERTY IS REPLATTED, IF NECESSARY. 

15. CASE 6877 - to rezone Lot 29, save and except the east 5 O V ,  
Block 13, NCB 3479, in the 3400 block of Nogalitos Street, f r o m  "F* 
Local Retail District to "B-3" Business District, located southeast of 
the intersection of Nogalitos Street and Surrey Avenue, having 170' 
on Nogalitos Street and 45' on Surrey Avenue. 

r 

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

No one spoke i n  opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Steen made a motion that the recorn- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be approved. M r .  Pyndus seconded 
t h e  motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage 
of the following Ordinance, prevai led by the following vote: AYES: 
Cisneros, Dutmer, Eureste, Ortiz, Pyndus, Steen, Cockre l l ;  NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Webb, Wing, Alderete, Hartman. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,032 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 29, SAVE AND EXCEPT TEE EAST 50', 
BLOCK 1 3 ,  NCB 3479, IN THE 3400 BLOCK 
OF NOGALITOS STREET, FROM "F" LOCAL 
RETAIL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT. 

7 7 - 2 5  CLASS OF STUDENTS FROM COLLINS GARDENS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

Mayor Cockrell recognized a class of second graders from 
Coliins Gardens Elementary School who were accompanied by their instructor, 
Mrs. Dorothy Cheek, and welcomed them to the meeting. 

A student of the group then presented Mayor Cockrell with a 
"Thank You" card in appreciatian of the Council's time and efforts in 
serving the community. 
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77-25 ZONING I iEARINGS (Continued) 

16. CASE 6 6 6 1  - t o  rezone L o t  58 ,  NCB 11883, 330 West Sunse t  
Road, fron "0-1" O f f i c e  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-*2" Business D i s t r i c t ,  located 
on t h e  south s i d e  of  West Sunse t  Road, being 5 4 2 . 2 '  w e s t  of t h e  i n t e r -  
s e c t i o n  of Everest Street and West Sunset Road, having 1 6 7 '  on W e s t  
Sunse t  Road and a maximum depth of 268.5'. 

M r .  Gene Carnargo, Planning Admin i s t r a to r ,  explained the pxo- 
posed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved i>y 
the  City Council. 

N o  one spoke i n  o p p o s i t i o n .  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  Mr. Pyndus made a motion t h a t  t h e  reccn- 
mendation of  the Zoning Conmission be approved, provided t h a t  proper  
r e p l a t t i n g  i s  accomplished,  i f  necessary .  14r. E u r e s t e  seccnded the 
motion. On roll c a l l ,  t h e  motion,  carrying with it t h e  passage of thz 
f o l l o w i n g  Ordinance,  p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fo l lowing  vote: AYES: Cisneros ,  
Dutmcr, E u r e s t e ,  O s t i z ,  Pyndus, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Webb, Wing, A l d e r e t e  , Haxtman. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 8 , 0 3 3  

AivIENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE C I T Y  CODE THAT 
C O N S T I T U T E S  THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO EY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND JXEZONING 
OF C E R T A I N  PROPERTY DESCRIBED H E R E I N  AS 
LOT 58, NCB 11883, 330 WEST SUNSET ROAD, 
FROM "0-1" OFFICE DISTRICT TO "B-2" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER 
REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISBED, IF NECESSARY. 

- - - 
+- - - 

17. CASE 6864 - t o  rezone L o t  12 ,  NCB 7916 ,  i n  t h e  900 b lock  of 
Division Avenue, from "13" Two 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 ~ i s t r i c t ,  located on the north s ide  of Div i s ion  Avenue, being 
50' east of the i n t e r s e c t i o n  of  Division A v e n u e  and Orey Avenue, 
having 50' on D i v i s i o n  Avenue and a maximum dep th  o f  135.51' .  

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Admin i s t r a to r ,  exp la ined  t h e  pro- 
posed change, which the Zoning  omm mission recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  Council. M r .  Camargo s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  s ta f f  had recommended 
denial  of t h e  r eques t ed  change because, i n  their op in ion ,  t h e  "B-3" 
zoning a d j a c e n t  t o  single family  dwellings i s  n o t  appropriate. A l s o ,  
the granting of t h i s  r e q u e s t  would encourage s t r i p  development of t h i s  
arterial on r e s i d e n t i a l - s i z e  l o t s .  

Mr. Patrick E. Cla rk ,  Attorney representing t h e  app l i c an t ,  
Mr. Arturo Carreon, stated t h a t  t h e y  are requesting the  change in zone 
so that they may o p e r a t e  an  a u t o  repair  shop on t h e  subject p r o p e r t y .  
They are w i l l i n g  t o  i n s t a l l  a fence between t h e  r e s i d e n t i a l  s e c t i o n s  
and t h e i r  building. M r .  Clark s t a t e d  t h a t  t h i s  i s  the i r  on ly  source 
a£ income and have l ived i n  t h e  area 1 5  years. 

M r .  F o r r e s t  Benne t t ,  Attorney r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  purchasers 
of the adjacent p r o p e r t y ,  9 3 1  Division, s t a t e d  that t h e  p r o p e r t y  was 
sold t o  his clients i n  October of 1976 for  $13,000 and they have 
already spent $6,000 i n  remodeling costs .  A t  the t i m e  t h a t  t h e  house 
was sold, no mention was made that t h e  p r o p ~ n e n t  of t h e  case i n t ended  
to  use t h e  ad jo in ing  property f o r  an a u t o  repair shop. M r .  Bennett 
also stated that the proponent had built on t h e  p r o p e r t y  without a 
building pe rmi t ,  He urged the  Counci l  t o  deny t he  r e q u e s t  becanse of 
t h e  noise f a c t o r s  and o r d o r s  from t h e  p a i n t  shop t h a t  w i l l  be generz ted .  
H e  also stated t h a t  u t i l i t i e s  have been p u t  i n  w i thou t  a Certificate of  
Occupancy. 
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Mr. Pyndus suggested that the possible violation of the code 
be reviewed before the zoning is considered. 

M r .  George Vann, Director of Building and Zoning, explained 
that an inspector was sent to investigate when complaints were received 
that the applicant was building without a building permit. It w a s  
determined that the applicant had indeed failed to obtain a building 
permit and that the property was not zoned for business. Mr. Vann 
further stated that pending this hearing the case will be f i l e d  in 
14unicipal Court. 

In rebuttal, Mr, Clark stated that there are no utilities 
connected at this time contrary to what the opponent stated. 

After consideration, Mr. Eurested ~ o v e d  to approve t h e  
rccorxnendation of the Zoning Commission and grant the rezoning. 
Dr. Cisneros seconded the motion. 

Mr. Hartman expressed concern over the violations that have 
occurred and also felt that this would constitute spot zoning. Based 
on the staff's comments, he then made a substitute motion to deny the 
request. Mr. Pyndus seconded the motion. 

Mr. Wing stated that he is familiar with the area and there 
are businesses in the area already. He also mentioned the investment 
the applicant has already made. 

Mr. Eureste spoke against the substitute motion. 

Mr. Clark then stated that the responses that were received 
indicate that the neighbors are in favor of the requested change. He 
said that this is a piece of property on a major thoroughfare which 
is heavily traversed. Be said that, when the opponents purchased their 
house, his client was operating his business in full view. He urged the 
Council to approve the change. 

Mrs. Aurora De La Luz, daughter of the opponent, stated that . -  

they had .not appeared at the zoning hearing because she had received 
her notice too late. She said that her parents who are elderly want 
peace and quiet in their new home and were never told that the seller 
of thair property, the applicant in this zoning case, intended to use 
the adjacent area for an auto repair shop. 

On roll call, the substitute motion to deny the rezoning 
failed by the following vote: AYES: Hartman, Steen, Cockrell, Wing, 
Pyndus; NAYS: Cisneros, Eureste; ABSTAIN: Dutmer, Ortiz, Alderete;  
ASSENT: Wing. 

On roll call, the original motion to approve the rezoning 
zL'so failee to carry by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Wing, 
Eureste, Ortiz; NAYS: Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cackrell; ABSTAIN: Dutmer, 
Aldzre t e ;  ABSENT: Webb. 

Case 6864 was denied. 

18. CASE 6 8 4 2 -  to rezone Lot 6, Block 7, NCB 2837, 602 West 
;+lalone Avenue, from "C" Apartnent District to "B-3" Business District, 
located on the south side of Malone Avenue, being 15.12' west of the 
Fistersect ion of Malone Avenue and I. H. 35 Expressway, having SO' on 
!4diune Avenue and a depth of 150'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the 
nroposed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
tile C i t y  C o u n c i l .  Mr. Carnargo stated that the staff had recommended to 
the Zoning Commission a "B-2" classification rather than a "B-3" zoning. 
I 3 e  reason for this, he explained, is that both Theo and Malone are major 
t,:l;lc-;~r;y thoroughfares f o r  t h i s  section of town. In the past, the staff 
has recormended the cluster of "B-3'' zoning in the center portion and 
t r i ed  to transition away from that heavier  zoning toward the residential 
with lighter zoning classifications. 



No one spoke in opposition. 

A f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  Pyndus moved t o  approve t h e  recorn-enda- 
tion of the Zoning Commission and grant the rezoning provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished, if necessary. Mr. Steen  seconded t h e  motion. 

M r .  Eures te  stated t h a t  Malane, i n  h i s  o p i n i o n  is  of a 
residential n a t u r e .  M r .  Canargo s t a t e d  t h i s  i s  one o f  the major thorough- 
fares in the area. 

Mr. Hartman also mentioned its p r o x i m i t y  t o  t h e  I. H. 35 
Ex2ressway. 

On roll call, the rr,otion, c a r r y i n g  with it t h e  passage of 
the following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: C i sne ros ,  
Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, Aldere te ,  Pyndus, Bartman, Steen ,  Cockrell; 
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Webb, Ortiz. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,034 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF TEE CITY CODE TIIAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CPUNGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 6, BLOCK 7 ,  NCB 2837, 602 WEST MALONE 
AVENUE, FROM "C" APARTMENT DISTRICT TO 
"B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT 
PROPER REPLATTI NG I S  ACCOMPLISHED, I F  
NECESSARY, 

19. CASE 6876 - to rezone Lots 2 and 3 ,  Elock  4 ,  NCB 8063, in 
the 3600 Block of Capi to l  Avenue, f r o m  "BU Two Family  ~esidential D i s t r i c t  
t o  "R-3" Multiple Fami ly  Res iden t i a l  D i s t r i c t ,  loca ted  on t h e  e a s t  side 
of Capitol Avenue, being 9 4 '  nor th  of t h e  intersection of San Angelo 
Blvd. and C a p i t o l  Avenue, having 1 2 2 '  on Capi to l  Avenue and a maximum 
depth of 147.82'. 

Mr. Gene Camarga, Planning Administrator ,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Zoning Commission recormended be approved by 
the C i t y  Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

Aftcr cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  Pyndus made a motion t h a t  t he  recom- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be approved, provided t h a t  a s i x  
foot s o l i d  screen fence i s  e r e c t e d  and maintained along the sou th  proper ty  
line; and that t h e  property is  r e p l a t t e d ,  i f  necessary. M r .  Steen seconded 
the  motion. On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion, carrying with it the passage of 
t h e  following Ordinance, prevailed by t h e  fol lowing vote: AYES: Cisneros, 
Dutmer, Wing, Euseste, Alderete ,  Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Webb, Ortiz. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,035 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORD- 
IEANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOTS 2 AND 3, BLOCK 4 ,  NCB 8063, I N  THE 
3600 BLOCK OF CAPITOL AVENUE, FROM "3" 
TWO FMIILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO " R - 3 "  
MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT, 
PROVIDED THAT A SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN 
FENCE IS ERECTED AND MAINTAINED ALONG 
THE SOUTH PROPERTY LINE; AND THAT THE 
PROPERTY I S  REPLATTED, IF  NECESSARY. 



20. CASE 6865 - to rezone Lots 7 and 8, Block 4, NCB 7304, 
in the 100 block of Melrose Place, from "B" Two Family Residential 
District to "R-3" Multiple Family Residential District, located on 
the  north side of Melrose Place, being 265' west of t he  i n t e r s e c t i o n  
of McCullough Avenue and Melrose Place, having 100' on Melrose Place 
and a depth of 140.2'. 

Nr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Counkil. 

Mr. Gerald J. Fry, the applicant, asked the Council to waive 
the fence stipulation imposed by the Zoning Commission. He submitted a 
p e t i t i o n  signed by the adjacent property owners in favor of the delet ion-  

No one spoke in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Steen moved to approve the recommenda- 
tion of the Zoning Commission and grant the rezoning but to delete the 
fence stipulation. Mr. Pyndus seconded the motion. On roll call, the 
motion, carrying with it the passage of the following Ordinance, pre- 
vailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, D u t m e r ,  Wing, Eureste, 
Aldere tc ,  Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Webb, 
Ortiz. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,036 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
C O N S T I T U T E S  THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDI- 
NACE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING 
THE CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DES- 
CRIBED H E R E I N  AS LOTS 7 AND 8, BLOCK 4, 
NCB 7304, IN THE 100 BLOCK OF MELROSE 
PLACE, FROM "B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "R-3" MULTIPLE FAMILY RESI- 
D E N T I A L .  

21. CASE 6869 - to rezone an 11,011 acre tract of land out of 
NCB 13782, beinq further described by field notes filed in the office 
of the city clerk, in the 5900 and 6000 blocks of Randolph Blvd. f r o m  
"0-1" Office District to "B-2" Business District, located on the south- 
east side of Randolph Blvd., being 830.16 '  southwest of the  i n t e r s e c t i o n  
of Jackson Blvd. and Randolph Blvd. and a maximum depth of 555.91'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pra- 
posed change,  which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  C o u n c i l .  

No one spoke in apposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Pyndus made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be approved, provided that prbper 
replatting is accomplished, if necessary. Mr. Steen seconded the mation- 
On roll ~ 2 1 1 ,  the motion, carrying with it the passage of the following 
Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneres,'Dutrner, 
Wing, Eureste, Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT : Webb, Ortiz . 

AN ORDINANCE 48 ,037  

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED EEREIN AS 
AN 11.011 ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF 
NCB 13782, LOCATED ON THE SOUTHEAST SIDE 
OF RANDOLPH BLVD. , BEIKG 83 0.16 ' SOUTII- 
WEST OF THE INTERSECTION OF JACKSON BLVD. 
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AND RANDOLPH BLVD., HAVING 1100.51' ON 
RANDOLPE B1,VD. AND A M A X I M U M  DEPTH OF 
555.911, BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY 
FIELD NOTES FILED I N  THE OFFICE O F  TEE 
CITY CLERK, I N  THE 5 9 0 0  AND 6000  BLOCKS 
OF RANDOLPH BLVD., FROM "0-1" OFFICE 
DISTRICT TO "B-2" B U S I N E S S  D I S T R I C T ,  
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTIEG IS 
ACCOMPIIISHE;D , IF NECESSARY. 

22. CASE 6866 - t o  rezone Lot 37  and t he  remaining portion of 
Lot 3 3 ,  NCE 13266, in the 2800 Elock of rYlossrock Drive, from "0-2"  
Office District t o  "B-2" Business D i s t r i c t ,  l oca ted  west of the 
intersection of Mossrock Drive and Woodcliffe Drive,  having 230.1' 
on Mossrock Drive and 350' on Woodcliffe Drive .  

* 
M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained the pro- 

posed change, which the Zoning Commission recormended be approved by 
the C i t y  Council. M r .  Camargo then  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  staff had recom- 
mended d e n i a l  of t h e  requested change because t h e  present zon ing  pattern 
of "B-3" , "B-2" and "0-1" O f f i c e  D i s t r i c t  w e r e  e s t a b l i s h e d  as a trans- 
itional p a t t e r n  towards t h e  s i n g l e  family subdiirision from t h e  commer- 
cial node a t  Vance Jackson Road and Loop 410.  In t h e  staff's opinion ,  
the present "0-1" Off ice  District zoning should be maintained a t  t h i s  
lacation. 

D r .  Alex Wilde, t h e  a p p l i c a n t ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  his i s  part-owner 
of t h e  subject property on which t h e r e  have been t h r e e  bu i ld ings  for 
t h e  past  three years. They would l i k e  t h e  requested change i n  zoning 
for the  future r e n t a l  of any one of t h e  t h r e e  bu i ld ings  as a pharmacy 
or  a drug store. H e  descr ibed  t h e  surrounding a r e a  and stated h i s  
proper ty  i s  ac ross  t h e  s t r e e t  from Fed Mart, 0. G. Wilson and t h a t  
there i s  a l a r g e  drainage easement a b u t t i n g  t h e  r e s i d e n t i a l  area. 

In response t o  M r .  Pyndus' ques t ion ,  M r .  Camargo stated 
t h a t  the 50 '  bu i ld ing  setback requ i red  by t h e  Zoning Corrmission i s  
b e t t e r  than  t h e  normal se tback  t h a t  would be allowed. T h e i r  recom- 
mendation s t i l l  would be t o  leave  t h e  "0-1" Office D i s t r i c t  t h a t  has  
been established as a t r a n s i t i o n .  

A f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  Steen moved t o  approve t h e  recom- 
mendation of t h e  Zoning Commission and grant t he  rezoning. M r s .  Dutrner 
seconded the motion. 

I n  response t o  Mayor Cockre l l ,  M r .  Camargo stated t h a t  there 
were not notices received a g a i n s t  t h e  change a t  either t h e  Zoning 
Commission meeting o r  t h i s  meeting. 

M r .  Wilde s t a t e d  that, under the  present zoning ,  they are 
not allowed to have a dental lab within t h e i r  own office. 

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

On roll call, t he  motion t o  approve f a i l ed  t o  c a r r y  by t h e  
fo l lowing vote: AYES: Dutmer, Steen ,  Cockrel l ;  NAYS: Wing, Eureste, 
Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman; ABSENT: O r t i z ,  Cisneros,  Webb. 

Case 6 8 6 6  was denied.  

L a t e r  i n  t h e  meeting, M r .  Pyndus asked t h a t  Case 6866 be 
reviewed and t h a t  t h e  Council address t h e  ques t ion  of the opera t ion  
al lowed i n  the  p resen t  bui ld ing .  .. 

Mr. Pyndus then moved t o  recons ider  t he  case, M r .  Steen 
seconded the motion. 

I n  response t o  M r .  Pyndus, M r .  Carnargo stated that a dental  
lab is permissible i n  a "B-1" c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  
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O n  roll c a l l ,  t h e  motion t o  recons ider  c a r r i e d  by the following 
vote :  AYES: Eures te ,  O r t i z ,  Aldere te ,  Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; 
NAYS: Wing; ABSENT: Cisneros,  Webb, D u t m e r .  

L a t e r  i n  the meeting when t h e  a p p l i c a n t  r e tu rned  t o  the  meeting, 
Mayor Cockre l l  s t a t e d  t h a t  one of t h e  reasons for recons ider ing  this 
case was t h e  f ac t  t h a t ,  i n  denying t h e  rezoning, it was taking t h e  zoning 
as  a whole for t h e  entire proper ty ;  whereas, t h e  ques t ion  of t h e  possibility 
of rezoning one bu i ld ing  only had not been considered separately. . 

I n  response t o  M r .  Pyndus' ques t ion ,  D r .  Wilde stated t h a t ,  
under t h e  "0-1" Office Dist r ic t ,  he i s  not  allowed t o  have a dental 
lab in h i s  office. H e  s t a t e d  he would be i n  favor of a "B-1" 
classification t o  a l low a d e n t a l  lab i n  each of the t h r e e  buildings since 
each bu i ld ing  i s  used by d e n t i s t s .  

I n  response t o  M r .  Pyndus' ques t ion ,  M r .  Camargo s t a t e d  that 
t h e  staff has  no o b j e c t i o n  t o  "B-1"  zoning on t h e  e n t i r e  t r a c t .  

A f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  Pyndus then  moved ta approve "B-1" 
zoning on t h e  entire tract i n  lieu of "B-2" provided t h a t  a 25 '  building 
setback i s  imposed on the  northwest proper ty  l i n e ,  p a r a l l e l  with the 
drainage easement. D r .  Cisneros seconded t h e  motion. On r o l l  call, the 
motion, c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it t h e  passage of t h e  following Ordinance, prevailed 
by the fol lowing vote:  AYES: Cisneros,  Dutrner, Wing, Eures te ,  Ortiz, 
Alderete;  Pyndus, Hartman, Steen,  Cockrell; NAYS: N o n e ;  ABSENT: Webb. 

I AN ORDINANCE 48,038 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  O F  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 37, AND THE REMAINING PORTION OF 
LOT 3 3 ,  NCB 13266, I N  THE 2800 BLOCK OF 
MOSSROCK DRIVE, FROM "0-1" OFFICE DISTRICT 
TO "B-1" BUSINESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED 
THAT A 25' B U I L D I N G  SETBACK I S  IMPOSED 
ON THE NORTHWEST PROPERTY LINE, PAF!ALLEL 
W I T H  THE DRAINAGE EASEMENT. 

23.  CASE 6861 - t o  rezone Parcel 1 6 ,  NCB 1 0 8 4 6 ,  3678 South 
W. W. White Road, 2300 and 2400  blocks of Utopia Avenue, f r o m  "Aw 
S i n g l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "1-1" Light  Indus t ry  District, 
located on the north s i d e  of Utopia Avenue between South W. W; White 
Road and S. E. Loop 4 1 0  Expressway, having 1592.68 '  on Utopia Avenue; 
1043t on South W. W. White Road; and 1086.99' on S. E .  Loop 410 
Expressway. 

Kr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained the pro- 
pcsed change, which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. 

I No one spoke i n  oppos i t ion .  

After consideration, Mr. Pyndus made a motion t h a t  the recorn- 
~ ~ e n d a t i ~ n  of t h e  Zoning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
r e p l a t t i n g  i s  accomplished, if necessary. M r .  Steen seconded t h e  
motion. O n  r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  not ion ,  c a r r y i n g  with it t h e  passage of t h e  
fo l lowing  Ordinance, p reva i l ed  by t h e  following vote: AYES; D u t x ~ e r ,  
Wing, E u r e s t e ,  Aldere te ,  Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Cisneros,  Webb, O r t i z .  



AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
OXDINALJCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO EY 
C W N G I N G  THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
O F  CERTAIN PROFERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
PARCEL 16, NCB 10846, 3678 SOUTH W. W. 
WHITE ROAD, 2300 AND 2400  BLOCKS OF 
UTOPIA AVENUE, FROM "A" SINGLE FAVILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "1-1" LIGHT 
INDUSTRY D I S T R I C T ,  PROVIDED THAT PROPER 
REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED, IF  NECESSARY. 

24. CASE 6863 - to rezone a 90.454 acre tract of l and  out of 
County Block 4 4 3 3 ,  being further described by field notes filed in 
t h e  O f f i c e  of the City Clerk, from Temporary "R-1" Single Family 
Residential District to "B-3" Business District, located 500' n o r t h ~ ~ e s t  
of 1. H. 410 Expressway, being 855.82' southwest of the intersection of 
I, H. 410 Expressway and Ingram Road, having approximately 2 0 4 7 '  in 
width and a maximum length of 2398.6'. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, expla ined  the pro- 
posed change, which the Zoning Comission reconmended be approved by 
t h e  C i t y  Council. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

A f t e r  consideration, M r .  Pyndus made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Zoning Cormission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished, if necessary. Mr. Alderete seconded the 
motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it the passage of the  
following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Wing, 
Eureste, Ortiz, Alderete, Pyndus, Hartnan, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Cisneros, Webb, D u t m e r .  

AN ORDINRYCE 48,040 

AMENDING CEIAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORDI- 
NANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY CHANGING 
THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING OF CERTAIN 
PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS A 90.454 ACRE 
T M C T  OF LAND OUT OF COUNTY BLOCK 4433, LOCATED 
500' NORTHWEST OF I. H. 410 EXPRESSWAY, BEING 
855.82' SOUTHWEST OF THE INTERSECTION OF 
I. H. 410 EXPRESSWAY AND INGRAM ROAD, HAVING 
APPROXIMATELY 2047' IN WIDTH AND A MAXIMUM 
LENGTH OF 2398.6', BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED 
BY FIELD NOTES FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE 
CITY CLERK, FROM TEMPORARY "R-1" SINGLE 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSI- 
NESS DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER RE- 
PLATTIXG IS ACCOMPLISHED, IF NECESSARY. 

- - - 
25. CASE 681.8 ,- to rezone an 11.9391 acre tract of land out 
of NCB 13375, being f u r t h e r  described by f i e l d  notes filed in the 
office of the City Clerk, in the 2400 black of Jackson Keller Road, 
from "B-3" Business District to "B-2" Business District, located on 
the northeast side of Jackson Keller Road, being 780' east of the 
intersection of Vance Jackson and Jackson Keller Roads, having a 
total of 241.63' on Jackson Keller Road and a maximum depth of 1070'. 
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Mr. Gene Camargo, planning  Admin i s t r a to r ,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Zoning ~ o m i s s i o n ~ r e c o m m e n d e d  be approved by 
t h e  C i t y  Counci l .  

N o  one spoke i n  opposition. 

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  M r .  S t een  made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the zoning Commission be approved,  provided t h a t  propex 
r e p l a t t i n g  i s  accomplished,  i f  neceysary. M r .  Pyndus seconded t h e  
motion. On roll call, the motion,  carrying with it t h e  passage of 
the following Ordinance,  p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  fo l lowing  vote: AYES: Wing, 
E u r e s t e ,  O r t i z ,  A l d e r e t e ,  Pyndus, Hartman, Steen ,  Cockrell; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: C i sne ros ,  Webb, Dutmer. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,041 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE TZAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAIJ ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
A 11.9391 ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF 
NCB 13375, LOCATED ON THE NORTHEAST SIDE 
OF JACKSON KELLER ROAD, BEING 780 '  EAST 
OF THE INTERSECTION OF VANCE JACKSON 
ROAD AND JACKSON KELLER ROAD, HAVING 
A TOTAL OF 241.63 '  ON JACKSON KELLER 
ROAD Ah'D A MAXIMUM DEPTH OF 10701 ,  
BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD NOTES 
FILED I N  THE OFFICE OF THE C I T Y  CLERK, 
I N  THE 2400 BLOCK OF JACKSON KELLER 
ROAD, PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING 
I S  ACCOMPLISHED, IF NECESSARY. 

26.  CASE 6719 - t o  rezone a 9 . 0 8 4 2  a c r e  t r ac t  of land out of 
NCB 14862, be ing  f u r t h e r  described by f i e l d  n o t e s  f i l e d  i n  t h e  office . 
o f  t h e  C i t y  C l e r k ,  i n  t h e  12700 b lock  of I. H. 1 0  Expressway, from 
"1-1" L i g h t  I n d u s t r y  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-2" Business D i s t r i c t ,  located on the 
southwes t  side o f  I. H. 10  Expressway, be ing  1857.96' s o u t h e a s t  of the  
intersection of D e  Zavala Road and I. H. 10 Expressway, having 368.10' 
on I. H.  10 Expressway and a maximum depth of 1033.87' ;  and 

a 1.9033 acre tract a£ l a n d  o u t  of NCB 1 4 8 6 2 ,  being further described 
by f i e l d  notes f i l e d  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  of t he  City C l e r k ,  i n  the  12700  
block of I. H. 10  Expressway, from "1-1" L i g h t  Industry District to 
"B-3" Business D i s t r i c t ,  l o c a t e d  on t h e  southwest  s i d e  of I. H, 10 
Expressway, be ing  166.96' s o u t h e a s t  of  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of D e  Zavala 
Road and I. B. 10 Expressway, hav ing  1 9 1 '  on I. H. 10 Expressway and 
a maximum dep th  of  305 ' .  

M r .  Gene Ca rna rg~ ,  Planning Admin i s t r a t a r ,  e x p l a i n e d  t h ~  
~ r o p o s e d  change which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved 
by t h e  C i t y  Council. T h e  Zoning Comrr,ission a l s o  recommended that the  
drainage requirements of the Edwards Aquifer P r o t e c t i o n  O f f i c e  be 
incorpora ted  into t h e  Ordinance. M r .  Camargo f u r t h e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  the 
sub j ec t  p r o p e r t y  does  lie on t h e  d r a i n a g e  area of t h e  Edwards Aquifer 
Recharge Zone. 

Blr. Harry  B. Jewett 111, t h e  a p p l i c a n t ,  r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  
owner of t h e  subject p r o p e r t y ,  stated t h a t  when t h i s  case was orginally 
zoned "1-1" t h e  q u e s t i o n  of d ra inage  run-off  was brought  up at that 
t i m e  and p l a t t i n g  was made a part of  t h e  zoning. H e  exp la ined  the 
procedure by which the dra inage  run-off w i l l  be i n t e r c e p t e d  and taken 
off  the recharge zone by the building up of a channe l  s e c t i o n .  Ae 
t h e n  presented a c h a r t  d e p i c t i n g  his p lans .  M r .  Jewett f u r t h e r  s ta ted  
t h a t  t h e  owner of t h e  subject p r o p e r t y  i s  a l s o  t h e  owner of t he  
adjacent p r o p e r t y  t o  t h e  west and t h e y  w i l l  have a l l  t h e  r i g h t  of way 
needed t o  accomplish  t h i s  d ra inage  easement. H e  also stated t h a t  this 
is a n  upgrading of zoning from "1-1" to "B-3". 



Mr .  Pyndus asked M r .  J e w e t t  what would happen t o  t he  d ra inaye  
easement if the land adjacent t o  t h e  s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t y  i s  sold. Xr. J e w e t t  
stated t h a t ,  if t h e  adjacent property i s  sold, it w i l l  be so ld  on 
t h e  cond i t i on  t h a t  t h e  drainage easement will go through.  H e  a l s o  
s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  plat could never be approved far t h e  subject proper ty  
w i t h o u t  t h e  subsequent d e d i c a t i o n  and c o n s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  easement across 
t h e  property t o  the west. 

In response to Mr. Pyndus' q u e s t i o n  as t o  whether t h i s  pro- 
v i s i o n  should be included a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  City Attorney P a r k e r  stated 
that the  p l a t t i n g  w i l l  have t o  comply w i t h  p l a t t i n g  requi rements  and 
w i l l  assure t h a t  t h e  drainage i s  taken care o f .  

A discussion then  took p l a c e  and M r .  Jewett exp la ined  how t h e  
drainage w i l l  be directed and s ta ted  that t hey  could n o t  o b t a i n  a 
b u i l d i n g  permi t  u n t i l  t h e  p roper  p l a t t i n g  i s  accomplished i n  accordance 
w i t h  subdivision regulations. 

In response to Mr. Pyndusl q u e s t i o n ,  M r .  Carnargo stated 
that tQe s t a f f  had rec~rnmended "B-2" d i s t r i c t  because this zoning would 
be more in keeping with t h e  ccmrr,ercial p a t t e r n  e s t a b l i s h e d  along I.  Ii. 143. 

No citizen appeared t o  speak i n  oppos i t i on .  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  M r .  Pyndus moved that t h e  recommend?.tion 
of the Zoning Conmission he approved and t h a t  t h e  property be rezoned 
provided that replatting i s  accomplished and w i t h  t he  i n c o r p o r a t i o n  of 
the concepts of t h e  Edwards A q u i f e r  P r o t e c t i o n  Office. M r .  E a r t r a n  
secanded t h e  motion. On roll c a l l ,  t h e  motion, carrying with it 
the passage of the following Ordinance, p r e v a i l e d  by t h e  follaving vote. 
AYES: Dutmer, Eureste, O r t i z ,  A l d e r e t e ,  Pyndus, Hartman, S teen ,  Cockreli, 
NAYS: Cisn e ros ,  Wing; ABSENT: Webb, 

AN ORDINANCE 4 8,042 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OJ? THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
A 9.0842 ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 
14862, LOCATED ON THE SOUTHWEST SIDE OF 
I, H. 10 EXPRESSWAY, BEING 1857.96' SOUTH- 
EAST OF THE INTERSECTION OF DE ZAVALA ROAD 
AND I. H. 10 EXPRESSWAY, HAVING 368.10' ON 
I. H. 10 EXPRESSWAY AND A M I M U M  DEPTH OF 
1033.87' ,  BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED BY FIELD 
NOTES FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 
I N  THE 12700 BLOCK OF I. H. 10 EXPRESSWAY, 
FROM "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT TO 
nB-2" BUSINESS DISTRICT; AND 
A 1 . 9 0 3 3  ACRE TRACT OF LAND OUT OF NCB 
14862, LOCATED ON THE SOUTHWEST SIDE OF 
I. H. 10 EXPRESSWAY, BEING 166.96' SOUTH- 
EAST OF THE INTERSECTION OF DE ZAVALA ROAD 
AND I. H. 10 EXPRESSWAY, HAVING 191'  ON 
I. H. 10 EXPRESSWAY AND A MAXIMUM DEPTH 
OF 305' ,  BEING FURTHER DESCRIBED RY FIELD 
NOTES FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, 
IN THE 12700 ELOCK OF I. H. 10 EXPRESSWAY; 
FROM "1-1" LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT TO 
"B-3" BUSINESS DISTRICT; PROVIDED 
TPAT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOIJI- 
PLISHED, AND THAT A DRAINAGE EASEMENT 
IS ACQUIRED FOR THIS CHANNEL TO A 
POINT 400 FEET WEST OF THE WEST 
PROPERTY LINE TO ASSURE DIVERSION 
OF RUN-OFF AWAY FROM THE EDWARDS 
RECHARGE ZONE AREA. 



27.  CASE 6 8 7 5  - to rezone Parcel 74-B, NCB 15248, in the 8300 
block of S. W. Loop 410 Expressway, from Ternsorary "R-1" Single Family 
Residential District to "1-1" Light Industry District, located on the 
southwes t  side of S .  W. Loop 410 Expressway, being 2,654.77' northwest 
of the intersection of Pearsall Road and S. W. Loop 410 Expressway, - 
having 210.23' on S ,  W. LOOP 410 Expressway and a depth of 207.40'. 

Mr. Gene Carnargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pxa- 
posed change, which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
t h e  C i t y  Council. M r .  Camargo then stated that the staff had recom- 
rnen6ed denial of this case, He further stated that there are non- 
conforming "1-1" uses to the north a£ the subject property. Off to the 
southwest in the county ,  there i s  a cattle auction operation. The 
staff was of the opinion that the granting of industrial zoning was 
premature due to the residential subdivision to the east of the subject 
property. 

I n  response  to Mr. Pyndus' question, Mr. Camargo stated that 
it would be very difficult to come up with a zoning recommendation at 
this tine for this particular area, There are non-conforming uses, a 
one-way access road and the majority of the properties are out of the caunt~ 

After consideration, Mr. Ortiz moved ta overrule the recon- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission and deny the rezoning based on the 
staff's recommendation. Mr. Eartman seconded that motion. 

Mr. Richard Keoughan, representing the applicant, stated that 
hisclient is requesting a change in zone in order to operate a retail 
hardware, farm and ranch store and needs to have outdoor storage of 
new materials. He explained that a store of this type is very needed 
in the area  and this change will not change the character of the 
neighborhood since the property to the northwest enjoys non-conforming 
rights to outdoor storage. He further states that the applicant would 
be willing to screen the portion which includes the storage area. 
He urged the Counci l  to approve the rezoning. 

In response to Nr. Hartman, Mr. Camargo stated that the . .. 
staff had only addressed the "1-1" zoning and not a "B-3" classification. 
Mr. Cmargo also stated that the front portion of the property could 
be rezoned "B-3" and, perhaps, the "1-1" zoning classification on 
the western portion for the outside storage. 

No one spoke in opposition. 

After discussion, Mr. Pyndus made a substitute motion to 
postpone the case for 30 days in order to allow the staff to come up 
with a land use plan for the strip of frontage along Loop 410 and 
work with the applicant on t h i s  case. M r .  Hartman seconded the motion, 

On roll call, the motion to postpone,  prevailed by the  follow- 
ing vote: AYES: Cisneros, D u t m e r ,  Wing, Eureste, Ortiz, Pyndus, Hart- 
man, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Webb, Alderete. 

Case 6875 was postponed for 30 days. 
- 

77-25 The meeting was recessed at 1O:SO A. M. and reconvened at 
1l:OC) A. M. 

CLASS FROM ROOSEVELT ELE2,lENTARY SCHOOL 

Mayor Cockrell recognized a class of  students from Roosevelt 
Elementary School and welcomed them to the meeting. 

77-25 At this point in the meeting, the reconsideration of Case 
6 8 6 6 ,  No. 2 2 ,  took place. See page 16 of these minutes. 
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2 8 .  CASE 6 8 4 5  - t o  r e z o n e  Lot 11, save and except the west 50', 
o u t  of Block 48, NCB 8 4 6 5 ,  from "F" Local Retail District t o  "B-3" 
Business District, located on t h e  west  s i d e  of West Avenue between 
Vereda Street and Edison Street, having 138.92' on West Avenue and 
145' on both Vereda and Edison Streets. 

Yr. Gene C a m a r g o ,  P lanning ~dministratos, expla ined  the pro-- 
posed change, which the Zoning ~ o r n n ~ i s s i o n  reconmended be approved by 
t h e  City Counc i l .  

No one spoke in opposition. 

A f t e r  considera t ion,  Mrs. D u t m e r  made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be approved. M r .  Steen seconded t h e  
motion. O n  roll c a l l ,  t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  with it the passage of the 
following Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: C i s n e r o s ,  
Dutmer, Wing, E u r e s t e ,  O r t i z ,  A lde re t e ,  P y n d u s ,  Hartman, Steen, C c r c k r e l l ;  
NAYS: None; ABSENT: Webb. 

* 
AN ORDINANCE 48,043 

AMENDING CHAPTER 4 2  O F  THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHAXGING THE C L A S S I F I C A T I O N  AND REZONING 
O F  CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 11, SAVE AND EXCEPT THE WEST 50 '  OUT 
O F  BLOCK 48, NCB 8 4 6 5 ,  1507 WEST AVENUE, 
FROFI "F" LOCAL RETAIL D I S T R I C T  TO "B-3" 
BUSINESS DISTRICT. 

29. CASE 6885 - to rezone Lot 22, B l o c k  7 2 ,  NCB 8808 ,  1414 W e s t  
Avenue, from "F" Local R e t a i l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" B u s i n e s s  District, located 
on the east s i d e  of West Avenue, being 6 0 '  south of t h e  intersection of 
Edison Drive and West Avenue, having 60' on West Avenue and a depth of 
100 ' . 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning A d m i n i s t r a t o r ,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which the Zoning C o m m i s s i o n  r e c o m m e n d e d  be approved by 
the City Council. 

No one spoke in opposi t ion.  

After consideration, Mr. Steen made a motion t h a t  the recom- 
mendation 05 the Zoning Commission be approved, provided that proper 
replatting is accomplished, if necessary. Mr. Pyndus seconded the notion.  
On roll call, the motion, carrying with it t h e  passage of the f o l l o w i n g  
Ordinance, prevailed by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  vote: AYES: C i sne ros ,  Dutmer, 
Wing, Eureste, O r t i z ,  Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: 
None; ABSENT: Webb. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 8 , 0 4 4  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF TEE C I T Y  CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDIMANCE 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 
LOT 2 2 ,  BLOCK 72, NCB 8808, 1414 WEST 
AVENUE, FROM "F" LOCAL RETAIL D I S T R I C T  
TO "B-3" BUSINESS D I S T R I C T ,  PROVIDED 
THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED, 
IF KECESSARY. 
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3 0 ,  CASE 6884 - t o  rezone t h e  north 1 5 0 '  of Lot 1, Block 1 9 ,  
NC9 8759 ,  i n  t h e  200  block of Peabody Avenue, from " R - 1 "  Single 
Family  Residential ~ i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" Business District, located 
southeast of the  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Fleming S t r e e t  and Peabody S t r e e t ,  
having 7 5 '  on Peabody Avenue and 150' on Fleming S t r e e t .  

M r .  Gene Canlargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained the  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Zoning Commission reconmiended be approved by 
t h e  C i t y  Counc i l .  M r .  Camargo stated t h a t  t h e  proper ty  in ques t ion  
abutts s i n g l e  family dwell ings t o  t h e  south and e a s t ,  with s i n g l e  
family dwell ings t o  t h e  nor th .  I n  t h e  s t a f f ' s  opinion,  both Peabody 
Avenue and Fleming S t r e e t  provide a phys ica l  sepa ra t ion  from t h e  
"a-3" zoning t o  t h e  w e s t  and nor th .  I n  t h e  staff's opinion ,  the  
requested change should be denied. 

M r .  Pyndus s ta ted  t h a t  t h e  area is  fronted by commercial 
activity and asked t h e  staff t o  comment. 

M r .  Camarga s t a t e d  t h a t  general ly  a l l o f  Laredo Highway i s  
"8-3" and "1-1" uses. When t h e  rezoning of a l l  this area from "LL" 
zoning taok place, the business uses in ex i s t ence  were recognized and 
gave then a zoning c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  which was needed t o  continue their 
opera t ion .  In-most cases ,  t h e  zoning w a s  reduced from "LL" t o  "B-3"- 

M r .  Pyndus, based on t h e  staff's recommendation, moved t o  
o v e r r u l e  the recommendations of t h e  Zoning Commission and deny the  
rezoning,  M r .  Hartman seconded t h e  motion. 

Mrs. Gladys Jackson, r ep resen t ing  the a p p l i c a n t ,  M r s .  Theloa 
.Kuentz, s t a t e d  t h a t  M r s .  Kuentz has a prospect ive  buyer of t h e  subject 
pro3er ty  depending on t h e  rezoning of t h e  proper ty .  The prospective 
buyer wishes t o  p u t  i n  an auto garage. She then s t a t e d  t h a t  there are 
a number of businesses i n  the a r e a  and asked for favorable  consideration 
E r o m  t h e  Council.  

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

O n  r o l l  call, t h e  motion t o  deny carried by t h e  following 
vote: AYES: Cisneros,  Wing, Eureste, O r t i z ,  Aldere te ,  Pyndus, Hartman, 
Steen, Cockre l l ;  NAYS: None; ABSTAIN: Dutrner; ABSENT: Webb. 

Case 6884 w a s  denied. 

31. CASE 6841 - t o  rezone Lot 8 and t he  west 2 5 '  of Lot 9 ,  Block 
158, NCB 8816 ,  1810 Thorain Blvd., from "B" Two Family Residential D i s t r i c t  
to " 3 - 3 "  ldul t ip le  Family Res iden t i a l  D i s t r i c t  f o r  a day care center 
c a r i n g  for over twenty ( 2 0 )  c h i l d r e n ,  located on the  south  s i d e  of 
Thorain Blvd., being 100' e a s t  of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Thorain B l v d .  and 
7 .  E. 10 Expressway,  having 7 5 '  on-Thorain Blvd. and a depth of 1 2 0 ' .  

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

M r s .  Vera Kappus, r ep resen t ing  t he  a p p l i c a n t ,  M r .  Joe P. Medina, 
stated that they are requesting a change i n  zoning i n  o rde r  t o  operate a 
153y care center for  more than  20  ch i ld ren .  She t hen  descr ibed  the 
s c r r o u n d i n g  area and stated that t h i s  f a c i l i t y  w i l l  improve t h e  neighbor- 
hood. She asked for favorable  cons ide ra t ion  f r o m  t h e  Council.  

Mrs. Claudia Dalton spoke r ep resen t ing  the Northwest T r i n i t y  
n a p t i s t  Church and s t a t e d  t h a t  t hey  a r e  n o t  opposed t o  t h e  change b u t  
wanted a c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o n  where t h e  employees plan t o  park t h e i r  
automobiles.  They wanted t o  know if enough parking would be avai lable .  

I n  response t o  Mayor Cockrell, Nr. Camargo s t a t e d  t h a t  one 
p a r k i n g  space i s  required f o r  ten ch i ld ren .  A s  far as  r e c r e a t i o n  and 
r o o m  requirements ,  t h e  operator must o b t a i n  a permit  from t h e  S t a t e  
of Texas. 
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I l r s .  Kappus stated that they have appliet?. to the S t a t e  
f o r  permission but cannot obtain certification until the proper 
zoning is approved. She also s t a t e d  thzt t h ey  w i l l  have adequate 
pazking space. 

After consideration, Mr. Steen moved to approve the recon- 
mendatio2 of the ~oniny Commission and grant the rezoning. Xr. Pyndus 
seconded the motion, On roll call, the motion, carrying w i t h  it the 
passage of the following Ordinance ,  prevailed by the following vote :  
AYES: Cisneros, Dutrner, Wing, E u r e s t e ,  O r t i z ,  Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman, 
Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: Kone; ABSENT: Webb. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,045 

M I E N D I N G  CHAPTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE TI-IAT 
CONSTITUTES TEE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CEANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
LOT 8 AND THE WEST 25' OF LOT 9, ELOCK 158, 
ECB 8816, 1810 THORAIN ELVD. FROM "B" TWO 
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "R-3 " 
MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FOR 
A DAY CARE CENTER CARING FOR OVER TWENTY 
( 2 0) CHILDREN. 

32. CASE 6508 - t o  rezone t h e  north 56.9' of Lots 1 and 2 ,  
Block 10, NCB 1 0 2 2 ,  1 5 4 2  W e s t  Laurel Street, from "C"  Apartment District 
to "B-2*' Business District, located southeast of the intersection of 
West Laurel Street and North Sabinas Street, having 112' on West 
Laurel S t r e e t  and 56.9' on North Sabinas Street. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the 
proposed change which the Zoning Commission recommended be approved 
by the  City Council, Mr. Camargo stated that this case was postponed 
from last month in order for more Council members to be present. The 
case goes gack to 1976 when t h e  app i ican t  f i r s t  requested "1-1" zoning 
which was denied by the Zoning Commission. In July of 1976, the 
Commission gran ted  the applicant  a r e h e a r i n g  on t h e  case and recornended 
denial of "B-3: but approval of "B-2" . The staff is recommending 
denial of "B-2" because the subject property is l oca ted  in the midst 
of a residential area, 

The applicant w a s  not in the Chamber to present his case. 

No one spoke i n  opposi t ion.  

Hr. Pyndus then moved far denial of the zoning change. 
Mrs, Dutrner seconded t he  motion. 

M r .  Pyndus then  withdrew h i s  motion and Mrs. Dutrncr withdrew 
her second pending the arrival of the applicant. 

Latex i n  the meeting, M r .  Camargo advised t h e  Council t h a t  
the applicant could not be reached. 

M r .  Steen then  moved to postpone the case f o r  30 days. 
Mr. Pyndus seconded the motion. O n  roll call, the motion to postpone 
p r e v a i l e d  by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Webb, Dutmer, Wing, 
Eureste, Ortiz, Cockrell, Pyndus, Hartman, Steen; NAYS: None; ABSENT: 
Alderete.  

Case 6508 w a s  postponed f o r  30 days. 

33. CASE 6750 - to rezone the remaining portion of Lots 6 and 7, 
Block 13, NCB 7876,  738 W e s t  Harlan Avenue, from "B" Two Family  
Rbsidential D i s t r i c t  to "B-3" Business District, located s o u t h e a s t  of 
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t h e  intersection of West Harlan Avenue and U. S. Highway 81 South, 
having 128.54' on U. S. Highway 81 South and 43.7' on Harlan Avenue. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning ~dministrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Zoning commission recommended be approved by 
the City Council. !dr. Camargo stated that the property in question has 
access to the one-way access road of I. H- 35 Expressway and onto 
Harlan Avenue, a residential street. With t h e  exception of t h e  "F" 
Local Retail zoning to the northeast and southwest, this p o r t i o n  of 
I. H. 35 Expressway has been relatively free of business zoning. In 
the past, the staff has recommended against the strip zoning of one-way 
access roads in this area and recommended that the business nodes be 
established at the major intersections of I. K. 35. He stated that 
the staff had recommended denial of this case. 

Mr. Edwin Carp, representing the applicant, Mr. Raymundo 
Morales, stated that t h e r e  are several businesses already established 
on both sides of t h e  freeway and would like the requested change in 
zone in order to operate an auto repair shop. Mr. Carp further stated 
that the proposed use will enhance the value of the property. He is 
also willing to erect a fence on the east and south property lines. 

- 
After consideration, Mr. Steen moved to approve the recom- 

mendation of the Zoning Commission and grant the rezoning,  provided 
that proper replatting is accomplished, if necessary, and that a six 
foot solid screen fence is erected and maintained along t h e  east 
and south property lines. Mr. Alderete seconded the  motion. 

In response t o  Dr. Cisneros' comments on the change of the 
Commissions recommendation to the City Council, Mr. Camargo stated 
Mr. Carp had presented the commission with a permit which he obtained 
frarn the State Highway Department t a  construct a 4 0 '  access driveway 
from the subject property onto the highway r i g h t  of way and the fact 
that the subject property is adjacent to the expressway, 

Mr. Pyndus then moved to deny the request f o r  rezoning based 
on t h e  staff's recommendation. The motion died for lack of a second. 

On roll call, the motion to approve, carrying with it the 
passage of the following Ordinance,  prevailed by the  following vote: 
AYES: Cisneros, Wing, Eureste, Ortiz, Alderete, Hartman, Steen; NAYS: 
Pyndus, Cockrell; ABSTAIN: Dutmer; ABSENT: Webb. 

AX ORDINANCE 48,046 

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING ORD- 
INANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN as 
THE REMAINING P O R T I O N  OF L O T S  6 AND 7 ,  
BLOCK L3, NCB 7876 ,  738 WEST HARLAN 
AVENUE, FROM "B" TWO FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS D I S T R I C T ,  
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING IS 
ACCOMPLISHED, IF NECESSARY, AND THAT A 
SIX FOOT SOLID SCREEN FENCE IS ERECTED 
AND MAINTAINED ALONG THE EAST AND SOUTH 
PROPERTY LINES. 

5 7 - 2 5  -- -- Mayor Cockrell was obliged to leave the meeting and 
Mayor 9x0-Tern Cisneros p r e s i d e d .  



34 .  CASE - 6723 - t o  rezone Tract 2 ,  NCB 11683, i n  t h e  3400  block 
of W e s t  Avenue, f r o m  "B" Two Family R e s i d e n t i a l  District t o  "B-3" 
Business D i s t r i c t ,  located on the w e s t  s i d e  of West Avenue, being 
6 4 4 . 8 3 '  sou th  o f  t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of W e s t  Avenue and Nassau Drive ,  
having 131.5' on West Avenue and a depth of 2 2 0 ' .  

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Admin i s t r a to r ,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, w h i c h  the  Zoning Corn-ission recommended be apprcved by 
t he  City Council .  

I n  response  t o  M r .  Pyndus, 14r.  Camargo s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  
o r i g i n a l  request  w a s  for "1-1" zoning and the  s t a f f  had recommended 
denial of the change. The case was postponed and the c a s e  w a s  amended 
to  "B-3" which t h e  staff has no opposition to. 

Mr. Ed De Wees, r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  a p p l i c a n t ,  M r .  E r n e s t  P. 
Hausman, asked that t h e  f ence  s t i p u l a t i o n  be waived by t h e  Counci l  
i n  view of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  an e i g h t  foot l i gus t rum hedge i s  a l r e a d y  
i n  existence a c r o s s  the back of  t h e  subject p r o p e r t y  and this would 
have t6 be c u t  down i n  order t o  erect the fence. 

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  M r .  S t een  s t a t e d  t h a t ,  i n  his o p i n i o n ,  
an e i g h t  f o o t  h e d g ~  would s e r v e  t h e  purpose of s c r e e n i n g  and moved 
t o  approve t h e  change i n  z o n i n g  provided that r e p l a t t i n g ,  i f  neces sa ry ,  
i s  accomplished,  and with d e l e t i o n  fo t h e  fence  requirement .  Eureste 
seconded the  motion. 

Mr. Pyndus made a s u b s t i t u t e  motion t o  approve t h e  zoning 
provided t h a t  t h e  s t i p u l a t i o n s  of t h e  Zoning Commission are not waived. 
The motion d i e d  f o r  lack  of a second. On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  n a t i o n ,  
carrying w i t h  it t h e  passage of t h e  fo l lowing  Ordinance,  prevailed by 
the fo l lowing  v o t e :  AYES: C i sne ros ,  Dutmer, Wing, E u r e s t e ,  O r t i z ,  
Alderete ,  Hartman, Steen; NAYS: Pyndus; ABSENT: Webb, Cockre l l .  

AN ORDINANCE 48,047 

- 
AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY QF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
TRACT 2 ,  NCB 11683,  I N  THE 3 4 0 0  BLOCK 
OF WEST AVENUE, FROM "B" TWO FM1ILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO "B-3" BUSINESS 
DISTRICT, PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING 
IS ACCOMPLISHED, IF NECESSARY. 

35. SASE 6891 - to rezone Tract Ar NCB 11684, 3723 West Avenue, 
from *IF" Local R e t a i l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" Business  District, l o c a t e d  
on t h e  west side of West Avenue, be ing  658 .52 '  n o r t h  of t h e  intersection 
05 Nassau Drive and West Avenue, having 1 6 5 '  on West Avenue and a depth 
of 148'. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Admin i s t r a to r ,  explained t h e  pro- 
posed change, which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  Counci l ,  

110 one spoke i n  oppos i t i on .  

A f t e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  M r .  Pyndus made a motion t h a t  t h e  
recommendation of  the Zoning Commission be approved, provided t h a t  
proper r e p l a t t i n g  i s  accomplished,  i f  necessary .  M r .  Steen seconded 
the motion. On r o l l  c a l l ,  t h e  motion, c a r r y i n g  w i t h  it t h e  passage 
of t h e  fol lowing Ordinance, prevailed by the fo l lowing  vote: AYES: 
Cisneros, Wing, Eureste, O r t i z ,  Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman, S teen ;  
NAYS: None; ABSTAIN: Dutrner; ABSENT: Webb, Cockre l l .  

I 
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AN ORDINANCE 4 8 , 0 4 8  

AMENDING CHAPTER 42 OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZONING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO BY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND m Z O N I N G  
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
TRACT A, NCB 11684, 3 7 2 3  WEST AVENUE, 
PROVIDED THAT PROPER REPLATTING I S  
ACCOMPLISHED, I F  NECESSARY. 

3 6 .  CASE 6817 - t o  rezone Lot 1, NCB 3 0 8 6 ,  2716-2720 North 
McCullouyh Avenue, from "Dw Apartment D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-2" Business 
D i s t r i c t ,  located sou theas t  of t he  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Huisache Avenue 
and North McCullough Avenue, having 52.5 '  on Huisache Avenue and 
1 8 2 '  on North McCullough Avenue. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained the pro- 
posed change, which t he  Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the City Counci l .  M r .  Camargo stated t h a t  t h e  staff had recommended 
"B-1" zoning r a t h e r  than  "B-2" as requested because of the zoning 
land  use  p lan  prepared by t h e  staff f o r  t h i s  area. 

Mr. W i l l i a m  B, Collins, r ep resen t ing  t h e  owner of the  subject 
proper ty ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  they  p r e s e n t l y  enjoy non-conforming rights for a 
laundromat on t h e  subject proper ty  and would l i k e  t h e  change i n  zone in 
o r d e r  t o  conform w i t h  t h e  e x i s t i n g  use. H e  said t h a t  the building is 
brick and was o r i g i n a l l y  built f o r  r e t a i l  use. 

In response t o  M r .  Hartman, he stated that they do not i n t end  
t o  t e a r  down t h i s  bu i ld ing  but are t r y i n g  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  the  procedure 
by which they  must o b t a i n  a c e r t i f i c a t e  of occupancy each time they 
have a new lessee. 

M r .  Camargo explained the d i f f i c u l t i e s  the  a p p l i c a n t  has 
each t i m e  he a p p l i e s  for a certificate of occupancy because of the 
non-conforming r i g h t s .  

Mrs. Pat Osbarne, H i s t o r i c  P rese rva t ion  Officer, stated that 
she has persona l ly  viewed t h e  b u i l d i n g .  She said she had no objection 
to t h e  area being commercial and i n  her opinion it adds t o  t h e  
neighborhood. She would o b j e c t  if the bu i ld ing  were t o  be torn down. 

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

A f t e r  d i s c u s s i o n ,  M r .  Pyndus moved t o  approve t h e  recam- 
mendation of t h e  Zoning m om mission and g r a n t  the rezoning. The motion 
d i e d  f a r  lack of a second. 

M r .  Hartman then moved for denial on the basis that to 
g r a n t  t h e  bus iness  zoning would run t h e  r i s k  of the  bu i ld ing  being 
demolished and another  type of a c t i v i t y  be ing  brought i n .  Mr. Alderete 
seconded the motion. b 

M r .  C o l l i n s  s ta ted  t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  has no p lan  t o  demolish 
the building. H e  asked t h e  Council for favorable  cons ide ra t ion ,  

Mr. Pyndus then made a substitute motion t o  approve the 
s t a f f ' s  recornmendation and grant a "B-1" zoning. M r .  S teen  seconded 
t h e  motion. 

Plr. Bartman spoke a g a i n s t  the s u b s t i t u t e  motion for t h e  
reason t h a t  any zoning which i s  granted would n u l l i f y  t h e  non- 
conforming rights of the s u b j e ~ t ~ ~ r o ~ e r t ~ .  

C i t y  Attorney Parker s t a t e d  t h a t  any zoning accomplished a t  
the request of t h e  a p p l i c a n t  would indeed n u l l i f y  t h e  non-conforming 
rights. 



Mr. Collins stated he would not be in favor of a "B-1" zoning 
because he would lose the non-conforming use of the laundramat.  

14r, Pyndus then withdrew his s u b s t i t u t e  motion. 

On roll call, the motion to deny the request f o r  rezoning, 
carried by the following vote: AYES: Cisncros, Dutmer, Wing, Eurcste, 
O r t i z ,  Alderete, Hartman, S t e e n ;  NAYS:  None; ABSTAIN:  Pyndus; AESENT: 
Webb, Cockrell, 

Case 6817 w a s  denied, 
- - - 

3 7 .  CASE 6878 - to rezone the north 50' of Lots 32 through 
35, Block TNCB 3602, 1216  N. W. 24th  Street, from "B" Two Family 
Residential to "B-2" Business District,located on the east side of 
N. W. 24th Street,  being  1 0 9 . 5 2 '  nor th  of t h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  of 
N. tJ, 24th Street and Rivas Street, having 50' on N. W. 2 4 t h  Street 
and a depth of 100'. 

I 

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

No one spake in opposition. 

After consideration, Mr. Pyndus made a motion that the recom- 
mendation of the Zoning Commission be approved. Mr. S t e e n  seconded the 
motion. On roll call, the motion, carrying with it t b  passage of the following 
Ordinance, prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Dutmer, 
wing, Eureste ,  Ortiz, Alderete, Pyndus, Hartman, Steen; NAYS: None; 
ABSENT: Webb, Cockrell. 

AN ORDINANCE 4 8 , 0 4 9  

AMEEDIKG 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 
THE NORTH 50' OF LOTS 32 THROUGH 35, 
BLOCK 3 ,  NCB 3602, 1 2 1 6  N. W. 2 4 T H  
STREET, FROM "B" TWO FAMILY m S 1 D E N T I A . L  
DISTRICT TO "B-2" BUSINESS D I S T R I C T ,  

38. CASE 6853 - to rezone a 0.547 acre tract of land out of 
NCB 13827, being further described by field notes filed i n  t h e  office 
of t h e  City Clerk, in the 14800 block of San Pedro Avenue, f r ~ m  
Temporary "A" Single Family Residential Digtrict to "0-1" Office 
District, located east of the i n t e r s e c t i o n  of San P.edro Avenue 
and Oak Shadows, having 100 '  on San Pedro Avenue and 216.19' on 
Oak Shadows. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the pro- 
posed change, w h i c h  the Zoning Commission recommended be approved by 
the C i t y  Council. 

Mr. Pyndus s ta ted  that he had received calls on this case 
and the calls were not opposed to "0-1" zoning but are concerned about 
a buffer between the residential areas and the proposed office district. 

Mr. Allan Polunsky, representing the applicant, stated that 
they are requesting a change in zone in order to construct an 8000' 
office complex facility. He stated that 2000' will be occupied by 
a real estate company with the balance leased for professional offices. 
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M r .  Hartman advised M r .  Polunsky that the ~ d w a r d s  Aquifer 
P r o t e c t i o n  O f f i c e r  had made a s ta tement  which the  Zoning Commission 
recorrmcndcd be incorpora ted  i n  t h e  Ordinance. The memo reads as 
follows : 

... be advised that  t he  subject  proper ty  i s  on t h e  
r idge l i n e  of t he  Edwards Recharge Zone dra inage  
area. T h i s  means t h a t  a t  least p a r t  of t h e  s u r f a c e  
water run-off f r o m  t h e  property could end up as 
recharge water t o  t h e  Edwards Aquifer.  

T h i s  o f f i c e  recommends t h e  g ran t inq  of t h e  requested 
"0-1" zoning w i t h  t h e  provision t h a t  t h e  
o n - s i t e  grading be such t h a t  a l l  run-off i s  direc ted  
in a sou the r ly  d i r e c t i o n  t o  Oak Shadows. 

The existing bar  ditch on U. S. 281  North i s  graded t o  
f l o w  koward t h e  recharge a r e a  s o  t h a t  surface water  
run-off £ram t h e  subject property must be allowed t a  
f l o w  westwardly . 
The Edwards Board Order does not apply to t h e  develop- 
ment of t h i s  s i t e .  It i s  my considered opinion  that 
t h e  above procedure would prevent  impazrrnent of water 
q u a l i t y  i n  t he  Edwards Aquifer. 

M r .  Hartman s t a t e d  that, from t h e  memorandum, he could ascertain what 
they are dealing w i t h .  

M r .  Polunsky s t a t e d  t h a t  they are aware of the condition of 
grading i n  a sou the r ly  d i r e c t i o n  t o  Oak S h a d o w s  and are i n  agreement 
wi th  t h i s  request. 

I 
M r .  Roy Bal ter ,  1 4 3 4 3  T u r t l e  Rock Drive, s t a t e d  that he 

i s  concerned about what type of development w i l l  take p l a c e  on t h e  
remaining p o r t i o n  of t h e  s u b j e c t  property which is not being considered 
for rezoning at t h i s  t i m e .  H e  i s  a l s o  concerned about t he  ingress and 
egress t o  t he  s u b j e c t  proper ty .  

I M r .  Hartman s t a t e d  t h a t  his concern is with t h e  flow of water 
and t h e  memorandum d i d  n o t  d e t a i l  t h e  p e r t i n e n t  information.  

Mr. Me1 Sue l t en fuss ,  Di rec to r  of Public Works, stated t h a t  
t he  nemorandum i s  say ing  that t he  water  can be d i r e c t e d  off  t h e  recharge 
zone and t h i s  would be accomplished a t  t h e  t i m e  of p l a t t i n g .  

M r .  Hartman stated t h a t  he i s  cognizant  of t he  fact t h a t  the 
property i s  subject t o  p l a t t i n g ,  b u t  i s  concerned about how you grade 
2nd d i r e c t  water .  H e  aga in  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  explanat ion  f r o m  the  
Edwards A q u i f e r  P ro tec t ion  Officer should be more detailed, 

Mr. Jim Marchbanks, 1 4 3 4 2  Oak Shadows, a l s o  stated he had 
some concerns as  expressed by Mr. Balter. 

M r .  Larry Sinkin ,  r ep resen t ing  t h e  Aquifer ~ r o t e c t i a n .  
Associa.t ion,  s t a t e d  t h a t  o t h e r  cases  where the C i t y  Council has approved 
t h e  rezoning t h e  a p p l i c a n t s  d id  not fol low through wi th  t h e i r  pramises 
of holding ponds, e t c .  H e  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Council should deny t h i s  
request as w e l l  as  a l l  o t h e r s  u n t i l  t h e  Metcalf and Eddy study i s  
con1;3leted. H e  also asked t h e  Council t o  p lace  for cons ide ra t ion  on 
next  week's agenda t h e  i tem of a moratorium f o r  t h e  area. 

Iilr. Polunsky s t a t e d  that "0-1" Of f i ce  zoning i s  a l o w  density 
use and w i l l  enhance t h e  area. 

~ A f t e r  cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  O r t i z  moved t o  o v e r r u l e  t h e  recam- 
x n 4 a t i o n  of t h e  Zoning Commission and deny t h e  request f o r  rezaning. 

1 T6r. Hartman secox~ded t h e  motion. 

Mr. Pyndus then made a substitute motion to approve the recom- 
mendation of t he  Zoning Commission and g r a n t  the rezoning based an the 
fact t h a t  the "0-1" u s e  would not be de t r imen ta l ;  grading w i l l  be used 
t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  drainage of t h e  water  and t h e  Edwards Aquifer  P r o t e c t i o n  
O f f i c e  has i n d i c a t e d  approval. M r .  Steen seconded t h e  motion. 



Xr, Hartman spoke a g a i n s t  t h e  s u b s t i t u t e  not ion .  

On r o l i  c z l l ,  the s u b s t i t u t e  motion failed t o  carry  by t h e  
following vote: AYES: Pyndus, S t e e n ;  NAYS: Cisneros,  D u t m e r ,  Ning,  
Eurested,  O r t i z ,  Alderete, Hartman; ABSENT: Webb, Cockrell. 

On r o l l  call, t h e  motion to deny t h e  r e q u e s t  for r ezon ing  
carried by t h e  following vote:  AYES: Cisneros,  Dutmer, Wing, E u r e s t e d ,  
O r t i z ,  Aldere te ,  Hartman; NAYS: Steen;  ABSTAIN: Pyndus; AESENT: Webb, 
Cockre l l .  

Case 6853 w a s  denied. 

I~iOIIATORIUM ISSUE 

Councilman Hartman asked i f  t h e  Council would ccns ide r  d i s -  
cussing the i s s u e  of a c~oratcrium on zoning cases over t h e  Edwards 
Aquifeur. 

The Council concurred i n  p lac ing t h i s  i t e m  on a "B" Session 
as soon as possible. 

>Ir.  Pyndus stated t h a t  t h e  City Council follows a po l i cy  
of cons ider ing  each case on i t s  own mer i t s .  

The  Council concurred and t h e  City S t a f f  was d i r e c t e d  t o  
place t he  i t e m  of a moratoriun, as w e l l  as a report on the Metcalf 
and Eddy Study for "B" Session d i scuss ion  as soon as possible. 

77-25 The meeting was recessed f o r  lunch a t  1 2 ~ 4 0  P. M. and 
reconvened at 1:25 P.  M. 

77-25 - ZONING HEARINGS (Cont inued)  
LL -. 

39.  CASE 6820 - t o  rezone L o t  1, Block G, NCB 15710, 1 4 4 2 0  B igg in s  
Road, from Temporary "R-1" S i n g l e  Family R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  t o  "B-3" 
Business D i s t r i c t ,  l oca ted  e a s t  of t he  i n t e r s e c t i o n , o f  Viewcrest Drive 
and Higgins Road, having 235.81' on Viewcrest Drive and 210.18' on 
Higgins Road. 

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

M r .  Elber t  B. Williams, Jr., s t a t e d  he has non-conforming 
rights on the subject property and has l i v e d  an t h e  subject property 
for over  seven years .  H e  d i s t r i b u t e d  pictures of the  surrounding area 
and explained t h e  type of business that he opera tes .  

In response t o  M r .  Hartman, Mr. W i l l i a m s  stated that, perhaps,  
a t  a l a t e r  date he could se l l  t h i s  proper ty ,  but a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e ,  
he would like t o  conform t o  t h e  present use and perhaps expand. 

No one spoke i n  oppos i t ion .  

In response to Mr. Pyndus, Mr. Camargo explained that the 
staff  w o u l d  be opposed t o  any bus iness  rezoning on t h e  subject property. 

After cons ide ra t ion ,  M r .  Pyndus based on t h e  recommendation 
of the Zoning Commission and recommendation of t he  s t a f f ,  moved t o  deny 
the r eques t  for rezoning. M r .  Hartman seconded the motion. On r o l l  
call., t h e  motion t o  deny t h e  r eques t  for  rezoning c a r r i e d  by the 
fo l lowing vote:  AYES: Cisneros,  Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, O r t i z ,  Alderete, 
Pyndus, Bartman, Steen, Cockrel l ;  NAYS: None; ABSENT: Webb. 

Case 6820 was denied.  

a May <19, 1977 
nk 



40.  CASE 6848 - to rezone Lots 3 through 4 ,  Block 6 ,  NCB 1618, 
in the 700 block of Porter Street, f r o m  "B-1" Business District to 
"B-2" ~usiness ~ i s t r i c t ,  located southwest of the intersection of Porter 
Street and Mittman Street, having 100' on Porter S t r e e t  and 150' on 
Mittman Street. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the proposed 
change which t h e  zoning Commission recommended be denied by the City 
Council. 

Mr. Santos Martinez, representing Mr. Gregorio Robledo, the 
applicant, stated that they had obtained a petition with 100 names in 
favor of the proposed rezoning and it was misplaced. Ke asked the 
Council to postpone t h e  case u n t i l  t h e  p e t i t i o n  can be retrieved, 

The C o u n c i l  concurred and Case 6848 was postponed f o r  30 days. 

dl. CASE 6859 - to rezone t h e  sou th  8 4 '  of L a t  9 ,  NCB 5623 and 
Lot 10 and the west 12.5' of Lot 9 ,  NCB 8935, 1829 S. W. Military Drive, 
from "B" Two Family Residential District and "E" Office District to 
"B-3" Business District, located northeast of the interesection of 
S.  W. Military Drive and Logwood Avenue, having 6 2 . 5 '  on S .  W. Military 
Drive and 239.4 '  on Logwood Avenue. 

Mr. Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator, explained the  pro- 
posed change which the Zoning Commission recommended be denied by the  
City C o u n c i l  and instead recommended the approval of *B-3" Business 
District on Lot 1 0  and the west 12.5' of Lot 9, NCB 8935. 

M r .  Zeb Tannenbaum s t a t e d  that he and Mr. Ed Dugosh are 
the owners of t h e  subject property.  They are appealing the  decision 
of the Zoning Commission to the City Council and are asking for only  
20' of the s o u t h  end of L o t  9, NCB 8623 rather than the 8 4 '  as originally 
applied for. They are asking for this change in order to construct 
a building which will house a retail operation of auto parts supply. 
Be then described the surrounding area. 

Mr. Jim Duncan, 1107 Rayburn, spoke in opposition because 
of the extension of the lot facing Rayburn Drive. This change in 
his opinion would change the character of the neighborhood. 

In response to Mr. Pyndus, Mr. Camargo stated that the staff 
had recommended approval of "E-3" on L o t  10 and the west  12.5' of Lot 9 ,  
NCB 8935 only. 

I Mrs. Jim Duncan also spoke in opposition. She stated that 
there is already a very heavy traffic pat tern i n  t h e  area and t h e  
rezoning w i l l  generate addi t iona l  t r a f f i c .  

In response t o  Mr. Hartman, M r .  Tannenbaum wanted the addi- 
tional 2 0 '  rezoned in order to accommodate the seller of the property 
by giving him additional space in t he  back of t h e  building- A discussion 
then took place on the traffic pattern in the area. 

# 

After consideration, M r .  Pyndus moved to approve the recom- 
mendation of t h e  Zoning Commission and gran t  t h e  rezoning of Lot 10 
and the  west 12.5' of Lot 9, NCB 8935, provided that proper replatting 
is accomplished, if neces sa ry ,  M r .  Wing seconded t h e  motion. O n  roll 
call, the motion, carrying w i t h  it t h e  passage of the following Ordinance, 
prevailed by the following vote: AYES: Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, Ortiz, 
A l d e r t e ,  Pyndus, Hartman, S t e e n ,  Cockrell; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Cisneros ,  
Webb. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,050 

AMENDING CK\PTER 4 2  OF THE CITY CODE THAT 
CONSTITUTES THE COMPREHENSIVE ZOIiING 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAN ANTONIO EY 
CHANGING THE CLASSIFICATION AND REZONING 
OF CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED HEREIN AS 
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LOT 10 AND THE WEST 12.5' OF LOT 9 ,  NCB 8935, 
1 8 2 9  S. W. BIILITARY DRIVE,  FROM "B" TWO FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT AND "En OFFICE DISTRICT 
TO "B-3" BUSINESS D I S T R I C T ,  PROVIDED THAT 
PROPER REPLATTING IS ACCOMPLISHED, IF NECESSARY. 

42.  CASE 6828 - t o  rezone Tract  A-3,  NCB 13950, 5539 O l d  
U, S .  Highway 90 West, f r o m  "R-A" ~ e s i d e n t i a l - A g r i c u l t u r a l  D i s t r i c t  
t o  "1-1" Light I n d u s t r y  D i s t r i c t  £or a b a s e b a l l  park ,  located between 
NcDavitt Road and O l d  U. S. Highway 90 West, being 320 '  w e s t  of t h e  
intersection of McDavitt Road and Cal laghan Road and 4 2 0 '  southwest 
of the i n t e r s e c t i o n  of Old U .  S. Highway 90 West and Callaghan 
Road, having 231.77' on Old U. S. Highway 90 West and 208.7' on 
P.;cDavitt Road and a maximum d i s t a n c e  of 386.02' between NcDavitt 
Road and O l d  U- S. Highway 9 0  West. 

M r .  Gene Camargo, Planning Administrator ,  explained t h e  
proposed change, which t h e  Zoning Commission recommended be denied by 
the C i t y  Counc i l .  

Mr, Joe Cardona, the applicant, s t a t e d  he would l i k e  the 
reques ted  change i n  zone i n  order t o  continue the use of the e x i s t i n g  
ball park which has been i n  opera t ion  for t h e  past 11 years. Ee then  
submit ted a p e t i t i o n  with over  100 s i g n a t u r e s  i n  favor of t h e  rezoning. 

In response t o  Mayor Cockre l l ,  M r .  Camargo s t a t e d  that 
MY. Cardona was i s sued  a v i o l a t i o n  n o t i c e  after a complaint w a s  f i l e d .  
H e  can either go t o  the Board of Ad.justment and e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  he d i d  
o p e r a t e  a ballpark and grocery store before annexation and establish 
non-conforming r i g h t s  or apply for a zoning c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  necessary 
for that use. The Board of Adjustment can grant applications for 
non-prof i t ,  civic leagues t o  opera te  b a l l  leagues i n  r e s i d e n t i a l  zones. 

I n  response t o  Councilman Ortiz' ques t ion  about a c i t y  
employee being one of the opponents in t h i s  case, City  Attorney Parker 
stated that t h e r e  was no impropriety i n  a city employee observing 
a violation and repor t ing  same. 

M r .  Paul Samaniego then  spoke t o  t h e  Council in opposi t ion  
t o  t he  rezoning because t h e  b a l l f i e l d  creates a hazard t o  his family.  
Ee said t ha t  he cannot even park h i s  car i n  f r o n t  of h i s  hone because  
of f l y  bal ls .  H e  s a i d  t h a t  a higher fence would show good f a i t h  on 
the part of the applicant. 

After consideration, Dr. Cisneros moved t h a t  t he  zoning 
be approved with t h e  s t i p u l a t i o n  t h a t  a higher fence or te lephone 
poles w i t h  n e t t i n g  be erected. M r .  Or t i z  seconded the mation. 

Mr. Pyndus stated t h a t  he is  n o t  comfortable w i t h  t h e  
change in zoning to "1-1" and based on t h e  staff's recommendation he 
suggested that t h e  case be referred t o  the  Board of Adjustment far 
their  consideration, He then made a substitute motion for the post-  
ponement of t h i s  case for  6 0  days pending t h e  ac t ion  of the Board 
of Adjustment. Mrs. Dutmer seconded t h e  motion. 

The Council  t h e n  discussed i n  d e t a i l  the uses of "1-1" 
and the fact that  zoning goes with the land. 

On  roll ca l l ,  t h e  s u b s t i t u t e  motion f a i l e d  to c a r r y  by the 
following vote: AYES: Dutmer, Pyndus, Hartman; NAYS: Wing, E u r e s t e ,  
O r t i z ,  Aldere te ,  Steen, Cockre l l ,  Cisneros; ABSENT: Webb. 

Mr. Pyndus and Mrs. Dutmer t h e n  spoke against t h e  motion 
t o  approve because of t h e  uses allowed i n  "1-1" zoning. 

Mayor Cockre3.l stated t h a t  the adjacent property inc ludes  
a number of commercial use a c t i v i t i e s .  
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The C i t y  Attorney then stated that because of the opposition 
in the case which represents 20% of the property owners, nine (9) 
affirmative votes will be necessary to approve t h e  rezoning, 

On roll call, the motion to approve the rezoning failed 
by t h e  following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Wing, Eureste, Ortiz, Alderete, 
Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: Dutmer, Pyndus, Hartman; ABSTAIN: Webb. 

Case 6828 was denied. 

Mr. Cardana was advised that he could still go before the 
Board of Adjustment for a permit. 

Mr. Gearge Vann, Director of Building and Zoning, stated 
that in the Zoning Ordinance there is a provision which states t h a t  
the administrative official cannot take any action pending an action 
before the Board of Adjustment which means Mr. Cardona can continue 
his operation pending the Board of Adjustment hearing. 

77-25 The following O r d i n a n c e  was read by the Clerk and after 
ccnsideration, on motion of Mrs. Dutmer, seconded by Dr. Cisneros, was 
passed and approved by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Webb, 
Dutrner, Wing, Eureste, Ortiz, Pyndus, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: Nane; 
ABSENT: Alderete, Hartrnan. ' 

AN ORDINANCE 48,051 

AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF AN AGREEMENT WITH 
NEGLEY TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., LESSOR TO 
TEXAS TEX-PAC EXPRESS, INC., PERTAINING 
TO ISSUANCE OF A BUILDING PERMIT PRIOR TO 
PLATTING AND A REDUCTION IN THE REQUIRED 
PLATTING FEE IN CONNECTION WITH DEVELOP- 
MENT OF THE SOUTHPARK INDUSTRIAL SUBDIVISION. 

77-25 The following Ordinance was read by the Clerk and after 
consideration, on motion of Dr. Cisneros, seconded by Mr. Webb, was 
passed and approved by the following vote: AYES: Cisneros, Webb, 
Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, Ortiz, Pyndus, Steen, Cockrell; NAYS: Nane; 
ABSENT: Alderete, Hartrnan. 

AN ORDINANCE 48,052 

ACCEPTING A GRANT IN THE AMOUNT OF 
$3,410,692.00 FROM TEE U. S. DEPT. OF LABOR 
UNDER TITLE 111 OF THE COMPREHENSIVE 
EMPLOYMENT & TPAINING ACT OF 1973 FOR 
OPERATING THE 1977 SUItOIER YOUTH EMPLOY- 
MENT P R O G W  IN THE CITY, BEXAR COENTY 
AND SURXOUNDING COUNTIES IN THE ALAMO 
MANPOTnlER CONSORTIUM; ESTABLISHING A 
FUND AND ACCOUNTS; AND AUTIIORIZING 
THE CITY FPIANhGE'R TO EXECUTE OPERATING 
AGREEMENTS WITH SUB-AGENCIES. 



77-25 RATE RF,LIEF ORDINANCE 

The C l e r k  read t h e  following ordinance: 

AN ORDINANCE 48053 

REPEALING ORDINAh'CE NO. 47973, PASSED ZGTD 
APPROVED ON T'IIE 28th DAY OF' APRIL, 1977; 
MODIFYING SECTION 2 OF ORDINANCE NO. 44748, 
PASEED AND APPROVSD DECEMBER 19r 1974, AS 
ANIEXDED BY ORDINANCE NO. 45575, PASSED AND 
APPROVED ON AUGUST 7, 1975; ESTABLISHING 
A RESERVE ACCOUNT IIJ THE GENERAL FUND FOR THE 
EEXEFET OF I N S I D E  CITY OF SAN ANTONIO CUSTOMERS 
FRCN THE FUNDS TO BE DERIVED FROM SUCH l . ( IODIPICATIGN; 
AND D I R E C T I N G  THE: CITY PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD TO 
APPLY THE FUNDS TXAT ACCRUE IN TEE RESERVB ACCOUNT 
IN ACCORDAKCE WITH SUBSEQUENT COUNCIL ACTIQN. 

? 

The following discussion then took place: 

PD-YOR LILA COCKRELL: --. I am going to call on Dr. Cisneros to explain "chis. 

DR. HENRY CISNEROS: Madam Mayor, there is really no explanation required 
after the "B" Session we hzd the other day. What this does, simply, is 
set  up the fund which will generate the rate relief program for  the four  
winter months f o r  gas c u s t o m e r s  i n  such a way that the C i t y  of San Antonio 
residents are contributing into the fund and suburban residents are not 
participating either as payors into the fund or as recepients of the 
benefits of the fund in the form of rate relief. 

I do note, Playor, t h a t  Mayor Webster is here, and it may well 
be that he has a poin t  t h a t  he wants to make. He was the, rezlly, the 
instigator of the action by the Bexar County Council of Mayors that 
resulted in this perticular ordinance and, I t h i n k  he ought to be 
recognized as such. Be's in the audience. 

FAYOR COCKRELL : Mayor Webster, do you wish to be heard, sir? 
4 

MR, PHIL PYNDUS: While he is approaching the lecternr Mayor, I t h i n k  
there may be some individuals from my district that also would l i k e  to 

MAYOR COCXRELL: I see two registered, and I will cal l  them. 

MAYOR DANIEL [;BSTER: Honorable Mayor Cocksell and members of the City 
Council, I did not ccme to speak fo r  or against any ordinance today. It 
seeno ,to be self-evident as to what t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio has dram to 
do, but, a s  a liaison officer between the Bexar County Council of Mayors 
to the City of San Antonio, it behooves rre to keep up with the Council 
action that is taken from time to time on nat ters  that affect the 
municipalities, since we have 20 some odd municipalities who are members 
of the Council of llayoxs, and we have a very able attorney who has represented 
us on a couple of occasions and, really, the action that this Council 
might take today will be subject to his viewing as to whether it is w i t h i n  
the scope of the proper a u t h o r i t y  of the City Council because back in 
December of last year we passed an ordinance declaring t h e  rates charged 
by Public Service Company at that time as being fair and equitable and 
non-discriminatory. So, it is entirely up to the attorney who is representing 
the Council of Mayors to review the ac t ion  that the Council takes today  
and to advise us as to any actions that  we might take. I want to say that 
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I appreciate the opportunity of being here today, and I know you people 
bzve been busy all day and certainly have problems. Thank you. 

&&YO8 COCKRELL: Thank you, sir. All r i g h t ,  now then, I see there are 
t w o  people r e g i s t e r e d  on the subject of utility rebate .  I poin t  out that 
the Council, today, does not have under its purview the Einal plan for the 
distribution of the fund that i s  being established, but, we certainly 
tmuld, if it is related to the Ordinance which primarily amends our former 
Ordinance by eliminating t he  sections of the service districts which are 
outside the City limits of San Antonio from the  pa r t i cu la r  mattes of t h e  
first 300 kilowatt hours of electrical charge on the 14%. We will be 
happy to hear anything relative to that. I do paint out, though, that the 
full plan t ,  t h e  Einal plan of t h e  distribution of the, the plan for the 
relief is n o t  f u l l y  under cons ide ra t ion  today, though. M r .  Howard Rich, 
is he here today, and a l s o  M r s .  Don Busby. 

MR. YOWARD RICH: Madam Mayor and Councilpersons, I am Howard Rich, I 
live at 5340 Bollyhock Road. We are in the, I say "we" because there 
are some other people here  in t h e  same community that I l ive  i n  that are 
here.  It was our understanding that this might  have been coming up far 
consideration today, If  no t  consideration, a t  least discussion, and we are 
well aware because of what has been said in the media as to the proposal. 
I think t h a t  Councilman Cisneros is  probably one of.:the major proponents 
af this. Wherein a surcharge w i l l  be put on the electrical service and 
rebated t o  t h e  gas customers. It i s  a l so  our understanding that the 
outlying or  suburban communities who are under contract with the Public 
Service Company have been more or less exempted at this time from that 
surcharge and w i l l  get no rebate. Now the area in which we live is .......... 

I MAYOR COCKRELL: And w i l l  what, excuse me.  

ME, R I C H :  Oakland Estates, we are within the City of San Antonio. Fle 
were in that major annexation that took place, but we are not served by .- 

the City Pub l i c  Service Company a s  far as gas is concerned, We g e t  our 
gas supply  if not from propane, butane, or those other sources from the 
Grey Forest Utility Company. It appears to us that we are going to be 
subjected to a surcharge on our  e l e c t r i c a l  service because we u t i l i z e  the 
C i t y  P u b l i c  Service i n  that respect, but  that we will have no p o s s i b i l i t y  
ef being rebated like the others are from t h a t .  It appears to us t h a t  we 
are going t o  be pena l i zed ,  we  are going to be subsidizing other people, 
the ones that are in other incorporated suburban communities, perhaps by 
threat of legal action have been exempted f ram t h i s ,  b u t  w e  are a member o f  

I the family and we have no recourse except but to appeal to you people. 
We are taxpayers, we are members of the family, but we are being subjected 
ta t h i s .  W e  don't really feel that it is fair. I am wondering if anybody 1 on the Council - Mr. Cisneros or anyone would respond. 

hLA'410R COCKRELL: Yes, sir. Dr. Cisneros.  

DR- CISNEROS : Mayor, I would like to make three points if I could, 
-W. R i c h .  The first one is that t h i s  i s  not a surcharge, but is the 
reposition of a charge that the City of San Antonio h a s  every statutory 
right to expect  and which is simply t o  reposition something that w e  have 
had a r i g h t  to do s i n c e  the  establishment of the City P u b l i c  Service as a 
corporation 4 that is the 1 4 %  and what t h i s  does, basically, i s  re-impose 
our x i g h t  to the 14% on the first 300 kilowatt hours which was exwpted 
sane years ago. So it is not a surcharge, it is simply the City's decision 
to take its full statutoxially obligated 14%. 

Second, i s  t h e  f a c t  that w e  do feel  there i s  something that 
zncunts to effective relief for  e l e c t r i c a l  customers i n  the move t o  coal- 
fired elect r ical  generators as opposed t o  continued reliance on natural 
gas. As you know, we have t h e  first coal p l a n t  corning on-l ine i n  - next 
month vhich will be 25% of the City's e l e c t r i c a l  generat ion.  A second 
coal p l a n t  coming on- l ine  i n  September or October which w i l l  m,ount 



to 60% of the City's electrical generation, t h a t  campaxable prices of 
generating electricity fxom coal i s  $1.36 per m i l l i o n  btuls as against  
a natural gas equivalent of zbout  $2.00 per million btu's. So when 6 0 %  
of our electrical  generation is from coal, and it is being generated 
more cheaply there will be a dawn turn in electr ical  prices. 

P o i n t  number three, and my f i n a l  point  is  t h a t  we are stll-1 
considering a way to incorporate t h e  concern of persons who either have 
all electric homes or who are in the posi. t ions,  such as you, that you are 
an electrical customer of CPS bu t  not a gas customer of CPS, W e  a r e  
i n v e s t i g a t i n g  ways when we get to determining j u s t  what the program will 
look like, of being able to include you in t h e  program. Perhaps of comicg 
up w i t h  some s o r t  of an application type rebate or something that would be 
included in the b i l l  or something of t h a t  sort t o  i n c l u d e  ycu i n  the prcgram 
hut what w e  zre discuss ing  today is the establishment of the funC and not all 
of the deta i l s  yet of precisely how the program is going to he administered 
t h i s  winter .  The reason why we have to take the actioa now, though, is t-hat 
if w e  don't have the funds set up then it is a moot question as to haw it 
will be administered because there will be no fund to administer. 

So, believe m e ,  w e  are s t i l l  moving along a line of considering 
how to include those who are in your situatian. It is not an easy problem 
because the computer isn't geared to deal with it as easily as if we were 
just dealing with the gas customers, but is something that's being 
worked on. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you. M r .  Pyndus. 

MR. PHIL PYNDUS: Thank you, Mayor. I think I would j u s t  like to 
respond, in Mr, Rich's behalf. First of all, you are timely. This is 
the t i m e  to protest. 

MR- RICH:  Thank you, sir. 

- MR* PYNDUS: I t h ink  that the suburbs are being exempted today, and 
they have protested w i t h  a proposed legal action and, as such, they are 
being dropped from this plan. Rather than wait until later, I think that 
the same stroke of the pen could exempt other people w i t h i n  the family 
that need the same type of r e l i e f .  The surcharge that we are describing, 
it is a charge, whether it i s  a surcharge or not, it i s  a charge.  

We are j u s t  get t ing into semantics on that. 

PYNDUS: The Mayor t h a t  spoke to us today said t h a t  he had no 
recommendation for the plan because it was fair, it was equitable, and it 
did not discriminate. I say that t h e  plan is not fair, it is not equitable, 
particularly to residents in my area, and I rather feel that I must protect 
theis rights because they are being discriminated against. I would like to 
say in my statement that no one has represented t h e  business i n t e r e s t  to 
date on this plan, and the business people will be required to pay in and 
get nothing.out, I think t h a t  the precedent that we are s e t t i n g  by the 
utilizing of funds that b e  put  i n  and distribute later to some people and 
not to others is  a dangerous precedent. 

ImYOR COCKRSLL: Let me say for t he  record t h a t ,  as of today there is 
no formally adopted plan for  the  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  funds. The Council 
has discussed, up to t h i s  po in t  one approach which is t o  single out the 
residential gas customer's b i l l  within t h e  City limits for the applicaticn 
af the rate relief package. B u t  this week as  we discussed it, Gr. Cisneros  
brought t o  our a t t e n t i o n  t h e  problem of both those  utility custoi~ers  who 
are our electric customers but  do n o t  get gas service from us but get it 
from outside butane and also those who have a l l  electric homes, and it was 
stated that  in t h e  final plan drawing up the d i s t r i b u t i o n  plan t h a t  we w i l l  
take that into consideration and consider how we may address the problem. 

So, in other words, what I am saying is the final plan fo r  t h e  
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distribution has not been adopted, What is being proposed today is to 
re-inpose the 14% on the first 300 kilowatt hours within  the c i t y  limits. 
W e  are limited to the City limits in any plan t h a t  w e  might have to have 
a rate relief plan because, as a City, we may not use funds that come to us 
as a City beyond our City limits and, therefore, we are limiting our 
program to t h e  City limits. So - yes, Dr. Cisneras. 

Dl?. CISNEROS: There is a legal point tha t  must be made because YE. 
Pyndus just hasn ' t  done h i s  homework on t h i s  thing and he misleads people 
by the remarks that  he made when he says that we could, by the stroke of 
a pen have exempted the - some electrical customers within the City l i m i t s  
and I would like the City Attorney to respond to that because in his effort 
to posture and demagogue, Mr. Pyndus sometimes doesn't coves the legal 
points properly. 

CITY ATTORNEY PARKER: We could n o t  have drafted it i n  a manner to e 
exclude certain customers on electric side at all, Mr. Pyndus. We have 
to do it in the manner in which b7e have done it today. 

KR. PYNDUS: I would like to ask you this legal question, Henry, I have 
done my homework. I think I am not putting through a hastily, ill- 
conceived political plan, The point that I would like to make to you, 
Mr. Parker, is t h a t  I have people living in my district who do not buy 
gas f r o m  the City Public Service Baard. They have butane gas, or they buy 
gas from another agency no t  connected with the City Public Service Baard 
and they are paying a higher price far their gas and this C i t y  is imposing 
upon these citizens in the City limits a charge on their electrical bills, a 
and in the winter  months, as stated by Mr. Cisn-s refund w i l l  be given 
to gas users only, residential users and they not being residential users 
of gas af the City of San Antonio, they w i l l  n o t  get a refund, Now, if 
you can tell me that that is equitable, I don't understand it. 

CITY ATTORNEY PARJiER: m. Pyndus, I think you are mixing apples and 
oranges again. The rate that anybody pays is the one that you are discussing 
as fsr as electrical is  concerned. To that degree, the C i t y  of San Antonio 
sanetixries back allowed the non-recovery of the maximum amaunt that the C i t y  
is entitled to on its gas rates and on its electric rates. They chase only 
t o  not take it on the part of t he  electric rates and not grant any r e l i e f  
on t h e  gas rate part. NOW, the City is merely notifying the city Public 
Service that they expect the full 14% on a l l  customer b i l l i n g s  of electrical 
service within the  City limits of the City of San Antonio. That fund, once 
it is collected by CPSB and transmitted to the C i t y  becomes City of San 
Antonio public funds,  goes i n t o  General Revenue or would be classified in 
the General Revenue Fund. At that point in time, can only be expended for 
purposes within the City of San Antonio. It is immaterial that you are 
mixing g e s  and e lect r ic  together, and you cannot do that in a rate 
s t r u c t u r e .  

M3. PYNDUS: I think you may be on a thin legal  line as f a r  as what is  
r i g h t  and equ i t ab le .  I think you are wrong, and we have people he& who 
are going to add to the bill and do not get any refund and that is wrong. 

fimY OR COCKRELL : --- L e t  m e  ask  t h e  audience, w e  would appreciate it if 
we d o n ' t  have cheering sections i n  t h e  audience. This has been going on 
this afternoon, and I really appeal t o  you. It i s  not  a matter of, you 
know, this king of participation, we certainly want to hear people who 
have registered to speak and who have a point of view but we need to have 
the decision simply made in a non-emotional kind of a s e t t i n g ,  

tlow, I do point o u t  t h i s  one last t i m e  t o  a11 concerned t h a t  the 
Couccil has brcught up the question that  we recognize that there are some 
cases, such as those that have been brought up to us that potentially might  
not share in the plan as it was developed, and that we do intend in the 
development of a final plan which will be adopted at a later time ta review 
ways in which w e  can, hopeful ly,  a c w a t e  a l l  of our residential custoners 
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in the same plan. Now that is the approach and so, again, we take note  of 
your torments, and 1 do paint ou t  one other thing and that is, up to now 
those persons that have been electric customers but not gas custonlers of 
the City have, in fact, participated in t h e  discount of t h e  imposition of 
t he  14% of the first 300 k i l o w a t t  hours on electric and have, alsc been 
exempted from the 14% on any gas charge which the  other  customers  have 
been paying all this time. So, the C i t y  has k e e n  collecting a l l  this tine 
from the Gas custcmers the 14% which those persons who are not our gas 
custonicrs have no t  been paying. So t h a t  might also be taken into account. 

MR. PYNDUS: -- Madam Mayor. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Y e s ,  M r .  Pyndus. Then M r .  Hartman, 

MR* PYNCUS: Without a s ta tement ,  some of t h e  people have asked to 
speak to the  Council  at t h i s  time, and I would like to h e a r  from them also  
in addit ion to Mr. Rich. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: There is one other registered, I th ink .  

MR. , PYNDUS: I would like to have them stand up, those that are zffected 
by this and those who wish t o  speak. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you. We have one other registered speaker and 
M r .  Hartxiant I want to - yes sir. 
MR. RICH: May I respond one t i m e  very briefly? Councillnan Cisnercs ride 
three points, and, of course ,  I'm going t o  respond to w h a t  you said that 
you have not  taken action. W e  k n ~ w  you have n o t  taken a c t i o n .  The Council 
has not, we know it, but we think this is timely that we speak to you now 
before action is taken- An ac t ion  is  hard to rescind. The t i m e  to be 
heard is  prior  to an action and make ourselves known. I have not encourgeyed 
anyone out here to clap or make any noise. We did want you to kncw that tqe 
are here, 

NowI the fact that whether it's a surcharge or some ather  nme 
as far as our th ink ing  it's really a matter of sematics a J m o s t  in the fact 
that we have these other coal f i red  plants coming on stream before long 
that's, we appreciate this, we know this, we think the Council in t h e  past 
has been looking forward and has done a great job, but this is in the future 
and we stil l  say, just as my Councilman, Mr. Pyndus, has said in t a l k i n g  to 
the C i t y  Attorney here whether it is absolute, technically legal  justification 
for this is hardly beside the point.  It's the fact t h a t  there's going to 
be a rebate paid to some people that will not be paid to others and on the 
basis of collecting on one utility that we don't take advantage of the 
distribution system, the expense of operating anything else and then will 
be repaid to those that do, we t h i n k  that this is inequitable and unfa i r .  
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MAYOR COCKRSLL: Mr. Rich, to reconsider two points. Number one - t h e  --- I--"- c- --- ' -"- 
City Attorney has said that we may not exclude any customers,., 

MR. RICH: From the surcharge. 

E4AYOR C0CKRELL.t w i t h i n  the c i t y  limits... 

I MR. RICH : This is agreeable. . . - - - -  
MAYOR COCKFELL: from the 14 percent. -- 
MR. RICH: This is agreeable* 
-_I---- 

I4AYOR COCRRELL: Okay, fine, now the second point is that w e  have stated -- -- 
as  a Council t h a t  at the time in the future when w e  consider the  distri- 
bution plan we will take into account the special problems imposed by 
t h e  non-gas zustamers, and attempt to deal w i t h  it at that time. So, 
today we are simply re-imposing of the 14% ax rescinding the former 
exemption of the first 300 kilowatt hours from the 14%, and w e  take note 
on the fact that some of our c i t i z e n s  feel t h a t  it would be inequitable 
for  them to be excluded from a bensfft  plan. 

MR. RICH: Technically and legally fern sure you're r ight ,  and thank you 
very  much and I would say this, that is'thers was a comment made t h a t  it 
cauidnlt be handled throGgh the computer. The people inside the C i t y  Public 
Service t e l l  me that those people that are not utiXizing the gas service 
t ha t  it's a very simple matter to eliminate those in that  surcharge charge. 
The legality is beyond me, but it can be done through the computer system. 
X have been t o l d  by people that operate the computer out there. 

I MAYOR COCKmLL: You're ta lking abaut eliminating them from the 14%" 
but it's n m e g a 2  according to tho C i t y  Attorney. 

I MR. RfCH: I understand, but thank you very much. 
p-- - 
DR. - CTSNEIZOS: That  wasn't where the computer reference - the cemputs~ 
reference came in, Mr. Rich,  is something we're try ing  to work out r ight  
now and that is this, trying to figure a way to take money fram the fund 
in the s m e  amount t h a t  would be established fo r  the gas custamers and 
make it available to people who are not gas customers. Now, the question 
is an t h e  camputer, how you find those people because they are not 
identified as not being gas  customers. They're simply on there with 200 
thousand. other qeople and there are a certain number of them nixed in 
there and all it shows is that they're electrical customers. Now, the 
question is how to find them so we try to devise a system where they would 
come down and apply to get this nine or ten or whatever it's going to be 
each month break in the four winter months because theyere not gas 
customers, and I just wish t h a t ,  well, enough said. We're working on 
it and... 

MR. RICH: Thank you far your consideration, I ---- 
MAYOR COCKRELL: Thank you. Mr. Hartrnnn. - 
MR. HARTMAN: Madam Yayor, again I t h i n k  it will be Well, perhaps, to ---*-- rcmlnu ourselves as to what gave emphasis to this whale exercise in the 
first  place .  We're talking here abaut a rate relief plan ,  and the plan 
i t s e l f ,  I think, in terms of its i n t e n t  as well as its outcome no one can 
c r i t i c i ze  from the standpoint of the plan i t se l f .  What we're hung up an 
here are the unique political jurisdictions w i t h  regard to who lives 
w\ere t h a t  is really causing our difficulty. On one hand we have the 
inc~reorated suburbs who have chosen to remove themselves from t h i s  plan 
on t o t a l l y  l e g a l  grounds apparently, in other wards the fact that they can 
exempt themselves from paying the 78 cents a month per bill. Yet t h e  
sare suburbs, also, again, on to ta l ly  l ega l  grounds are able to charge t h e  
peop3e at C i t y  Publ ic  Service Boa.rd a 2% on the total payoff, again, totally 
leyal3y, and t h a t  aaounts to about $400,000,00a year which actually is very 
conparable to the amount w e  will not be getting by virtue of the suburbs 
not beinq in. Those are two actions or t w o  factors that are there totally 
legal. 
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Then w e  have the inequity with  regard to the neanle who are 
in the C i t y  who are being, perhaps, taxed on the one hand and not 
receiving benefit of it on the other. I t h i n k  the fact is, the simle 
f a c t  is that there is probably no way that t h i s  plan can 5e made t o t a l l y  
equitable ,  and I think t h a t  w e  should recognize t h a t  clue to the fact t h a t  
w e  have these  uniqueness of jurisdiction, and I t h i n k  t h a t  it is going 
t o  require n o t  so much looking at the legalities as it is the rightness 
of t h i s  kind of a plan.  I t h i n k  it has to be decided on that basis. I 
t h i n k  we're trying very desperately to figure o u t  a way to provide re l ief  
for some aeople who are extremely hard hit in the winter  months ,  and 
from that standpoint, I think, t h e  plan does serve more in that d i rec t ion ,  
and I t h i n k  d e s p i t e  the fact that there are these totally l ega l  prcblens  
that, nevertheless, we have the merits of t h e  p l a n ,  and I think t h a t  I t  
sustains itself on that basis. 

?4YArOR COCRRELL: - - ,911 r i g h t ,  w e  have one other speaker, Mrs. Dan Gas5y. 

MAYOR WEBSTER: I want to clarify one situation is that at the tine w e  
=clared^theYrates to be fair and equitable and non-discriminatory 
the 78 kents  or the first 300 kilowatt hours was exempt from all customers, 
and I noticed when Yr, Pyndus was t a l k i n g  I didn't qather that t h a t  was 
the way he was putting it. But that was the reason that we declared the 
rates to be fair and equitable and non-discximinatoxy. So, X want you 
to take that i n t o  consideration. 

MR. PYNDUS: In my clarification, I think that they are not fair and they ----- 
Were discriminatory. 

mY0R -- WEBSTER: So, there has been a change of rates and t h e  Public 
~ervcce Company is l i s t e d  as a Utility ~ammfssion w i t h  the U t i l i t y  
Cammissian in Austin they catalogued it so there are problems that 
rdght arise there. 

,WS. DON BUSBY: Madam Mayor, Council, I am Mrs. E. D. Busby. We were 
annexed into t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio in December of 1972, W e  have been 
paying our C i t y  taxes ever since and have not y e t  received but about 
ha l f  of the  City services we are entitled to as c i t i z e n s  of the C i t y ,  The 
Bedroom Communities that pay no C i t y  taxes w i l l  be exempt Erom your q ~ s  
rate relief plan, Many of your own citizens who are not provided w i t h  
gas Erom CPSB wil& not be exempt. This is very unfair to your own tax- 
payers. It seems the electric bills could exempt these res idents  of the 
City who are not serviced w i t h  gas by t h e  C i t y  and who do not have a 
chance to hook up to a line the same way they will exempt t3e non-residents 
of the City. It is our understanding that when property is annexed into 
the City ,  the C i t y  is supposed to furnish a l l  C i t y  services within t h ree  
years or  the people can be de-annexed. W e  have been in the city going on 
five years now and have not yet xeceived all these services w e  are e n t i t l e d  
50. We've been very patient, we have police and fire protections, but no 
water so how can the Fire Department do much without  it. We have no sewer 
or gas from you, We have garbage pick up, but we pay fo r  that and I want 
to add t h a t  we pay 6 6 %  more for our gas from Grey Forrest because the C i t y  
has not done something. There is much talk in the annexed areas of our 
c i t i zens  seeking de-annexation. If you pass this unfair charge an to these 
people who cannot get gas from CPSB, it just might be the straw that will 
break the earnel's back. The de-annexation demand c ry  will be heard laud 
and clear maeh faster than you think. This annexed area is a sleeping 
giant. We only hope that you make this gas available to us before you 
attach this charge to our b i l l .  Please do not charge us for something we 
axe unable to buy, G i v e  yaur c i t i z e n s  who are yaur voters and taxpayers 
the same consideration you give a non-citizen who are not voters and tax-  
payers. I thank you. 

MAYOR COCKRELXI: Do I 
FizFeTt? 

understand that arc getting service from Grey 

MIS, BUSBY: Y e s ,  but wewre i n  the C i t y .  Grey Forrest case out there 
E k e  we were even i n  the C i t y  and we signed up. 

MAYOR COCRRELL: Let me j u s t  say thak the public Utility  omm mission sets the - scxCe areas for the  utilities. May I call on t h e  city Attorney to 
clarify that. 
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it seems to me, is simply to abandon this program. I think that what we are 
looking at is how to get the program..........., 

MRS. DUTMER: I r e a l l y  don't intend to abandon it. What 1'm after, 
though, is  we're going t o  with every in tent  include these people. But if 
we can't? Then we simply ignore them, and face a l l  the lawsuits because 
there w i l l  be some. 

il!AYOR COCKRELL: May I - Mr. Parker. 

CITY ATTORNEY PARKER: I'll try to clarify it once more. The  fund that 
we received frorn CPSB, when it comes into the C i t y , , . i t  is C i t y  funds at 
t h a t  point. ~t Loses i d e n t i t y ,  complete identity as to being for any 
gurpase. I t  i s  that  point in time, it's then up to the City Counci l  of 
the C i t y  of San Antonio as  t o  how they want to disperse or u t i l i z e  those 
funds. So the City i s  electing in this particular Ordinance to  again 
take what i s  l ega l ly ,  lawfully e n t i t l e d  to  take under the  Trust Indenture 
terns, Then those funds became part of the City's funds. From that  point 
in time it is then the C i t y  can dispense those funds plus other funds 
that it may want to add to it which it contemplates taking revenue sharing 
funds and so f o r t h  to combine within a ledger account, that they then 
intend to aid  a class or benefit of people. How you define that clase or 
people that would benefit from whatever that funding is is a proper subject 
matter. It doesn't necessar i ly ,  it wouldn't necessarily have to be just 
ta, you could do it on many grounds. YOLI would not even have to include it - 
you can farm it among everybody if you define whatever class that  you're 
going to help. 

MRS. D U T m R :  Well, would it not be publ ic  money up until that time? 

C I T Y  ATTORNEY PARKER: They're publ ic  funds, any funds that come in the 
C i t y  fund is public fund. 

MRS. DUTPXR: How can it be determined ............ " - 

CITY ATTORNEY PAWER: In any kind of - in any kind of charitable humane 
sndeavor you always have guidelines as to who gets what and who doesn't 
get what. As l o n ~  as you have a properly defined body into which the fund 
is going to be dis tr ibuted.  

MAYOR COCKRF,LL: At this point we do have another speaker who is  
registered. 

MR. PmDUS: 
+,- 

I ' d  like to ask a legal question. 

bqXiOH CQCKRELL: -- All right, Mr. - and then we'll be calling Mr. O'Connell 
who is registered. All right. M r ,  Pyndus. 

!GI. PYNDUS: Mx. Parker,  if .the suburbs had threatened suit because they 
fzlt that it was not right, before the  funds are intermingled w i t h  the City 
funds, if at this po in t  citizens in the C i t y  felt the same as the suburbs 
and say, you know we're, we feel that we're not being treated r i g h t  i n  
the C i t y .  Why do nat they have the same legal graund? 

CITY ATTORNEY PARKER: Well, basically, what you're talking about in 
t h e i r  position w a s  t h a t  you'd have to  take, have a rate hearing before each 
one af their governmental bodies. In effect, if you're making a rate increase, 
we do not t h i n k  in law that you're making a rate increase t o  that degree i n  
any event. The C i t y  Council has that  authori ty  to do ta accept those and sa 
by virtue of what the Council action takes, whichever sides of the coin you 
want to c a l l  it, it's s t i l l  proper f o r  the C i t y  Council of the City a£ San 
Antonio to act in that manner. 

MAYOR COCKKELL: All right, a t  t h i s  point  I ' l l  ca l l  on Mr. B i l l  O'Connell. 
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CITY ATTOw7EY PARKER: Yes I'ladam, that's correct. They f i l e  f a r ,  znd 
inFaT-AwEiFCiaFTnstance, t hey  filed for  it and they've been dasig- 
nated, I believe, convenience and necessity and to t h e t  degree then 
nobody else can go i n t o  t h e i r  zrra. Furthermore, as to your de-annexa-- 
tion question, from a legal standpoint, again, I do not think you will 
prevail on that end that the services that you are re fer r ing  ta under  
Article 9.7A are being provided in your area in a comparable amount 
from a pure legal standpoint. You have all the other services available 
that anybody else in the C i t y  has, 

Pas. BUSBY: X don't th ink  we have, We don't... ----.- -- 
MAYOR F -----+.- COCKFV3LL: Well, at any rate the C i t y  limits are not c a n t e r m i n i o i ~ s  
w r h  the service areas of ei ther  the c i t y  P u b l i c  Service Board or any of 
t h e  u t i l i t i e s .  In o t h e r  words, there are different service areas for 
tQe sewer, fo r  the water and t h e  C i t y  Public Service. Each has its ooin 
service area that has been s e t  out ,  and is a working plan and in scme 
cases there are persons in the C i t y  limits who are not served by all of 
our u t i l i t i e s ,  fo r  example, the Bexar Yetropolitan Water District, o the r  
districts serve areas in the water service but that does not mean that 
they are not provided service. It is provided service but not through 
t h e  one utility t h a t  is owned for the most past of the C i t y .  

MRS. BUSBY: But since you cannot furnish gas to us wouldn't it be j u s t  
ziT-ETmpTg-to put this area on the computer at CPSB and then just like tlie 
bedroom cornunities the bedroom communities are not going to be on there. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: The areas outside the C i t y  limits are not ~ a i n g  to be - -- 7-- i n c m d  In t h i s  plan but within t h e  City  limits in order to be non- 
discriminatory we have to have a uniform policy and.,. 

DR, CISNERDS: Let me just say to all the folks that are here today. 
IaT-reciate  your remarks and concern and we will t r y ,  this tcan 
that has been working on pulling this plan together which includes CPS 
and several members of the Council, etc., we will work as hard as we know 
how to come up w i t h  a way to address your problem, 

MAYOR COCKRELL: In which you will participate in hopefully and benefit. 

DR. CISNE3OS: And we will make that a recommendation to the council just 
as quickgy as possible. 

nRS, BUSBY: Well, like I say,, if the fine was there, if w e  could take 
gas from you and didn't, then it would be our awn fault, but this is not 
our faul t  we are rea l l y . . .  . 
MRS. HELEN DUTMER: Mayor, first I ' d  l i k e  ta say ,  thank you, Henry, 
f o r  illawing your ordinance to be amended here to take out some of the 
warding here that would prohibit these  people from being considered, and 
seczondly, I would like to relate you that I, too, have a number of people 
who have called me to voice the i r  concern about this, Because I have 
people within my area who have not been annexed, have always been cikizens 
of the C i t y  of San Antonio and yet are separated by one street from 
gas service and must go to the butane route or propane or  whichever. 
These people a lso  feel that  they are being put upon by having t h i s  charge 
put upon them without any provisions for  them to be rebated the same as 
the other customers. I also have several apartment owners who have voiced 
the i r  concerns out there and said that during the time 02 the gas crisis 
and looking toward o i l  at that t i m e  far electricity they thought that 
Ebcy would cut dawn on the use of gas by putting in a l l  electric apartvents. 
And now they feel they are being put upon, and I know what t h e  i n t e n t  of 
the Council is and that is to endeavor to, hopefully, and I believe the 
other word for the good intent and the word if and possible, but f ' d  like 
to ask what happens if we go ahead and pass this ordinance and t hen  all of 
a sudden we find out there is no way that  w e  can include these people.  Arc 
we going to simply rescind the entire ordinance and then what are w e  going 
to do about money? 

-MAYOR COCKREEL : No, the rate relief plan will be i n f t i a t e d ,  and w e ' 1 . l  
Kake every etfort to insure that those  residential customers who are not 
our gas customers but who participate, will be in t h e  program, We're 
going to make every effort to do that, But the only other alternative, 
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MR. BILL O'CQNNELL; Madm Mayor, Melnbers 05 the Council, I'm B i l l  
O1Conne1l, I'm speaking t o  you taday an behalf of the Greater San 
Antonio Chamber of commerce. I 'd like to say the Chamber is concerned 
about the citizens who face really the choice of food, sometimes, or heat. 
And that's what it really amounts to. I ' d  l i k e  t o  read t o  you, if I may, 
the Board of Directors' statement that t he  Chamber of Commerce has 
issued on t h i s  subject. "The  Greater San Antonio Chm-ber of Comerce 
supports utility rates based on the cost of service w i t h  reasonable 
depreciation and return an investment. Where economic hardship produces 
inability of customers to manage payments for utility services, the City's 
welfare resources should be served to reimburse utility agencies. Such 
problems should n o t  be addressed by r e s t r u c t u r i n g  rates", and I understand 
that you're really no t  trying t o  r e s t r u c t u r e  rates, this is our policy and 
I ' d  just like to present it. 

As the program was discussed many many months ago in the early 
s t a g e s ,  there was an attempt to help those needed, and I think the figure 
was about 30 thousand low or fixed income families who w e r e  having 
trouble paying for heat i n  the winter time. Councilman Cisneras told us 
they couldn't help just these people because it was too d i f f i c u l t  of a 
job to identify these people znd w e  agree, b u t  actually, i n  t h e  overall 
picture that we're ta lk ing  about taday, we're coming up w i t h  something 
that's going to consider a program t h a t ' s  going t o  give the rebate both 
to the so-called rich and the so-called poor. And that's the problem, 
Despite rjhat may have been r epor ted ,  the Chamber has not agreed to any 
part of this particular proposed program. We d i d  meet w i t h  Councilman 
Cisneros and we offer no - nothing was offered at that t h e .  And as he 
perhaps told you. We d o n ' t  l i k e  t o  speak everything i n  the negative tone, 
if I may. W e  have a l i t t l e  b i t  of idea t h a t  might lead to further thoughts 
in the matter. 

Since t h e r e ' s  a problem i n  qualifying r e c i p i e n t s  for t h e  
program, we suggest an alternate by requiring customers wanting relief 
to make application for it. As has been suggested, just a minute ago 
for those people w i t h  all electrical. Those people were going to be asked 
to make application and because they feel it's theirs. This way, 
those who don't need it, OX don't want it, don't have to make an application 
f o r  it. If there's a balance l e f t ,  upon after these a l l  are completed, I'm 
s u r e t h a t  the  C i t y  can use the money, and I hope there would be a fund 
left. 

The Chmber does not mind asking people and making suggestions 
that those who really don't need the money, don't make applications for 
it. It might be a sale, it might be something they need to sell. I 
knax t h a t  I don" have to apply for it. And there's probably others in 
t h i s  room t h a t  would not apply f o r  rate relief. If we d&dn1t, it would 
be j u s t  that much better for our City.  Consequently, I ' m  saying a 
possihle alternative f o r  us ing  a system where those people who ne&d it 
would make application fo r  it. Just an idea. Thank you very much. 

TILRYOR COCKREZL: - Thank you, sir. A l l  r i g h t ,  now then... 

MS. LITTLE: Mayor Cockrell, I'm registered on that. 
-+,--- 

YUiYOR - COCXRELL: All r i g h t ,  fine. I'll look for your name right now, 
Tell me your rime. 

M S .  LITTLE: -- Jane t  L i t t l e .  

HAYOR COCKRELL: All right, I'm sorry. Janet Little. I'm s o r r y ,  I 
cou l r jn ' t  read this clearly. And I see now that you wrote exemption fo r  
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res idents .  And 1 didngt. relate it, I'm sorry, t o  the proper item. I"m 
happy to c a l l  on you. 

MS. LITTLE: The reason I felt like I wanted to say scmething is 
because I have a different problem. I wanted to k ~ o w  - like I come f ror l  
a working class background. And I want to know i f  t h e  money t h a t  might 
pay - that's taken out of my pocket and my parent's pocket and my nciyh- 
bcx's pocket is going to do the poor people some good after we - a f t e r  
we do away with the problem of trying or not trying to deny Lecn Valley 
residents their civil s ight s  or something. 

YAYGR COCKEELL: All right, a t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  t h e  C i t y  i s  proposing to 
rescind its former ordinance exempting the first 300 kilowatt hours 
resident of exemption. That i s  money tha t  the City under the indenture 
is entitled to receive, and we're simply going to receive that money and 
it's going i n t o  t h e  General Eund. Now, the disposition money will be 
discussed a t  a l a t e r  t i m e .  

MS. LITTbE: Okay, and there's another question. You all, I assme, 
you've changed your mind about including or CPSB changed their mind GE 
including these suburbs fox illegal reasons .  Okay, I imagine it had to 
be done eventually, but is  t h i s  going t o  start a trend where everytime 
somebody threatens t o  sue t h e  C i t y ,  you're going to back away from 
negot ia t ing or... 

PAYOR COCKmLL: A l l  right, i n  t h i s  particular case t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a 
Public Utilities Commission has been established raised at least some 
legal questions. We do - only  a court can make a f i n n l  determination 
in legal cases. I think the City recognized that if it wished to proc~ed 
expeditiously with the p r o g r a  it was wise to make an amendment, Dr. 
Cisneros, 

DR, CISNEROS: I 'd  l i k e  to t r y  to describe t h i s  as practical as I can, 
In order to have the fund work b y  November, you have to build up the 
fund. In order to build up the Eund you have to start collecting 78C per 
month right away. It wasn't t h e  fact  of the lawsuit or the rcerits of the 
lawsuit that bothered us because we thought in the end we could probably 
have won the lawsuit either before t h e  Public Utilities Comnission or in any 
court. But likely along with the suit there would have been an injunction 
which would have prevented us f r o m  collecting the 78C. So, the practical 
effect then of even allowing them to sue would be to junk the program. There 
would be no progxam in November. It wasn't a question of backing o f f ,  it's a 
question of making a practical decision as to whether we wanted a program. We 
want to stand on an issue on a legal  principle. Fine, t hen  let's just  say 
we're no t  going to have a program in November, but then people need to under- 
stand that next  winter we're going to have 70 and 75 year old people with 
$100 social security checks coming in here with $50 and $60  utility bills 
which is what the  problem was l a s t  year, and w e  would have taker, no action 
because we decided to stand on an issue of l e g a l  principle. I think it's f a r  
m x e  important t o  get the plan implemented. 

MS. LITTLE: It's more important right now this case, but you could just as 
well start a charity drive far the indigent victims of Oscar W y ~ t t  and save 
evexybody tax money that cauld be deducted on an income tax basis. 

MAYOR COCKRELL: Anything e l s e ?  A l l  right, we now have the pending 
Ordinance. Any further discussion by the Counci l?  Is there a motion for 
approval . 
MR. - WING: I move. 

MR. ORTIZ: I second. 

AYES: Cisneras,  Webb, Dutmer, Wing, Eureste, Ortiz, Alderete, Hartman, Ccckre :  
NAYS: Pyndus, Steen 

ABSENT: None 

The motion carried. 
,< 

I ' 
+ ,  
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CITIZENS TO BE HEARD 

I MR. KARL WURZ 

Mr. K a r l .  Wurz read a prepared s tatement ,  a copy of which i s  
included with t h e  papers of t h i s  meeting, stating t h a t  a charge should 
be imposed on a cand ida te ' s  K i t  suppl ied  t o  psrsons wishing t o  file for  
C i ty  Council. H e  f u r t h e r  stated t h a t  t h i s  char.ge would l i g h t e n  t he  t a x -  
payers '  burden. He suggested a $5.00 minimum charge. 

Mayor Cockrell stated t h a t  t h e  City Council would consider 
t h i s  suggestion f o r  t h e  next City election. 

MR. JUSTIN AREXCHI 

M r .  Justin Arecchi,  r ep resen t ing  the King William Association, 
stated t h a t  neighborhood needs should be given top p r i o r i t y  and urged 
more e f f e c t i v e  methods of c i t i z e n  p a r t i c i p a t i o n .  H e  asked t h a t  t h e  
Citizens t o  be Heard por t ion  a£ the  meeting be r e s t r u c t u r e d  ta allow 
c i t i z e n s  t o  pub l i c ly  ask Council and s t a f f  ques t ions  and receive publ ic  
answers; implement a formal citizen p a r t i c i p a t i o n  process  with adequate 
staff suppor t  and funding responsible to the City Manager; and that the 
c i t i z e n s  be allowed p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  City's Master P l a n ,  

I Mr. Hartman s t a t e d  t h a t  he has set up District Advisory Meetings 
i n  h i s  district. 

Mayor Cockrell  stated t h a t  the Council w i l l  give t h i s  matter 
serious cons idera t ion .  

. ... - - - 
MR. DON GRJ3EN 

M r .  Don Green, r ep resen t ing  VOICE,  also spoke of the neighbor- 
hood proposals suggested by t h e  previous speaker. H e  then  asked that 
t h e  C i ty  Council review and update a l l  City codes; i n c l u s i o n  of codas 
where citizens a r e  n o t  adequately p ro tec ted ;  and enforcement of code 
violations. H e  said t h a t  laws a r e  n o t  being enforced and mentioned the 
dog leash laws f o r  example. H e  asked t h a t  Council a s s u r e  inc reased  
responsiveness  by al.1 City government. 

I DR. CHARLES COTTmLL 
t 

D r .  Charles Cottrell, member of the  Alta  V i s t a  Associa t ion ,  
stated t h a t  these neighborhood o rgan iza t ions  a r e  r eques t ing  the  Council 
t o  formal ly  incorpora te  some form of c i t i z e n  participation. H e  asked 
t h e  Counci l  t o  g ive  t h e i r  conSiderat ion t o  i n i t i a t i n g  f i r s t ,  a review 
of zoning c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s ;  second, a mechanism t o  b r ing  t he  entire C i t y  
under the new zoning c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ;  t h i r d ,  a program t o  educate c i t i z e n s  
of the zoning process ;  and final l y  a comprehensive evaluation of t h e  
relationship between zoning ane planning .  He stated that t h i s  process  
should be initiated by t h e  Council  as soon as poss ib le  and volunteered 

I t h e i r  he lp .  
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Dr. Thomas Bre re ton ,  A r e a  Pol icy Council of the A1 ta V i s t a  
Association, a l s o  spoke of the need to implement t h e  suggestions as 
presented  by t h e  previous speakers. H e  urged the Council to make a pub1i.c 
commitment t o  work wi th  these organiza t ions .  

MR. ARTEUR VELTm 

Mr. Arthur Vel t m a ~ ,  rep resen t ing  Board of Directors of the 
River Road Neighborhood Association, spoke of t h e  history and funct ion  
of their organization. H e  urged t h e  Council to :  1) commit this Council  
to the completion of t h e  Master Plan involving citizen p a r t i c i p a t i o n ;  
2 )  t o  demand t h e  eva lua t ion  and pub l i ca t ion  of the  economic impact of 
every facet of t h e  Master Plan;  3 )  t o  insure t h e  coordina t ion  of the 
Capi ta l  Inprovement Program of a l l  City departments, Boards, C a m m i s s i a r l s  
and ~okni t tees  i n  the formation of the Master P l an .  

PLANNING COMJIISSION 

Mr. Eures te  expressed concern over the jurisdiction t h a t  t h e  
Planning Commission with appointed members would have with regards t o  
t he  o v e r a l l  deveJoprnent of t h e  C i t y  of San Antonio. H e  asked t h e  
neighborhood a s s o c i a t i o n s  t o  g ive  close examination t o  t h e  Master PI an.  

Mayor Cockrell s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  PI anning Commission works with 
t h e  p lanning  staff in development of the  Master Plan.  The City Counci l  
w i l . 1  ultimate1.y have t o  approve t h e  Master Plan .  

MS. BARBARA MILLER 

Ms. Barbara Miller spoke t o  t h e  Council o b j e c t i n g  to  certain 
sections of the Massage Parlor Ordinance. She stated t h a t  she objected 
t o  Section 1 0  dea l ing  with the keeping of records ;  Sec t ion  1 2  regarding 
t he  c l o t h i n g  t o  be worn; Section 19 educational requirements.  

A f t e r  d i scuss ion  by Council members, Mayor Cockrell  suggested 
Ms. M i l l e r  submit her recommendations i n  w r i t i n g  t o  t h e  Council. 

Mr. O r t i z  stated that he had read the Ordinance and would be 
i n  favor of repeal  ing same. 

Mayor Cockrell stated she s t r o n g l y  supported t h e  Ordinance, 
but would not be closed minded about possible suggestions. 

MR. RAUL RODRIGUEZ 

M r .  Raul Rodriguez, spoke of t h e  i n e f f i c i e n t  manner i n  which 
the F i r e  and P o l i c e  Civil Service Commission has performed throughout 
the  years. H e  c i ted  i n c i d e n t s  t h a t  occurred and stated that t h i s  
Commission has n o t  properly handled these cases. 
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raCY92 MR. LAURO BUSTAMANTE 

Mr. Lauro Bustamante, r ep resen t ing  the V i l l a  Fontana Club 
a t  HemisFair Plaza, read a prepared s ta tement  s t a t i n g  t h a t  they  are 
forced  t o  use t he  expensive a i r  condi t ioning  system of t he  City Water 
Board. He stated t h a t  they  wish t o  pu t  i n  their own system which would 
be more economical, ( A  copy of M r .  Bustamante's letter i s  on f i le  w i t h  
t h e  papers of t h i s  meeting.) 

Mayor Cockrell asked t h a t  t h e  City Manager's s t a f f  review 
t h e  s i t u a t i o n  of t h e  a i r  condi t ioning  system a t  HemisFair and report 
back to Council .  

77-25 Mayor Cockrel l  was obl iged  t o  leave  the meeting and Mayor Pro- 
Tern Cisneros presided. 

CONCERNED PARENTS IN THE EDGEWOOD AREA 

A group of c i t i z e n s  appeared t o  speak to the Counci l  expressing 
the i r  concerns over  the fact t h a t  there have been many cases of child 
moles t ing  in t h e  Edgewood School D i s t r i c t  Area. They felt that i f  more 
police p a t r o l s  were a v a i l a b l e  some of these cases would not have happened. 
They also suggested formulation of a committee of p a r e n t s  and Council 
members t o  a l l e v i a t e  t h i s  serious matter .  The following persons spoke 
for the group: 

M r s .  Margarita Orta ,  M r s .  Minnie Aleman, M r s .  Lila Landez 

Council  Members asked t h e  C i ty  Manager to  i n v e s t i g a t e  this 
matter. 

Acting C i t y  Manager Raffe ty  stated t h a t  he would d i scuss  this 
mat te r  wi th  P o l i c e  Chief p e t e r s - i n  t h e  morning and w i l l  report back t o  
Counc i l  on p o s s i b l e  recommendations. 

- - - 
77-25 Mayor Cockrell returned t o  t h e  meeting and presided.  - - - 

MR. EUGENIO FLORES 

M r .  Eugenio Flores again appeared before  the Council appealing 
for  h e l p  i n  f i n d i n g  some young men jobs. H e  d i s t r i b u t e d  resumes of job 
mrps young men t o  t h e  Council.  H e  s ta ted  he has been before Council many 
tines and has spoken t o  the  CETA s t a f f  and Manpower staff as sugg~sted 
but i s  still unable t o  p lace  these  boys i n  jobs. H e  asked the Counci l  
f o r  re1 i e f .  

Mayor Cockrell s t a t e d  that over 4000  jobs w i l l  be available 
t h r o u g h  d i f f e r e n t  federal programs and mentioned t h a t  certain guidelines 
have t o  be met, b u t  suggested t h a t  M r .  Flores c o n t a c t  t h e  City Manager's 
staff and review the guidelines that will have t o  be followed. She then 
asked t h e  City Manager t o  see t h a t  every e f f o r t  is  made t o  make these jabs 
ava i l ab l e  t o  persons such as those M r .  Flores i s  working with. 
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MRS. NANCY NEGLEY 

Mrs. Nancy Negley welcomed t h e  new r r l embers  of t h e  C i t y  Cour lc i l  
and also expressed h e r  a p p r e c i a t i o n  t o  t h e  p a s t  Counci l  f o r  t h e i r  i n te res t  
i n  the redevelopment of t h e  i n n e r  C i t y .  She t hen  introduced Mrs. Xary 
Ann Castleberry, newly elected P r e s i d e n t  of t he  San Antonio Conserv&tiofl  
Society. 

MR. WALTER PARK 

Mr. Walter Park again spoke t o  t h e  Council  regard ing  t h e  C i t y ' s  
Wrecker contract. E e  asked Council t o  consider n e g o t i a t i n g  with t h e  
high bidder and mentioned Council man Hartman's pub1 i c  statements a b o u t  
h i s  support of having the wrecker contract  on a rotating b a s i s .  

Mayor Cockrell  s t a t e d  t h a t  Council had r e j e c t e d  all b i d s  anci 
further stated that t h e  Council has asked s t a f f  t o  set  up a "B" Sessior 
discussion on t h i s  m a t t e r  i n  a couple  of weeks. 

MR. BILL WISEMAN 

Mr, B i l l  Wiseman, r e p r e s e n t i n g  Bexar Road S e r v i c e ,  a l so  s p c k e  
t o  the Counci,, r egard ing  t h e  wrecker c o n t r a c t  service. H e  s a i d  he has  
a 3otof p e r t i n e n t  information on this subject. 

M r .  Wiseman w a s  advised by Counci l  t h a t  he appear a t  t h e  "B"  
Session to comment on this matter and  i n  the  meantime t o  contact t h e  
C i t y  staff and make his suggestions known t o  them. 

The Clerk  read the  fo l lowing  le t ter :  

May 13, 1977 

Honorable Mayor and Members of the C i t y  Council 
City of San Antonio,  Texas 

Madam and Gentlemen: 

The following petitions w e r e  r e c e i v e d  i n  m y  office and forwarded t o  
the C i t y  Manager for  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  and report t o  the C i t y  Council. 

May 12, 1977 

May 13, 1977 

P e t i t i o n  submitted by M s .  V i c k i  Bliss, 
et a],  requesting the C i t y  of San 
Antonio resurface and widen Ramsey 
Street. 

P e t i t i o n  submitted by M r .  Robert  L. 
C o l l i e r ,  e t  al, r e q u e s t i n g  t h e  City of 
San Antonio t o  g r a n t  a variance for  t h e  
lower t h i r d  of t h e i r  p r o p e r t y  i n  Leon 
Springs V i l l a g e  i n  order t o  hole an 
e l e c t i o n .  

G. V. JACKSON, J R .  
City Clerk  
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470'794 
There b e i n g  no f u r t h e r  business to come before the Counci l ,  

t he  aeet ing adjourned at 5:30 P.M. 

A P P R O V E D  

M A Y O R  


